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Submission BO070 (Gary Patton, Citizens for California High-Speed Rail Accountability
(CCHSRA)(Atty. for), Wittwer & Parkin, LLP, September 15, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-272



Submission BO070 (Gary Patton, Citizens for California High-Speed Rail Accountability
(CCHSRA)(Atty. for), Wittwer & Parkin, LLP, September 15, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-273



BO070-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO070 (Gary Patton, Citizens for California High-Speed Rail
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BO071-2

BO071-2

BO071-3

Submission BO071 (George Mihlsten, Coffee-Brimhall LLC (Atty. for), Latham & Watkins LLP,
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Submission BO071 (George Mihlsten, Coffee-Brimhall LLC (Atty. for), Latham & Watkins LLP,
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BO071-1

Thank you for your recent communication regarding the California High-Speed Rail

project. Your comments are valuable and essential to the success of the project. The

comment period for the Revised DEIR/ Supplemental DEIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield

Section has been extended to October 19, 2012. We look forward to providing more

information to you as the project progresses and appreciate your continued interest.

BO071-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-LU-03, FB-Response-LU-04.

BO071-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-02,

FB-Response-GENERAL-21, FB-Response-GENERAL-22.

Please view the Executive Summary for more information on the environmental review

process. Also see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impacts SO #10 and SO #11, for information on the property displacements and

relocations for Bakersfield.  Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the

project, where the whole parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired by the project,

are provided in Volume III. 

Response to Submission BO071 (George Mihlsten, Coffee-Brimhall LLC (Atty. for), Latham & Watkins
LLP, October 13, 2011)
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Attachment to Submission BO071 (George Mihlsten, Coffee-Brimhall LLC (Atty. for), Latham &
Watkins LLP, October 13, 2011) - Latham_Watkins_Letter_Attachment.pdf
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Submission BO072 (George Mihlsten, Coffee-Brimhall, LLC (Atty. for), Latham & Watkins LLP,
September 29, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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BO072-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO072 (George Mihlsten, Coffee-Brimhall, LLC (Atty. for), Latham &
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #556 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/11/2011
Response Requested : No
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/11/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : LARRY
Last Name : HAGOPIAN
Professional Title : OWNER/PRESIDENT
Business/Organization : COMMERCIAL MANUFACTURING
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Fresno
State : CA
Zip Code : 93706
Telephone : (559) 237-1855
Email : info@commercialmfg.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes

Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

My name is Larry Hagopian.  My wife and I own real estate at 2432 S.
Railroad Avenue which is leased by our wholly owned company,
Commercial Manufacturing, a California corporation.  The company was
established in 1938 on South G Street (now Golden State Boulevard)
and was moved to its present location in 1944 as a result of eminent
domain action on the original location.  The following comments are
being made to the Authority as both land owners and business owners.

I am in favor of the high speed rail following the S. Railroad Avenue right
of way.  S. Railroad Avenue has been neglected for many years by the
City of Fresno.  My feeling is that the high speed rail will give the area
new life and a better appearance which will enhance the property
values.  The high speed rail will also give visitors to the area the feeling
that it is a thriving industrial area of Fresno City.

The following are some concerns and questions:
  Will a plan review done by the City of Fresno to determine City
requirements to rebuild on the site be done at no charge to the
landowner?
  Who will be responsible for the cost of off-site improvements, i.e. curbs,
gutters, lighting, fire hydrants, landscaping, water, sewers, gas, and
electricity?
  Who will be responsible for the cost of on-site improvements if
rebuilding is done on the affected property (i.e. landscaping, water,
sewers, gas, and electricity?
  Who is responsible for the cost of required upgrading of existing
buildings if new facility is built on affected property?
  If a new building is built on the affected land, will taxes be increased to
reflect the value of the new building or maintained at the value of the
present buildings?
  We currently use East Avenue for delivery and shipping trucks
accessing our property.  These trucks and trailers can be as long as 48’
to 53’.  Will East Avenue have a cul-de-sac large enough to turn a 48’ to
53’ truck and trailer?
  Temporary impacted property – will this be rented or purchased from
us?  How long will it be used?  How will rate of compensation be
determined?  Will full use of property be returned to the landowner?
  Who pays for the moving and reinstallation of existing equipment?
  How long will the rail authority allow the company to stay in its existing
buildings while a new shop and office are being built?
  Will there be any unemployment assistance to employees during the
construction and moving phase if there is a work stoppage so it is not
charged to Commercial Manufacturing?
  Will there be any obstructions that could prevent employees or delivery
trucks from coming and going as usual?  Will access to our property by
employees and trucking be guaranteed during construction?

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO073-1

BO073-2

BO073-3

BO073-4

BO073-5

Submission BO073 (Larry Hagopian, Commercial Manufacturing, October 11, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO073-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03, FB-Response-SO-01.

BO073-2

This comment raises concerns regarding the installation of a cul-de-sac along a road 

that is currently used by an adjoining business for oversized trucks that stop, load, and

or pass by, but do not currently turn around.  The project has currently only completed

15% design, so specific distances and widths of the street have not ben designed.

These constraints would have to be addressed during right-of-way acquisition and final

design regarding how the existing truck operation can be accommodated in the design

of the project and local road network, such as utilization of a portion of a parcel to allow

for a wider turn-around movement, or an equivalent solution. Alternatively, there may be

refinements to the HST project that can be further investigated during final design to

otherwise accommodate the truck operation.

An EIR project description is intended to be general, not detailed (CEQA Guidelines

§15124(c)). Final design or even advanced design of infrastructure is not required in the

project description (Dry Creek Citizens Coalition v. County of Tulare (1999) 70

Cal.App.4th 20, 36). Abundant substantial evidence in the record demonstrates the

project description in the EIR/EIS is more than adequate. The term "15% design" is an

engineering term of art that refers to the level of engineering prepared on HST project

elements for the ElR/EIS. The 15% design generates detailed information, like the

horizontal and vertical location of track, cross sections of the infrastructure with

measurements, precise station footprints with site configuration, and temporary

construction staging sites and facilities. The 15% design also yields a "project  footprint"

overlaid on parcel maps, which shows the outside envelope of all disturbance, including

both permanent infrastructure and temporary construction activity. This 15% design

translated into a project description in the EIR/EIS with 100% of the information that is

required under CEQA Guidelines Section 1512447 (See Dry Creek, supra, 70

Cal.App.4th at pp. 27-36 [upholding EIR conceptual project description as inadequate

when based on preliminary design]).This comment raises concerns regarding the

installation of a cul-de-sac along a road  that is currently used by an adjoining business

for oversized trucks that stop, load, and or pass by, but do not currently turn around. 

These constraints would have to be addressed during right-of-way acquisition and final

design regarding how the existing truck operation can be accommodated in the design

BO073-2

of the project and local road network, such as utilization of a portion of a parcel to allow

for a wider turn-around movement, or an equivalent solution. Alternatively, there may be

refinements to the HST project that can be further investigated during final design to

otherwise accommodate the truck operation.

BO073-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03, FB-Response-SO-01.

Please see Appendix A of the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report for a

complete description of the methodologies used for property displacement analysis

(Authority and FRA 2012g). To be conservative in conducting this analysis and to avoid

underestimating displacements, residences and businesses located on acquired

parcels, including those only temporarily impacted, were counted as permanent

displacements. This was done because it is not possible at this stage of the project to

predict the outcome of the parcel by the parcel property acquisition phase.

BO073-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

BO073-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

Response to Submission BO073 (Larry Hagopian, Commercial Manufacturing, October 11, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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Page 21-290



Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 – July 2012) - RECORD #332 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/29/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 9/29/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Jeff
Last Name : Tanielian
Professional Title : President/Owner
Business/Organization : Commercial Neon Inc.
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Fresno
State : CA
Zip Code : 93722
Telephone : 559-275-7500
Email : wendyk@commneon.com
Email Subscription :
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : No
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

I am a property owner at 5547 N. Golden State Blvd. Fresno
CA 93722. This letters is to inform you I APPOSE THE HIGH SPEED
RAIL, for alot of reasons. Specifically for cutting my business property in
half and all the obvious problems that would go along with that.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes
Affiliation Type : Businesses and Organizations
Official Comment Period : Yes

BO074-1

Submission BO074 (Jeff Tanielian, Commercial Neon Inc., September 29, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO074-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14.

The property referenced in your letter (5547 N. Golden  State Blvd., Fresno, CA 93722)

lies within the project footprint for the Merced to Fresno Section of the HST System,

which adjoins the Fresno to Bakersfield Section in the city of Fresno.  The Final EIR/EIS

for the Merced to Fresno Section was issued in April 2012. The Authority has

commenced the right-of-way appraisal process for the southern extent of the Merced to

Fresno Section, south of Avenue 17 in Madera and has determined that a portion of the

subject property will be acquired. The Authority has contacted you to arrange for a fair

market value appraisal of your parcel.

Response to Submission BO074 (Jeff Tanielian, Commercial Neon Inc., September 29, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO075-1

Submission BO075 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High Speed Rail (CC-HSR), August 17, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO075-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO075 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
August 17, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO076-1

Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR), September 15,
2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-295



BO076-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
September 15, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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Attachment to Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
September 15, 2011) - 850_Janz_letter_091511_Attachment.pdf

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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Attachment to Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
September 15, 2011) - 850_Janz_letter_091511_Attachment.pdf - Continued
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Attachment to Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
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Attachment to Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
September 15, 2011) - 850_Janz_letter_091511_Attachment.pdf - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-302



Attachment to Submission BO076 (James Janz, Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR),
September 15, 2011) - 850_Janz_letter_091511_Attachment.pdf - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-303



BO077-1

Submission BO077 (Gregory & Timothy Cooper, Cooper Farms, Inc., October 11, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO077-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10 and FB-Response-

GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission BO077 (Gregory & Timothy Cooper, Cooper Farms, Inc., October 11, 2011)
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #204 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/16/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : CA Resident
Submission Date : 9/16/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Anita
Last Name : Standridge
Professional Title : Board Member
Business/Organization : Corcoran Chamber of Commerce
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Corcoran
State : CA
Zip Code : 93212
Telephone : 559-920-5048
Email : astandridge@jgboswell.com
Email Subscription : All Sections
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

I am opposed to the Highspeed Rail because of the detrimental effect it
will have on our local communities, especially Corcoran.  I am
employeed for the past 18 years for J. G. Boswell Company and this
project will have a detrimental effect on the company and my
employment.
Further, the EIR has not adequately addressed the noise levels,
especially pertaining to the two California State Prison's in the Corcoran
area and the population enclosed at the prison's.  The other item I am
opposed to is the scope of this project and the lack of ample time for
review.  None of the three routes are acceptable to me and as a board of
director on the Corcoran Chamber of Commerce, I am opposed to the
entire project.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO078-1

Submission BO078 (Anita Standridge, Corcoran Chamber of Commerce, September 16, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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The prison will not be affected by noise and is beyond the distance of analysis.

Response to Submission BO078 (Anita Standridge, Corcoran Chamber of Commerce, September 16,
2011)
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #679 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/13/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/13/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Lisa
Last Name : Shaw
Professional Title : Executive Director
Business/Organization : Corcoran Chamber of Commerce
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Corcoran
State : CA
Zip Code : 93212
Telephone : 559-992-4514
Email : lisa@corcoranchamber.com
Email Subscription : All Sections
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

The Corcoran Chamber of Commerce strongly opposes the High Speed
Rail Project through Corcoran and it's outlining areas.

The proposed project could have potential devastating environmental
impacts not only to the downtown businesses, but to our residents as
well. Major concerns include noise, aesthetics, and the disruption of
traffic patterns to the downtown businesses.

Millions of dollars have just been spent on downtown projects and
infrastructure, which could now be put in harm's way if the project is
completed as proposed.

Respectfully submitted,

Lisa Shaw,
Executive Director

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO079-1

Submission BO079 (Lisa Shaw, Corcoran Chamber of Commerce, October 13, 2011)
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BO079-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03, FB-Response-GENERAL-05, FB-

Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission BO079 (Lisa Shaw, Corcoran Chamber of Commerce, October 13, 2011)
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BO080-2

BO080-3

BO080-4

BO080-5

BO080-6

Submission BO080 (Tony & Ernestine Mattos, Dairy Farm, October 12, 2011)
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BO080-1

In situations where the HST crosses existing irrigation pipelines, negotiations will be

held with the property owner to determine how to mitigate these impacts.  These may

include providing routes for pipelines across the HST right-of-way, drilling new wells, or

other negotiated mitigations.

BO080-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-AG-02.

BO080-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-01.

BO080-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06, FB-Response-SO-01.

BO080-5

The potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas

are identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and shown in Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of

potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.7

for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise

impacts below a “severe” level. The Proposed California High-Speed Train Project Noise

and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of

the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation

would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The Guidelines require

consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts

where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by the HST project’s

noise).

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e.,

severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case-

by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential

use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the

home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), such as

BO080-5

adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation, as

detailed in Section 3.4.7, Project. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise

impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness

criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more

than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in

height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least a

5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver.

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce

noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a

combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final

design, and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3

provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the

height and design of sound barriers, using jointly developed performance criteria, when

the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the

project. Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to

reduce the visual impact of the sound barriers.  The vibration impact assessment is

primarily designed to identify the potential human annoyance from vibration from HST

operations for buildings with vibration-sensitive use as described by the FRA and

Federal Transit Administration land use categories. However, all buildings in close

proximity to the proposed alignments were assessed for potential structural damage

from HST operations and/or construction. The potential for damage from vibration from

HST operations is limited to extremely fragile building locations within 30 feet of the

tracks. The HST right-of-way width varies from 120 feet for at-grade tracks to

approximately 60 feet for elevated fill to approximately 45 feet for elevated structures.  In

general, the area of impact is therefore within or close to the project right-of-way. Typical

buildings, such as residences, located outside this distance would not have the potential

for damage from vibration.

Agricultural resources, such as crops, would not be affected by noise and vibration from

HSTs. As described in EIR/EIS Section 3.4.3, there are locations with potential vibration

impacts in the project corridor because of the potential for annoyance effects from HST

Response to Submission BO080 (Tony & Ernestine Mattos, Dairy Farm, October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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operations. While the vibration at these locations might be felt by receivers, it would be

well below the thresholds for damage to structures. It is helpful to note that the vibration

levels generated by passing HSTs would generally be less than the levels generated by

freight trains in the Study Area.

BO080-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#11 for information on the impacts on aerial

pesticide spraying, dust, and pollination.

Response to Submission BO080 (Tony & Ernestine Mattos, Dairy Farm, October 12, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #273 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/25/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 9/25/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Dale
Last Name : Bender
Professional Title : Owner
Business/Organization : Dale W Bender, CPA
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : 93309
Telephone : 661-325-5711
Email : joanne@dalewbendercpa.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

Gentlemen:

I would like to provide my comments regarding the Fresno to Bakersfield
portion of the California High Speed Rail project.

There are two proposed routes currently running through downtown
Bakersfield from Calloway Drive to Oswell Drive (one route is south of
the BNSF railroad tracks at Easton Drive/Oak Street and one is north of
the BNSF railroad tracks at Easton Drive/Oak Street).

The route that runs south of the BNSF railroad tracks would impact our
business since it would limit/remove access to one of the Easton
Business Complex Association buildings.  Of more concern, however is
the possibility that the southern route could impact the current Cal Trans
Centennial Corridor Alternative C route which is the proposed route that
would connect Hwy 58 to the Westside Parkway/Freeway.  Alternative C
will run down Hwy 99 and then continue west down Easton Drive and
eventually connect to the Westside Parkway with the hope of connecting
to I-5 in the future.  If the California High Speed Rail project would select
the northern route instead of the southern route it is most likely
Alternative C could be selected instead of the other proposed routes.

In closing, my support for this project would be forthcoming if the
northern route is selected.  If the southern route is selected and if it
impacts the proposed Cal Trans Alternative C freeway route so it can not
be built I would withdraw my support of the high speed rail project.

Sincerely,

Dale W Bender, CPA
Joanne M Bender

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO081-1

BO081-2

Submission BO081 (Dale Bender, Dale W Bender, CPA, September 25, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

BO081-2

The HST will not preclude any jurisdiction or entity from implementing future

transportation projects. The Authority will work with local jurisdictions to identify future

transportation projects that could be affected by the implementation of the HST project.

Response to Submission BO081 (Dale Bender, Dale W Bender, CPA, September 25, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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Submission BO082 (David W. Zandt, Dave's Upholstery, October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO082-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03.

Businesses that would be relocated by the project would be entitled to relocation

assistance and counseling similar to that provided to residents in accordance with the

Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act, as

amended, to ensure adequate relocation of businesses. Relocation assistance includes

assistance in finding replacement properties, moving expenses, and obtaining permits.

Response to Submission BO082 (David W. Zandt, Dave's Upholstery, October 12, 2011)
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Submission BO083 (Don Church, DB Farms, Inc, October 13, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02.

Response to Submission BO083 (Don Church, DB Farms, Inc, October 13, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #446 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/6/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/6/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Donna
Last Name : Marshall
Professional Title :
Business/Organization : DB FARMS
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Hanford
State : CA
Zip Code : 93230
Telephone :
Email : arbuckle_2002@yahoo.com
Email Subscription :
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : No
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

The EIR is vague in their safety concerns draft about many things. As a
farmer in Kings County I don't feel you have addressed the issue of
safety on the overpasses you are creating. EIR states that overpasses
will be built every few miles.  Farmers and dairymen in this area have
huge pieces of equipment that need to be moved daily, weekly and
monthly. We are still going to have to travel public roads to get our
equipment to the places they need to go to harvest. Silage trucks,
module trucks, dozers, swathers, combines, pickers, tomato harvestors
and tractors will all be crossing these overpasses. Have you taken this
into consideration? These pieces of equipment move slower than traffic
and generally take up huge portions of the road. On flat ground we are
able to move our equipment to the side of the ride to let traffic pass by
around us. How are we to do this every few miles while crossing
overpasses? Is it just me or do you not see the danger of going up a
huge overpass with a large piece of equipment? How is this safe for the
farmer, equipment or persons in the other vehicles? Now, bring in the
notorious fog that Kings County is known for! All I forsee is lots of
accidents.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO084-1

Submission BO084 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 6, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO084-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-01.

Response to Submission BO084 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 6, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #449 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/6/2011
Response Requested : Yes
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/6/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Brenda
Last Name : Church
Professional Title :
Business/Organization : DB Farms
Address : 8600 Kansas Ave
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Hanford
State : CA
Zip Code : 93230
Telephone :
Email : b.church@theworks.com
Email Subscription :
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : No
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

I have lived at 8600 Kansas Ave., Hanford, Ca (Kings County) for 40
years. The HSR, on current proposed path, will eliminate my house. I am
greatly concerned with the cost of having to rebuild another home. My
husband and I have finally paid our mortgage, which took many years to
do. If we are only looking at fair market value then we will not be able to
build another house identical to ours. we have checked with home
builders - prices per sq. foot range from $170-$220 - if we are only paid
fair market value then we will have to downgrade to a lesser quality
home as fair market value will not be enough to replace our existing
home. If we do replace our home identically then we will have to secure
a loan to do this thus we have to be saddled with mortgage payments all
over again. My home alone, not including yards and pool facility areas,
to rebuild at the above costs is at 2 million. Does the EIR include a
feasible solution for compensating us for the impact of loss of our home?
Feasible is NOT fair market value.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO085-1

Submission BO085 (Brenda Church, DB Farms, Inc., October 6, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO085-1

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

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project where the whole

parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired by the project are provided in Volume 3 of

the EIR/EIS.

Response to Submission BO085 (Brenda Church, DB Farms, Inc., October 6, 2011)
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Submission BO086 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 10, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-01.

Response to Submission BO086 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 10, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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Submission BO087 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 10, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO087-1

The HST would be capable of reaching speeds of 220 miles per hour in both north and

southbound directions.

Response to Submission BO087 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 10, 2011)
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BO088-2

BO088-3

Submission BO088 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO088-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-AG-01.

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #16, for

effects to agriculture and resulting changes in regional access from project road

closures.

BO088-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

BO088-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03.

As evaluated in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the HST would reduce the

vehicle miles traveled for regional traffic. The fugitive-dust emissions caused by the HST

trips would be offset by the reduction in regional emissions from the reduced vehicle

miles traveled and from the required actions under the Voluntary Emissions Reduction

Agreement between the Authority and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control

District.

Response to Submission BO088 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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BO089-2

BO089-3

Submission BO089 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 12, 2011)
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BO089-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03.

On average, roadway overpasses would be provided approximately every 2 miles along

the track. It is estimated that the proposed project would result in no more than 1 mile of

out-of-direction travel for vehicles to cross the HST tracks. The width of the roadway

overpasses would accommodate both farm equipment and school buses traveling in

opposite lanes. Because of the frequency of roadway overpasses, additional distances

traveled by vehicles to cross the HST tracks are expected to be negligible relative to

regional vehicle miles traveled (VMT) reductions and therefore would not cause

additional air quality impacts. (For more details on roadway overcrossings, see Sections

2.2.4 and 2.2.5 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.)

As evaluated in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the HST would reduce the VMT

for regional traffic. The fugitive-dust emissions caused by the HST trips would be offset

by the reduction in regional emissions from the reduced VMT and from the required

actions under the Voluntary Emissions Reduction Agreement between the Authority and

the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District.

BO089-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03.

As evaluated in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the HST would reduce the

vehicle miles traveled (VMT) for regional traffic. The fugitive-dust emissions caused by

the HST trips would be offset by the reduction in regional emissions from the reduced

VMT and from the required actions under the Voluntary Emissions Reduction

Agreement between the Authority and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control

District.

BO089-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-08.

The Authority and FRA consulted with cooperating agencies under NEPA and with

trustee and responsible agencies under CEQA regarding specific resource areas

associated with these agencies. Interested state, federal, and local agencies were also

BO089-3

consulted throughout the process. A full listing of meetings, including consultation with

the Air Resources Board, can be found in Ch. 7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS.

Response to Submission BO089 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 12, 2011)
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Submission BO090 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO090-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-01.

Response to Submission BO090 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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BO091-2

BO091-3

Submission BO091 (Clinton Church, DB Farms, Inc., October 13, 2011)
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BO091-1

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

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole

parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired, are provided in Volume III of the EIR/EIS.

BO091-2

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

Your home is located within 50 feet of the BNSF Alternative along the east side of the

city of Hanford. At this distance the residence would be severely impacted by both noise

and vibration. The vibration level due to project operations would exceed 77 vibration

decibels (VdB), which would substantially exceed the residential vibration threshold

criteria of 72 VdB for frequent events. This level would probably result in a high level of

annoyance to the homeowner, but probably would not result in any damage to the

structures on the property. The Authority will consider vibration mitigation whenever the

criterion is exceeded as determined by a detailed analysis, which will be done when the

final alignment is chosen. If vibration mitigation is found to be feasible and reasonable,

the mitigation will be included as part of the HST project. The guidelines for feasible and

reasonable vibration mitigation can be found in the Proposed California High-Speed

Train Project Noise and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see

Appendix 3.4-A of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS).

BO091-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AVR-03.

See also Mitigation Measure AVR-MM#2e, Provide Offsite Landscape Screening Where

Appropriate, in Section 3.16, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

Response to Submission BO091 (Clinton Church, DB Farms, Inc., October 13, 2011)
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Submission BO092 (Brenda Church, DB Farms, Inc., October 13, 2011)
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BO092-1

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

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole

parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired, are provided in Volume III of the EIR/EIS. 

Response to Submission BO092 (Brenda Church, DB Farms, Inc., October 13, 2011)
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BO093-2

Submission BO093 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 13, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO093-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

See also Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on

agricultural land from parcel severance.

BO093-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03.

As evaluated in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the HST would reduce the

vehicle miles traveled for regional traffic, thereby helping to improve long-term air quality

in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.

Response to Submission BO093 (Donna Marshall, DB Farms, Inc., October 13, 2011)
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Submission BO094 (Tammy Church, DB Farms,Inc., October 12, 2011)
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BO094-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-01, FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-

Response-N&V-05, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-06.

Your home is located within 50 feet of the BNSF Alternative along the east side of the

city of Hanford. At this distance the residence would be severely impacted by both noise

and vibration. The projected noise level at this location would be in excess of 76 decibel

(dB) day-night average sound level (Ldn), which would represent an increase in noise

level of at least 20 dB over the existing ambient level. The projected vibration level due

to project operations would exceed 77 vibration decibels (VdB), which would

substantially exceed the residential vibration threshold criteria of 72 VdB for frequent

events. This level would probably result in a high level of annoyance in the homeowner,

but probably would not result in any damage to the structures on the property. The

Authority will consider vibration mitigation whenever the criterion is exceeded, as

determined by a detailed analysis, which will be done when the final alignment is

chosen. If vibration mitigation is found to be feasible and reasonable, the mitigation will

be included as part of the HST project. The guidelines for feasible and reasonable

vibration mitigation can be found in the Proposed California High-Speed Train Project

Noise and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-

A of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS).

Based on existing research, the FRA has established a threshold for HST noise effects

on livestock of 100 A-weighted decibel (dBA) sound exposure level (SEL) (FRA 2005a).

As discussed in Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, the term SEL, or the sound exposure

level, represents the noise generated during a single event, such as the train passing a

given point. At a distance of 100 feet, the SEL for project operations at all dairies along

the alignment in Kings County would be less than 100 dBA SEL. Facilities on operations

not located at least 100 feet from the project would experience moderate noise and

vibration effects. (See Appendix B of Section 3.14, Agricultural Lands, for details on

these effects on animal operations.)

A study by Amstutz and Miller (1980) appears to be the most appropriate reference for

the effects of stray currents and electromagnetic fields on livestock (Authority and FRA

2012k). That study of 11 livestock farms concluded that livestock health, behavior, and

performance were not affected by electrical and magnetic fields created by a very large

BO094-1

(765 kilovolt [kV]) overhead transmission line. The HST System would operate on a

much smaller 2x25 kV overhead contact system. Therefore, the Authority and FRA have

determined that this is a negligible impact under NEPA and a less-than-significant

impact under CEQA.

Response to Submission BO094 (Tammy Church, DB Farms,Inc., October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-340



Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #201 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/14/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 9/14/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Curtis
Last Name : Skaggs
Professional Title : Company Engineer
Business/Organization : Dee Jaspar & Associates, Inc.
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : 93308
Telephone : (661) 393-4796
Email : cskaggs@djacivil.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

In reviewing the HST footprint document Volume II:  Appendix 3.1-A
dated August 2011, on Sheet 222 the permanent impact footprint is
shown to go directly over the top of Parcel 110-182-12.  This parcel is a
water supply well, Ozone Treatment Facility, storage tank, and booster
pumping plant for Vaughn Water Company.  This is a critical well for
their water system and critical equipment in it such as VFD's and an
Ozone Generator.  How does this permanent impact relate to this
particular water well site?

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO095-1

Submission BO095 (Curtis Skaggs, Dee Jaspar & Associates, Inc., September 14, 2011)
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BO095-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

The Authority met with Vaughn Water Company on October 4, 2012, to discuss the

facilities at Parcel 110-182-12 and other conflicts between the HST and Vaughn Water

Company. The Authority is currently in the process of putting together an agreement

with Vaughn Water Company that will allow the two entities to work together to resolve

such conflicts.

Response to Submission BO095 (Curtis Skaggs, Dee Jaspar & Associates, Inc., September 14, 2011)
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August 23, 2011 
 
Tom Umberg, Chair 
Board of Directors 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

RE: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period – Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
 
Dear Mr. Umberg and Board Members: 
 
On behalf of Defenders of Wildlife and our more than 100,000 members and supporters in 
California, I am writing to request that the Board of Directors of the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) extend the comment period on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Fresno to Bakersfield section of the 
proposed California high speed train project.  We request that the Authority extend the public 
comment period for this document from forty-five (45) days to ninety (90) days, or until November 
10, 2011.   
 
The purpose of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) is to ensure that when government is making decisions that might affect the 
environment, those decisions are made only after the decision makers are fully informed of the 
potential environmental impacts of their proposed actions. Therefore, it is essential that there is an 
adequate opportunity for public review, participation and comment on the draft environmental 
documents supporting those decisions.   
 
CEQA Guidelines state that 45 days is the minimum period of time for public review and 
comment on a draft EIR that has been submitted to the State Clearinghouse.  Public Resources 
Code §21091(b); CEQA Guidelines §15105 (d).  Further, the CEQA Guidelines also state that the 
public review period for draft EIRs could be for longer than 60 days if there is an unusual situation.  
CEQA Guidelines §15105 (a).   
 
Here, the Authority has limited the public comment period to the minimum number of days for 
review when it provided a 45-day public review period for the voluminous Draft EIR/EIS for the 
highly debated Fresno to Bakersfield section of the proposed high-speed train.  Instead, the 
Authority should provide 90 days for public review and comment due to the unusual situation posed 
by this complicated, controversial, and difficult proposed project.  For example, the physical work 
contemplated in this section of the proposed high-speed train project will occur in a geographic area 
that is approximately 113 miles in length. Moreover, the proposed project is the first stage of what 
would be the largest public infrastructure project in the history of the State of California, and more 
than $4 billion dollars are proposed to be expended on the proposed project between Fresno and 
Bakersfield.  
 

 
 

 

Further, there are more than enough examples of less complicated and less extensive projects in 
which public agencies were able to provide a 90-day public review period.  Indeed, nearly all of the 
renewable energy projects proposed on public land in the California desert under ARRA funding 
deadlines managed to provide the public with 90-day public review periods.  (See, 
http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/ca/pdf/pa/energy.Par.68898.File.dat/2011%20RE
AT%20Milestones.pdf) 
 
Thus, for all of the above reasons, we urge you to extend the public review period to 90 days in 
order to provide the public with sufficient time to review and comment on the potential 
environmental impacts of the proposed project in the Fresno to Bakersfield section. Thank you for 
the opportunity to provide our comments on this important matter.  If you have any questions, 
please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Kim Delfino 
California Program Director 
 

BO096-1

Submission BO096 (Kim Delfino, Defenders of Wildlife, August 23, 2011)
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BO096-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO096 (Kim Delfino, Defenders of Wildlife, August 23, 2011)
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August 23, 2011 
 
Tom Umberg, Chair 
Board of Directors 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

RE: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period – Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
 
Dear Mr. Umberg and Board Members: 
 
On behalf of Defenders of Wildlife and our more than 100,000 members and supporters in 
California, I am writing to request that the Board of Directors of the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) extend the comment period on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Fresno to Bakersfield section of the 
proposed California high speed train project.  We request that the Authority extend the public 
comment period for this document from forty-five (45) days to ninety (90) days, or until November 
10, 2011.   
 
The purpose of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) is to ensure that when government is making decisions that might affect the 
environment, those decisions are made only after the decision makers are fully informed of the 
potential environmental impacts of their proposed actions. Therefore, it is essential that there is an 
adequate opportunity for public review, participation and comment on the draft environmental 
documents supporting those decisions.   
 
CEQA Guidelines state that 45 days is the minimum period of time for public review and 
comment on a draft EIR that has been submitted to the State Clearinghouse.  Public Resources 
Code §21091(b); CEQA Guidelines §15105 (d).  Further, the CEQA Guidelines also state that the 
public review period for draft EIRs could be for longer than 60 days if there is an unusual situation.  
CEQA Guidelines §15105 (a).   
 
Here, the Authority has limited the public comment period to the minimum number of days for 
review when it provided a 45-day public review period for the voluminous Draft EIR/EIS for the 
highly debated Fresno to Bakersfield section of the proposed high-speed train.  Instead, the 
Authority should provide 90 days for public review and comment due to the unusual situation posed 
by this complicated, controversial, and difficult proposed project.  For example, the physical work 
contemplated in this section of the proposed high-speed train project will occur in a geographic area 
that is approximately 113 miles in length. Moreover, the proposed project is the first stage of what 
would be the largest public infrastructure project in the history of the State of California, and more 
than $4 billion dollars are proposed to be expended on the proposed project between Fresno and 
Bakersfield.  
 

 
 

 

Further, there are more than enough examples of less complicated and less extensive projects in 
which public agencies were able to provide a 90-day public review period.  Indeed, nearly all of the 
renewable energy projects proposed on public land in the California desert under ARRA funding 
deadlines managed to provide the public with 90-day public review periods.  (See, 
http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/ca/pdf/pa/energy.Par.68898.File.dat/2011%20RE
AT%20Milestones.pdf) 
 
Thus, for all of the above reasons, we urge you to extend the public review period to 90 days in 
order to provide the public with sufficient time to review and comment on the potential 
environmental impacts of the proposed project in the Fresno to Bakersfield section. Thank you for 
the opportunity to provide our comments on this important matter.  If you have any questions, 
please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Kim Delfino 
California Program Director 
 

Attachment to Submission BO096 (Kim Delfino, Defenders of Wildlife, August 23, 2011) - DOW HSR
90 day comment extension.pdf
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Submission BO097 (Kim Delfino, Defenders of Wildlife, October 3, 2011)
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BO097-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07, FB-Response-GENERAL-16.

Response to Submission BO097 (Kim Delfino, Defenders of Wildlife, October 3, 2011)
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #157 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 8/25/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Other
Submission Date : 8/25/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Driller
Last Name : Nation.com
Professional Title :
Business/Organization : DrillerNation.com
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : 93301
Telephone :
Email : Project@OnceaDrillerAlwaysaDriller.org
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern,

On behalf of the entire DrillerNation.com, develop another route.. Why?
The history this great high school means this city, for the Once a Driller
Always a Driller tradition and for what it means to have these historic
buildings be kept in there rightful place for many more years to come..
Please develop another route to save this historic high school from being
tarnished and/or destroyed...

We thank you for supporting & honoring & keeping the "Driller Nation,"
alive and well in rightful place, where its always been..

Project@OnceaDrillerAlwaysaDriller.org
"An online community for all things Driller, for every Driller, past, present
and future..."

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO098-1

Submission BO098 (No Name, DrillerNation.com, August 25, 2011)
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BO098-1

Refer to Standard Responses FB-Response-SO-08.

Response to Submission BO098 (No Name, DrillerNation.com, August 25, 2011)
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Submission BO099 (Eldon Thiesen, Eldon Thiesen Farms, October 5, 2011)
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BO099-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AVR-04.

Response to Submission BO099 (Eldon Thiesen, Eldon Thiesen Farms, October 5, 2011)
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Submission BO100 (Dan Silver, Endangered Habitats League, September 19, 2011)
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BO100-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO100 (Dan Silver, Endangered Habitats League, September 19, 2011)
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BO101-1

Submission BO101 (Ryan Jacobsen, Fresno County Farm Bureau, September 21, 2011)
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BO101-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO101 (Ryan Jacobsen, Fresno County Farm Bureau, September 21, 2011)
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BO102-1

Submission BO102 (Praveen Buddiga, MD, Fresno-Madera Medical Society (Air Quality
Sub-Committee), September 6, 2011)
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Submission BO102 (Praveen Buddiga, MD, Fresno-Madera Medical Society (Air Quality
Sub-Committee), September 6, 2011) - Continued
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BO102-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO102 (Praveen Buddiga, MD, Fresno-Madera Medical Society (Air Quality
Sub-Committee), September 6, 2011)
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Submission BO103 (Jean H. Watt, Friends of Harbors, Beaches, and Parks, September 30, 2011)
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BO103-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO103 (Jean H. Watt, Friends of Harbors, Beaches, and Parks, September
30, 2011)
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #405 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/4/2011
Response Requested : No
Stakeholder Type : CA Resident
Submission Date : 9/21/2011
Submission Method : Project Email
First Name : Todd
Last Name : Matthews
Professional Title : Pastor
Business/Organization :
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : NA
Telephone :
Email : matthews5x5@msn.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes

Stakeholder
Comments/Issues : Greetings to all.

I am Pastor Todd Matthews of Full Gospel Lighthouse, 800 Butte St.,
Bakersfield, CA 93305.

This E-mail in in regards to the High Speed Railroad that is proposed to
go through Bakersfield, California.

In late August, 2011 I was contacted by a grass roots program that
informed me that our property would fall in line with this High Speed
Railroad project.   After looking at some maps and reading through
documents that they sent to us, it appears to me that this is correct.  But
what is also apparent is that the Environmental Impact Study did not
include us and therefore is incomplete.  To myself, the Board and the
Members of Full Gospel Lighthouse this brings us great concern.

Here at Full Gospel Lighthouse, the Lord has blessed us in many ways.
Just to name a few, our property is paid for and we operate debt free.
The Lord has also blessed us in many ways enabling us to touch this
community.  We minister to the community in many ways such as
Preaching, praying, feeding, clothing, and loving them.  Our church is
located in an area that is considered to be low income.  It also has
perhaps the greatest population of homeless and at risk adults in the
Bakersfield area.   We get out and help them each week by being Jesus'
hands extended.

Speaking as a Pastor and a man of faith, this church and property at 800
Butte Street is what the Lord God Almighty has given us and through
prayer and faith in Our Lord Jesus Christ,  we intend on keeping it.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter,

Pastor Todd Matthews
Full Gospel Lighthouse
800 Butte, St.
Bakersfield, CA 93305

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO104-1

Submission BO104 (Todd Matthews, Full Gospel Lighthouse, September 21, 2011)
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BO104-1

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

For information on the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see

Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report

(Authority and FRA 2012g), and refer to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume

I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for information about the relocation of

important community facilities.

Response to Submission BO104 (Todd Matthews, Full Gospel Lighthouse, September 21, 2011)
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BO105-1

BO105-2

BO105-3

Submission BO105 (Zelma Boswell, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 3, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-363



BO105-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02.

Chapter 2 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS descibes

station design and train service in Sections 2.2.3, Stations, and 2.6, Operations and

Service Plan. As described in Chapter 2, stations would have four tracks passing

through the station, two express tracks (for trains that do not stop at the station) and two

tracks for trains that would stop at the station platforms. Express trains would serve

major stations only, providing fast travel times; limited-stop trains would skip selected

stops to provide faster service between stations; and all-stop trains would focus on

regional service.

BO105-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14.

BO105-3

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

For information about the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see

Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report

(Authority and FRA 2012g), and the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I,

Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for information about the relocation of

important community facilities.

Response to Submission BO105 (Zelma Boswell, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 3, 2011)
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BO106-1

BO106-2

BO106-3

Submission BO106 (Linda Ellsworth, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 3, 2011)
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BO106-1

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

For information about the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see

Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report

(Authority and FRA 2012g), and the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I,

Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for information about the relocation of

important community facilities.

BO106-2

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

BO106-3

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

For information about the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see

Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report

(Authority and FRA 2012g), and the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I,

Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for information related to the relocation of

important community facilities.

Response to Submission BO106 (Linda Ellsworth, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 3, 2011)
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BO107-1

Submission BO107 (Ellen & Charles Miller, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 3, 2011)
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BO107-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-16,

FB-Response-GENERAL-21, FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-SO-05, FB-

Response-SO-07.

For information on effects on school districts, see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS, Volume II, Appendix 3.12-B.

Response to Submission BO107 (Ellen & Charles Miller, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 3, 2011)
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BO108-1

Submission BO108 (Jesse Cary, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 4, 2011)
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BO108-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission BO108 (Jesse Cary, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 4, 2011)
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BO109-1

BO109-2

Submission BO109 (Kathy Maxwell, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 11, 2011)
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BO109-1

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

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS includes an analysis of project-related impacts

east of the alternative Bakersfield station sites to Oswell Street where all of the

alternatives through Bakersfield converge. The analysis addresses impacts on the Full

Gospel Lighthouse Church.

BO109-2

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

For information on the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see

Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report

(Authority and FRA 2012g), and refer to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume

I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4: Implement measures to reduce impacts

associated with the relocation of important facilities. The Authority will consult with the

affected parties before land acquisition to assess potential opportunities to reconfigure

land use and buildings and/or relocate affected facilities, as necessary, to minimize the

disruption of facility activities and services, and also to ensure relocation that allows the

community currently served to continue to access these services.

Response to Submission BO109 (Kathy Maxwell, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 11, 2011)
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BO110-1

Submission BO110 (Wayne Maxwell, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 11, 2011)
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BO110-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8 of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS will further reduce fugitive-dust emissions to a less-than-

significant impact. Valley Fever spores would be released when the soil is disturbed;

however, due to the minimization measures, fugitive-dust disturbance will be minimal.

Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever spores would be less than significant.

Response to Submission BO110 (Wayne Maxwell, Full Gospel Lighthouse, October 11, 2011)
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Submission BO111 (Jeffrey A. Meger, Grimmway Farms, October 11, 2011)
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BO111-1

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

Response to Submission BO111 (Jeffrey A. Meger, Grimmway Farms, October 11, 2011)
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BO112-1

BO112-2

Submission BO112 (Todd Fukuda, GWAAC, October 12, 2011)
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Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations
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BO112-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-02.

Please see FB-Response-HWR-02 regarding site-specific drainage impacts. In general,

the HST would have drainage swales along the at-grade portions of track, which would

be sized to accommodate project runoff.

BO112-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-02, FB-Response-HWR-03.

Response to Submission BO112 (Todd Fukuda, GWAAC, October 12, 2011)
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BO113-1

BO113-2

Submission BO113 (Todd Fukuda, GWAAC, October 12, 2011)
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BO113-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

BO113-2

The text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS in Section 3.10, Hazardous Materials

and Wastes, has been revised in response to the comment.

Response to Submission BO113 (Todd Fukuda, GWAAC, October 12, 2011)
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BO114-1

BO114-2

BO114-2

BO114-3

BO114-4

Submission BO114 (Stanley Wilson, et al, Handel & Wilson Farms, October 13, 2011)
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Submission BO114 (Stanley Wilson, et al, Handel & Wilson Farms, October 13, 2011) - Continued
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BO114-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-13.

As discussed in Chapter 1 of the EIR/EIS, California’s population is growing rapidly and,

unless new transportation solutions are identified, traffic will only become more

congested and airport delays will continue to increase. The proposed 220-miles-per-

hour (mph) HST System would provide lower passenger costs than air travel for the

same city-to-city markets and service competitive with automobile travel. It would

increase mobility while reducing air pollution, decreasing dependence on fossil fuels,

protecting the environment by reducing greenhouse gas emissions, and promoting

sustainable development in the areas near the stations, in comparison to existing trends.

By moving people more quickly and at lower cost than today, the HST System would

boost California’s productivity and also enhance the economy. See the discussion under

Section 1.2.4, Statewide and Regional Need, in the EIR/EIS.

The No Project Alternative is described in Chapter 2 of the Fresno to Bakersfield

EIR/EIS and analyzed in each of the individual resource sections of Chapter 3. Existing

track is designed for lower-speed freight delivery and passenger service where

agreements with Amtrak are in place. Reaching speeds of even 150 mph would not

meet the Proposition 1A requirement of providing a maximum service nonstop travel

time between San Francisco and Los Angeles of 2 hours and 40 minutes. As existing

rail lines are owned by other entities, the upgrade of existing rail lines is not under

Authority jurisdiction.

The Authority will use the information in the EIR/EIS and input from agencies and the

public to identify the Preferred Alternative. The decision will include consideration of the

project purpose and need and the project objectives presented in Chapter 1, Project

Purpose and Need, as well as the objectives and criteria in the alternatives analysis and

the comparative potential for environmental impacts.

Construction of HST track between Bakersfield and Los Angeles is planned for Phase 1

of the HST System and will be covered in subsequent project-level environmental

analyses for the Bakersfield to Palmdale and Palmdale to Los Angeles sections of the

HST System.

BO114-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-05.

See Volume I, Section 3.1, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural

land from parcel severance. See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#10 for information

on the wind-induced effects. See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#11 for information

on the impacts on aerial pesticide spraying, dust, and pollination.

BO114-3

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

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole

parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired by the project, are provided in Volume III

of the EIR/EIS. Impacts and costs associated with oil well relocation are included in the

Final EIR/EIS.

See Volume I, Section 3.6, Public Utilities and Energy, Impact PU&E#10 – Potential

Conflicts with Petroleum and Fuel Pipelines. Replacement wells would occur in the

same field as the displaced wells and continue to withdraw from the expansive Eocene

Total Petroleum System within the San Joaquin Basin Province. There would be no

change to the capacity of the oil field or the ability of industry to extract crude oil. The

cost for well decommissioning and replacement would be borne by the Authority, and

the effect on the capacity or viability of the petroleum resource and industry extraction

operations relative to public utilities and energy would be less than significant. The effect

would have negligible intensity under NEPA, and impacts would be less than significant

under CEQA.

BO114-4

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

Response-AG-03.

The referenced overpasses have been redesigned. Please refer to Volume III of the

EIR/EIS where engineering drawings are provided.

Response to Submission BO114 (Stanley Wilson, et al, Handel & Wilson Farms, October 13, 2011)
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #221 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/19/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Environmental
Submission Date : 9/19/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Charles
Last Name : Barrett
Professional Title : Co-chair
Business/Organization : Heritage Fresno
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Fresno
State : CA
Zip Code : 93720
Telephone : (559) 436-8338
Email : charles@thebarretts.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield, Merced - Fresno
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

Heritage Fresno is a preservation organization organized to advocate
preservation of historic districts, structures and objects.  Mindful that
public comment closes October 13th, and that the proposed right of way
impacts H Street in downtown Fresno, we ask for maps an diagrams of
the proposed trace with such explanatory matter as a full and complete
understanding may require.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO115-1

Submission BO115 (Charles Barrett, Heritage Fresno, September 19, 2011)
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This was not a comment on the EIR/EIS. The Public Outreach Team responded directly

to the commenter.

Response to Submission BO115 (Charles Barrett, Heritage Fresno, September 19, 2011)
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011)
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011) - Continued
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011) - Continued
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011) - Continued
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011) - Continued
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011) - Continued
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Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down &
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO116 (Robert Dowd, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle
Cobb Down & Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), September 12, 2011)
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See Appendix A for list of persons and entities requesting an extension of the comment1

period.

See Appendix B for list of documents and length.2

See Appendix C for list of documents and length.3

October 13, 2011

VIA FAX 916-322-0827 & U.S. MAIL

Board of Directors
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED
  RAIL AUTHORITY
770 L Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, CA 95814-3359

Re: The California High Speed Train Project Draft EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
Comments of J.G. Boswell Company

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board:

This letter contains comments additional to those included in our October 12, 2011, letter
concerning the above Project.  As set out in that letter as well as our letters dated September 8, 2011
and September 14, 2011, and by numerous other parties  requesting an extension of the October 13,1

2011 comment deadline, the DEIR/DEIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield section of the California High
Speed Train Project is so ponderous, at 17,000 pages,  plus another 24,000 pages for the Merced to2

Fresno section,  that the review period ending October 13, 2011 is not legally adequate and denies3

due process to interested parties seeking to meaningfully review and comment on the DEIR/DEIS.

What follows are a few additional comments we would like to submit before close of the
October 13, 2011 comment period.  In submitting these comments, we in no way concede the legal
adequacy, sufficiency or legitimacy of the August 15 to October 13 comment period.  We reserve

Board of Directors
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED
   RAIL AUTHORITY
October 13, 2011
Page 2

the right to submit further comments later, as the October 13, 2011 is an arbitrary and capricious
deadline that is not in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines or the requirements of due
process.

Comments Regarding Section 3.6: Public Utilities and Energy

CEQA requires that project impacts be measured against a current baseline at the time the
NOP is published or if no NOP is published, at the time the environmental analysis is commenced.
See CEQA Guidelines § 15125(a).  The DEIR/DEIS claims it complies with Sunnyvale West
Neighborhood Assn. v. City of Sunnyvale (2010) 190 Cal.App.4th 1351.  See DEIR/DEIS at p. 3.6-
39.  However, the Sunnyvale West Neighborhood Assn. case specifically invalidated Sunnyvale’s
EIR for using a future baseline date rather than the CEQA-required date.  See 190 Cal.App.4th at
1392.  2035 as the baseline date for evaluation of energy impacts violates CEQA and renders the
DEIR/DEIS inadequate.  The energy analysis must be prepared using a current base year in a revised
and recirculated DEIR/DEIS.

DEIR/DEIS p. 3.6-39 states that although the HST would result in an increase in electricity
demand, it would reduce the energy demands from automobile and airplane travel, resulting in an
overall beneficial effect on statewide energy use.  This statement is not supported by substantial
evidence, nor is any supportive substantial evidence offered for Table 3.6-12 on page 3.6-40
immediately following.  Even if this speculation had credence at a statewide level, the DEIR/DEIS
does not discuss impacts from localized energy demand caused by the HST.  There will inevitably
be impacts to the localized electrical transmission grid throughout the Central Valley; however, it
is unclear from the DEIR/DEIS whether existing infrastructure exists to handle the localized
increase in electrical loads.  Failure to disclose such impacts, let alone to analyze them, renders the
DEIR/DEIS inadequate and requires that a revised DEIR/DEIS be prepared and circulated.

DEIR/DEIS p. 3.6-49 discloses the need to construct transmission lines between the TPSS
stations and existing substations; however, there is no mention of the magnitude of transmission
lines to be constructed nor is additional information provided to determine whether the construction
of an unknown number of transmission lines would have any environmental impacts.  As such, the
DEIR/DEIS has failed to analyze the ‘whole of the action’ and must be revised to do so.

These comments are founded on the principle that an EIR acts as an informational document
identifying potentially significant impacts of a project, as well as alternatives and mitigation
measures necessary for informed decision-making (Pub. Res. Code § 21002.1), and that an EIR’s
findings and conclusions must be supported by substantial evidence.  Laurel Heights Improvement
Ass’n v. Regents of the University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376.  An adequate EIR “must be
prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision-makers with information which
enables them to make a decision which intelligently takes account of environmental consequences”
and “must include detail sufficient to enable those who did not participate in its preparation to

BO117-1

Submission BO117 (Raymond Carlson, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down
& Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), October 13, 2011)
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understand and to consider meaningfully the issues raised by the proposed project.”  Id.  The
DEIR/DEIS does not meet this threshold.  Accordingly, the DEIR/DEIS is not adequate for
certification and cannot be approved at this time.

One of the principle tenets of land use planning as well as CEQA is the public’s right to
participate in the process.  See, 14 Cal. Code Regs. §15201 (citing Environmental Defense Fund v.
Coastside County Water District (1972) 27 Cal. App. 3d 695; Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control
v. City of Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal. App. 4  1184; (“[p]ublic participation is an ‘essential part ofth

the CEQA process.’”) (citing to Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. Regents of Univ. of
California (1993) 6 Cal. 4  1112, 1123; see also, Pub. Res. Code §21003(b); CEQA Guidelinesth

§15002(a)(1), (a)(4), and (j); §15003(b), (c), (d), and (e).  In fact, persons whose interests may be
adversely affected by a land use decision enjoy due process protection.  See e.g., Horn v. County
of Ventura (1979) 24 Cal. 3d 605, 617.  Interested persons, therefore, are entitled to comment,
present evidence, and otherwise add to the record of proceeding.  The availability of evidence for
review and the ability to controvert evidence at an administrative hearing are fundamental to the due
process rights of interested parties, and land use decisions based on evidence “of which the parties
were not apprised and which they had no opportunity to controvert...” amounts to a denial of a fair
hearing.  English v. City of Long Beach (1950) 35 Cal. 2d 155, 158-159; Clark v. City of Hermosa
Beach (1996) 48 Cal.App. 4  1152, 1171.th

Likewise, under CEQA the public has the right “to be informed in such a way that it can
intelligently weigh the environmental consequences of any contemplated action and have an
appropriate voice in the formulation of any decision.”  Environmental Planning and Information
Council v. County of El Dorado (1982) 131 Cal.App. 3d 350, 354.  Allowing the Authority to
circulate environmental documents based on only a 15% level project conception and design
guarantees nondisclosure of impacts on a massive scale.  Nor may the Authority, which here is not
only the agency approving the project but also the project proponent, belatedly revise the
environmental analysis or to introduce new evidence outside the scope of public review.
Accordingly, any further evidence from the Authority should either be rejected or provide a
sufficient opportunity for the public to review and comment on such evidence in conformity with
principles of CEQA and due process.  At a minimum the comment period must be re-opened to
allow an adequate time to comment on all documents released for public review in connection with
the Project.

As set forth above and in prior comments, the DEIR/DEIS omits a substantial amount of
critical information thereby thwarting informed decision-making.  CEQA “provides that
‘noncompliance with the information disclosure provisions of this division which precludes relevant
information from being presented to the public agency . . . may constitute a prejudicial abuse of
discretion . . . regardless of whether a different outcome would have resulted if the public agency
had complied with those provisions.’”  Pub. Res. Code §21005(a).  Pursuant to Rural Landowners
Association v. Lodi City Council (1983) 143 Cal.App.3d 1013, 1023, the omission of such

BO117-1
BO117-1

Submission BO117 (Raymond Carlson, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down
& Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), October 13, 2011) - Continued
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APPENDIX A
REQUESTS FOR EXTENSION OF COMMENT PERIOD

The following is a list of extension requests made after the 15 days were added on August
25, 2011.  All request a 6 month comment period, to mid February 2012, unless otherwise noted.
Also, most but not all parties make their requests applicable to both the Merced -- Fresno and Fresno
– Bakersfield sections of the Project.

REQUESTING PARTY DATE OF REQUEST

1. Rep. Costa (full 90 day comment period). ................................................................. 9/6/11
2. J.G. Boswell Company............................................................................................... 9/8/11
3. Kings County Farm Bureau (not on letterhead). ........................................................ 9/9/11
4. Nisei Farmers League. ............................................................................................. 9/12/11
5. Wasco-Shafter Agricultural Group (30 day extension to the 60). ........................... 9/13/11
6. Tulare Lake Basin Water Storage District. .............................................................. 9/13/11
7. Citizens for California High-Speed Rail Accountability (CCHSRA). .................... 9/14/11
8. Community Coalition on High-Speed Rail (CC-HSR)............................................ 9/14/11
9. California Cotton Growers Association................................................................... 9/14/11
10. California Cotton Ginners Association. ................................................................... 9/14/11
11. Western Agricultural Processors Association.......................................................... 9/14/11
12. Chowchilla Water District. ...................................................................................... 9/15/11
13. Reps. McCarthy, Denham, Nunes (30 days extension to the 60)............................. 9/15/11
14. Fresno County Farm Bureau. ................................................................................... 9/19/11
15. California Floral Council (w/o signature, not on letterhead). .................................. 9/19/11
16. National Hmong American Farmers (w/o signature, not on letterhead). ................. 9/19/11
17. African-American Farmers of California (w/o signature, not on letterhead)........... 9/19/11
18. Endangered Habitats League (w/o signature, not on letterhead).............................. 9/19/11
19. California Farm Bureau Federation. ........................................................................ 9/21/11
20. The Nature Conservancy.......................................................................................... 9/21/11
21. Center on Race, Poverty & the Environment........................................................... 9/21/11
22. Planning and Conservation League.......................................................................... 9/22/11
23. American Farmland Trust. ....................................................................................... 9/27/11
24. Defenders of Wildlife. ............................................................................................. 9/27/11
25. Kings County Board of Supervisors. ....................................................................... 9/27/11
26. Church and Dwight Company, Inc........................................................................... 9/28/11
27. City of Hanford. ....................................................................................................... 10/1/11
28. Riverdale Public Utility District. ............................................................................. 10/3/11
29. Kings County Water District.................................................................................... 10/6/11

Board of Directors
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APPENDIX B
LIST OF REPORTS

COMPRISING FRESNO TO BAKERSFIELD
 DRAFT EIR/EIS

AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Below is a list of the documents posted at the HSRA web page for the Fresno to Bakersfield
DEIR/DEIS (nos.1-3) and related documents (nos. 4-43), with their page counts.  The purpose of
the compilation is to show the inequity and lack of due process afforded by the 60 day public review
and comment period.  Note that item nos. 4 through 43 are posted at the HSRA web page for the
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/DEIS and are referred to in the DEIR/DEIS.  However, items nos. 4-43
are not included in the DEIR/DEIS and are not provided on the DEIR/DEIS cds given out by the
HSRA office in Hanford.  Also, items nos. 4-43 are not available with the hard copy DEIR/DEIS
available for public review at the HSRA office in Hanford and at the main branch of the Kings
County Library in Hanford.

1. EIR/EIS Volume 1. ....................................................................................................... 1,556
2. EIR/EIS Volume II........................................................................................................... 804
3. EIR/EIS Volume III.......................................................................................................... 940
4. Transportation Analysis Technical Report Draft 8/11. .................................................... 242
5. Figures for Chapters 4 and 5 above. ................................................................................ 199
6. Appendix A Traffic Counts Data. .................................................................................... 537
7. Appendix B Existing Synchro Output. ............................................................................ 423
8. Appendices C through E, Future Assumed Improvements et al.. .................................... 833
9. Appendices F through I, Future Plus Project Synchro Output et al.. ............................... 929
10. Air Quality Technical Report Draft 8/11. ........................................................................ 168
11. Air Quality Technical Report Appendix A Construction Emissions. .............................. 713
12. Noise and Vibration Technical Report 7/11. ................................................................... 424
13. Hydrology and Water Quality Technical Report 8/11. .................................................... 158
14. Geology, Soils, and Seismicity Technical Report 7/11...................................................... 92
15. Hazardous Wastes and Materials Technical Repot 8/11.................................................. 188
16. Appendix A Regulatory Database Search Report. ........................................................ 4,287
17. Appendix B PEC Site Summaries w/ Sanborn Map Review............................................. 10
18. Appendix C Historic Topo Maps..................................................................................... 168
19. Appendix C Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps Part 1 of 4. ..................................................... 61
20. Appendix C Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps Part 2 of 4. ..................................................... 61
21. Appendix C Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps Part 3 of 4 (Pt. 4 beg. P. 62). ....................... 107
22. Appendix D Site Reconnaissance, Field Notes, Photographs and Photo Logs Part I. ..... 482
23. Appendix D Site Reconnaissance, Field Notes, Photographs and Photo Logs Part II..... 344
24. Community Impact Assessment Technical Report 7/11. ................................................. 578
25. Aesthetics and Visual Resources Technical Report 7/11................................................. 218

Submission BO117 (Raymond Carlson, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down
& Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), October 13, 2011) - Continued
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26. Preliminary Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands Delineation Report 
Text Volume 1 of 4. ......................................................................................................... 128

27. Preliminary Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands Delineation Report 
Appendices A through G, I and J, Volume 2 of 4............................................................ 264

28. Preliminary Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands Delineation Report 
Appendix H Special Aquatic Resources Survey Results Figures, Volume 3 of 4. .......... 528

29. Potential Jurisdictional Status of Aquatic Features in the Wetland Study Area
Volume 4 of 4 6/11. ........................................................................................................... 52

30. Checkpoint A. .................................................................................................................... 28
31. Checkpoint A Letter 12/22/10.............................................................................................. 2
32. Checkpoint B Summary Report 3/11. .............................................................................. 112
33. Checkpoint B Appendix D Clean Water Act Section 404 Applicability Criteria,

Union Pacific Railroad Alignment Alternative 3/11........................................................ 138
34. Checkpoint B Appendix E Summary Presentation of Environmental Resources

and Constraints for the BNSF, UPRR and BNSF Avoidance
Alternative Alignments 3/11.............................................................................................. 92

35. Checkpoint B Appendix E-1a BNSF Alternative Alignment. ......................................... 262
36. Checkpoint B Appendix E-1b UPRR Alternative Alignment. ........................................ 260
37. Checkpoint B Appendix E-1c 3/11. ................................................................................. 260
38. Checkpoint B Appendix E-2a Sheets 1-7. ........................................................................... 7
39. Checkpoint B Appendix E-2b Sheets 1-7. ........................................................................... 7
40. Checkpoint B Appendix E-2c Sheets 1-7. ........................................................................... 7
41. Checkpoint B Letter 4/21/11.............................................................................................. 62
42. Checkpoint B Letter 6/2/11................................................................................................ 24
43. Capital Cost Estimate Report 7/11................................................................................... 198
44. TOTAL PAGES. ....................................................................................................... 16,953
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APPENDIX C
LIST OF REPORTS

COMPRISING MERCED TO FRESNO
 DRAFT EIR/EIS

AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

DEIR/DEIS - MERCED to FRESNO SECTION

EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS

1. Highlights of the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement. ...................................... 8
2. Merced-Fresno California High-Speed Train Project Draft 

Environmental Impact Report/Statement Brochure. ................................................ 2
3. Press Release: California High-Speed Rail Project Advances Toward Construction.......... 3
TOTAL PAGES. .......................................................................................................................... 13

NOTICES

4. US Department of Transportation Federal Railroad Administration 
Federal Register Notice of Availability. .................................................................  3

5. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Public Notice of Permit Application.................................  4
6. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Public Notice of Permit Application Figures....................  8
7. CA High-Speed Rail Authority Notice of Availability and Notice of Public 

Hearings - English...................................................................................................  2
8. CA High-Speed Rail Authority Notice of Availability and Notice of Public 

Hearings - Spanish. .................................................................................................  2
TOTAL PAGES. .......................................................................................................................... 19

VOLUME I: REPORT

9. Table of Contents. .............................................................................................................  32
10. Signature Page.....................................................................................................................  1
11. Fact Sheet............................................................................................................................  3
12. Preface.................................................................................................................................  4
13. Summary. ..........................................................................................................................  65
14. 1.0 Project Purpose, Need, and Objectives. ......................................................................  24
15. 2.0 Alternatives. ..............................................................................................................  102
16. 3.0 Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation Measures

a. 3.1 Introduction.......................................................................................................  7
b. 3.2 Transportation. ..............................................................................................  129
c. 3.3 Air Quality and Global Climate Change.........................................................  79

Submission BO117 (Raymond Carlson, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold LaSalle Cobb Down
& Gin L.L.P (GLCDG), October 13, 2011) - Continued
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d. 3.4 Noise and Vibration. .......................................................................................  59
e. 3.5 Electromagnetic Fields and Electromagnetic Interference..............................  19
f. 3.6 Public Utilities and Energy. ............................................................................  48
g. 3.7 Biological Resources and Wetlands..............................................................  150
h. 3.8 Hydrology and Water Resources.....................................................................  39
i. 3.9 Geology, Soils, and Seismicity. ......................................................................  34
j. 3.10 Hazardous Materials and Wastes. .................................................................  26
k. 3.11 Safety and Security. ......................................................................................  33
l. 3.12 Socioeconomics, Communities, and Environmental Justice. .......................  65
m. 3.13 Station Planning, Land Use, and Development. ...........................................  28
n. 3.14 Agricultural Lands. .......................................................................................  39
o. 3.15 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space. .............................................................  44
p. 3.16 Aesthetics and Visual Resources. .................................................................  62
q. 3.17 Cultural and Paleontological Resources. ......................................................  80
r. 3.18 Regional Growth. ..........................................................................................  24
s. 3.19 Cumulative Impacts. .....................................................................................  36

17. 4.0 Draft Section 4(f)/6(f) Evaluation...............................................................................  58
18. 5.0 Project Costs and Operations. .......................................................................................  7
19. 6.0 CEQA/NEPA Decision Process and Other Considerations..........................................  4
20. 7.0 Public and Agency Involvement. ................................................................................  19
21. 8.0 EIR/EIS Distribution.....................................................................................................  6
22. 9.0 List of Preparers. ...........................................................................................................  9
23. 10.0 References/Sources Used in Document Preparation.................................................  64
24. 11.0 Glossary of Terms. ....................................................................................................  22
25. 12.0 Index. ..........................................................................................................................  6
26. 13.0 Acronyms and Abbreviations....................................................................................  14
TOTAL PAGES. ..................................................................................................................... 1,441

VOLUME II: TECHNICAL APPENDICES

27. 2-A Proposed Roadway Activities Along HST Alternatives............................................  49
28. 3.1-A Project Footprint. ..................................................................................................  233
29. 3.4-A Noise and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines............................................................  10
30. 3.6-A Energy Usage Comparison. ......................................................................................  6
31. 3.7-A Special-Status Plant and Wildlife Species and Mapped Biological 

Communities. ........................................................................................................  29
32. 3.7-B Special-Status Plant and Wildlife Species Potentially Affected by the HST

Alternatives. ..........................................................................................................  58
33. 3.11-A Safety and Security Data.........................................................................................  9
34. 3.11-B Existing and Proposed Railroad Crossing.............................................................  26
35. 3.12-A Relocation Assistance Documents........................................................................  61
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36. 3.13-A Land Use Plans, Goals, and Policies.....................................................................  19
37. 3.17-A Programmatic Agreement. ....................................................................................  44
38. 3.18-A Planning Area Boundaries. .....................................................................................  6
39. 3.19-A Planned and Potential Projects and Plans. ............................................................  30
40. 3.19-B Planned and Potential Transportation Projects. ....................................................  32
41. 5-A Operations and Service Plan. .....................................................................................  27
42. 5-B Operations Cost Memorandum. .................................................................................  13
TOTAL PAGES. ........................................................................................................................ 652

VOLUME III: ALIGNMENTS AND OTHER PLANS

43. Section A: Alignment Plans - UPRR/SR 99 Alternative with Ave 24 Wye...................  171
44. Section B: Alignment Plans - SPRR/SR 99 Alternative with Ave 21 Wye....................  184
45. Section C: Alignment Plans - BNSF Alternative with Ave 24 Wye...............................  136
46. Section D: Alignment Plans - BNSF Alternative Ave 21 Wye. .....................................  188
47. Section E: Alignment Plans - Hybrid Alternative with Ave 24 Wye..............................  118
48. Section F: Alignment Plans - Hybrid Alternative with Ave 21 Wye..............................  147
49. Section G: Roadway and Grade Separation Plans - UPRR/SR 99 

Alternative with Ave 24 Wye. ............................................................................  616
50. Section H: Roadway and Grade Separation Plans - UPRR/SR 99 

Alternative with Ave 21 Wye. ............................................................................  451
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-07,

FB-Response-GENERAL-22, FB-Response-PU&E-03.

The Revised Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS presents a discussion of electricity

generation and demand (Section 3.6.4). The EIR/EIS states that power would be

supplied by Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) transmission lines (Section

2.2.6). The EIR/EIS identifies both new and modified electrical infrastructure for the

project, including traction power substations (TPSS), switching and paralleling stations,

and emergency power supplies, including the typical size of facilities.  The text identifies

the locations for new and modified facilities.  The EIR/EIS also described the location for

transmission line upgrades in the text and footprint in Vol. 2-B. As the design

for electrification of the system is engineered in greater detail, PG&E will review the

need to design and implement changes to their transmission lines or to construct new or

modified facilities at that time. The Authority will assist utility providers in applying for a

permit from the CPUC under CPUC General Order 131-D, including the need for any

additional environmental review necessary for transmission line relocation or extension,

or other new or modified facilities, and any localized increase in electrical

loads identified as part of the more detailed design.

The EIR/EIS discusses the number of plane flights that are anticipated to decrease

under each of two fare scenarios (Appendix 3.6-A). CEQA Guidelines at Section 14384

(b) state that substantial evidence shall include facts, reasonable assumptions

predicated upon facts, and expert opinion supported by facts. CEQA Guidelines Section

15145 state that if, after thorough investigation, a Lead Agency finds that a particular

impact is too speculative for evaluation, the agency should note its conclusion and

terminate discussion of the impact. The comment regarding future airline fare, and

revenues as a result of the project are highly speculative and in the CEQA/NEPA

context, are not impacts to the natural or human environment.

Since the HST project would not commence operation for almost 10 years and would

not reach full operation for almost 25 years, use of only existing conditions as a baseline

for energy impacts would not be useful for comparison.  Therefore, the energy analysis

uses a dual baseline approach. That is, the HST project’s energy impacts are evaluated

both against existing conditions and against background (i.e., No Project) conditions as

BO117-1

they are expected to be in 2035. Results for both baselines are presented. This

approach complies with CEQA (see Woodward Park Homeowners Assn v. City of

Fresno [2007], 150 Cal.App.4th 683, 707, Sunnyvale West Neighborhood Assn. v. City

of Sunnyvale [2010], 190 Cal.App.4th 1351, and Neighbors for Smart Rail v. Exposition

Metro Line Construction Authority [2012], 204 Cal.app.4th 1480), by informing the public

of potential project impacts under both baselines, but focuses the analysis on the

baseline analysis more likely to occur. Court decisions indicate that a projected future

baseline is an appropriate means to analyze environmental effects of a long-term

infrastructure project, when that future baseline is supported by substantial evidence

(Section 3.6.5.1 of the EIR/EIS).

The EIR/EIS presents data from computer models and independent projections for

energy consumption based on current conversion factors, ridership forecasts, trainsets,

and vehicle miles traveled. It indicates an increase in electric energy consumption of

approximately 28,404 MMBtu per day, or less than 1.5% of statewide consumption

under the 50% fare scenario and less than 1% of statewide consumption under the 83%

fare scenario. The data support the conclusion that HST System would be an energy-

efficient mode of transportation and would serve to decrease overall per-capita energy

consumption by providing a travel alternative that is less energy-intensive than the

personal vehicles and commercial air flights that would be used under the No Project

Alternative; energy consumption would increase at a slower rate than under No Project

Alternative conditions. In addition, the Statewide Program EIR/EIS indicates that the

California HST Project could result in a total energy savings of 25% over conditions

without the project.

CEQA Guidelines at Section 14384 (b) state that substantial evidence shall include

facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, and expert opinion supported by

facts. CEQA Guidelines Section 15145 state that if, after thorough investigation, a Lead

Agency finds that a particular impact is too speculative for evaluation, the agency should

note its conclusion and terminate discussion of the impact. The comment regarding

future airline fares and revenues as a result of the project are highly speculative and in

the CEQA/NEPA context, are not impacts to the natural or human environment.

The project would increase electricity demand. According to the Statewide Program
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EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005), the HST would increase peak electricity demand on

the state’s generation and transmission infrastructure by an estimated 480 MW in 2020.

With the assumption that this peak demand would be evenly spread throughout the

system, the Fresno to Bakersfield Section would require approximately 78 MW of

additional peak capacity. Summer 2010 electricity reserves were estimated to be

between 27,708 MW for 1-in-2 summer temperatures and 18,472 MW for 1-in-10

summer temperatures (Pryor et al. 2010). The projected peak demand of the HST is not

anticipated to exceed these existing reserve amounts. Although supplies for 2035

cannot be predicted, given the planning period available and the known demand from

the project, energy providers have sufficient information to include the HST in their

demand forecasts. The project’s effect on peak electricity demand would have negligible

intensity under NEPA, and would be a less-than-significant impact under CEQA. Even if

the 100% renewable policy is not fully successful, operational energy consumption

effects would have negligible intensity under NEPA, and in a less-than-significant impact

under CEQA.

The EIR/EIS states that power would be supplied by Pacific Gas and Electric Company

(PG&E) transmission lines (Section 2.2.6). The EIR/EIS identifies both new and modified

electrical infrastructure for the project, including traction power substations (TPSS),

switching and paralleling stations, and emergency power supplies, including the typical

size of facilities.  The text identifies the locations for new and modified facilities.  The

EIR/EIS also described the location for transmission line upgrades in the text and

footprint in Vol. 2-B. As the design for electrification of the system is engineered in

greater detail, PG&E will review the need to design and implement changes to their

transmission lines or to construct new or modified facilities at that time. The Authority will

assist utility providers in applying for a permit from the CPUC under CPUC General

Order 131-D, including the need for any additional environmental review necessary for

transmission line relocation or extension, or other new or modified facilities, and any

localized increase in electrical loads identified as part of the more detailed design.

There is no right to a formal administrative hearing for the review of the environmental

impacts, but the Authority held scoping meetings throughout the project area to invite

public participation (see Table 7-1 in the EIR/EIS).

BO117-1
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-20.

BO118-2

A calendar of proposed dates does not meet the requirementfor a properly noticed

meeting. The Bagley-Keene Act requires, under GovernmentCode section 11125(a),

that an agency provide at least ten (10) days writtennotice prior to the board meeting to

be held. The Act would not apply to ameeting that was neither held nor properly noticed.

BO118-3

According to FRA methodology, industrial land uses are not considered noise-sensitive

areas.

BO118-4

According to FRA methodology, industrial land uses are not considered noise-sensitive

areas, because in general, the activities within these buildings are compatible with

higher noise levels (FTA 2006).

BO118-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03, FB-

Response-GENERAL-05, FB-Response-N&V-03, FB-Response-N&V-05.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impact SO #11. For information on the property acquisition and compensation process,

see Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A. It is beyond the scope of the EIR/EIS to address the

specific concerns of each private business. Individual acquisition and access issues will

be determined during the property acquisition process.  Also see the Community Impact

Assessment Technical Report, Appendix B, for a discussion of the JG Boswell Company

in the community baseline data.

The commenter's opposition to the Corcoran Elevated Alternative is noted. The

Authority will use the information in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and input

from the agencies and public to identify the Preferred Alternative. The decision will

BO118-5

include consideration of the project purpose and need and the project objectives

presented in Chapter 1, Project Purpose and Need, as well as the objectives and criteria

in the alternatives analysis, and the comparative potential for environmental impacts.

BO118-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the study area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design to relocate utilities or protect them in place. Where

overhead distribution lines cross the HST alignment, the Authority and the utility owner

may determine that it is best to place the line underground. In this case, the distribution

line would be placed in a conduit so that future maintenance of the line could be

accomplished outside the HST right-of-way. Where existing underground pipelines cross

the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future

maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project

construction contractor would coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-

in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project would not result in prolonged

disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service transmission

line potentially affected along the east side of Santa Fe Avenue would, upon agreement

between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the utility owner to ensure the project would minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users and the community.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially
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affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where overhead distribution lines cross the HST alignment, the

Authority and the utility owner may determine that it is best to place the line

underground. In this case, the distribution line would be placed in a conduit so that

future maintenance of the line could be accomplished outside the HST right-of-way.

Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be

placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside

of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules

for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project

would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service transmission

line potentially affected along the north side of Sherman Avenue Extended would, upon

agreement between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users and the community.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where overhead distribution lines cross the HST alignment, the

Authority and the utility owner may determine that it is best to place the line

underground. In this case, the distribution line would be placed in a conduit so that

future maintenance of the line could be accomplished outside the HST right-of-way.

Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be

placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside

of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules

BO118-8

for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project

would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service transmission

line potentially affected along the west side of Pickerell Avenue will, upon agreement

between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users and the community.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where communication cables cross the HST alignment, the

Authority and the utility owner may determine that it is best to place the line

underground. In this case, the communication cables would be placed in a conduit so

that future maintenance of the line could be accomplished outside the HST right-of-way.

Where existing fiber optic lines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in

a protective casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the

HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules for

utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project

would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the pull/splice box serving the Boswell main fiber

optic communication cable between its West and East agricultural processing facilities

will, upon agreement between the Authority and the public service provider, be replaced

and rerouted in a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction

contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocation with the service provider to

ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service

Response to Submission BO118 (Raymond Carlson, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold,
LaSalle, Cobb, Dowd & Gin LLP (GLCDG), October 13, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-422



BO118-9

to affected users.

BO118-10

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

Additional details on the California Department of Food and Agriculture (CDFA)

Corcoran sampling station have been added to the EIR/ EIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impact SO #12. The BNSF Through Corcoran and Corcoran Elevated HST alternatives

would both travel along the existing BNSF railway corridor through the J.G. Boswell

property where the CDFA sampling station is located. The BNSF Through Corcoran

alternative would be located on the western side of Santa Fe Avenue and would not

directly impact the sampling station. The Corcoran Elevated alternative would be located

west of Santa Fe Avenue, but would require the road to be shifted east closer to the

sampling station. Under both of these alternatives, it is not anticipated that the sampling

station would be relocated. However, the final full and partial parcel acquisition details

will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during the land acquisition phase

of the project. The Authority will consult with these respective parties before land

acquisition to assess potential opportunities to reconfigure land use or buildings, and

relocate facilities,, as necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities and

services. Mitigation Measure SO-4: Implement measures to reduce impacts associated

with the relocation of important facilities, will be effective in minimizing the impacts of the

project by completing new facilities before necessary relocations and by involving

affected facilities in the process of identifying new locations for their operations.

BO118-11

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

As stated in the comment, the construction of the Corcoran Elevated Alternative would

require the relocation of Santa Fe Avenue to the east. The relocation will require the

acquisition of additional right-of-way, currently used as internal vehicle and truck parking

and traffic flow for the grading station.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts to parking and

circulation at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may still affect the

BO118-11

site’s internal operations.  If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference

with the existing operations at this property, additional refinement during project design

may allow avoidance or further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts

may be subject to damages. These would be determined during final design and right-

of-way phases of the project.

BO118-12

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02, FB-

Response-SO-01.

The permanent right-of-way for the Corcoran Elevated or BNSF Alternative would

include a portion of the Boswell property adjacent to the existing freight track and/or

Santa Fe Avenue. Any of Boswells’ surface runoff gutters and swales located within the

project ROW would need to be relocated. The Authority will fairly compensate land

owners during the right-of-way acquisition process for relocation of existing drainage

infrastructure.  If relocated drainage systems would need to be re-permitted,

compensation would also include regulatory costs. It is unlikely that the industrial site’s

grading would need to be completely redesigned because current on-site drainage

patterns in areas outside of the HST right-of-way would not be impacted.  Boswell’s

runoff would be pickup at the edge of the HST ROW close to where it now drains to and

carried in the same direction and discharged to a similar location.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

southeast Corcoran in the vicinity of the Sherman Avenue crossing. Drainage systems

within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the ground

through downspouts at the columns located every 100 to 120 feet along the alignment.

Drainage from the downspouts would typically infiltrate within the HST rights-of-way or

be conveyed parallel to the overhead track to a nearby stormwater collection system. 

Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly to private property. Santa Fe

Avenue would be realigned under the Corcoran Elevated Alternative and the existing

freight rail tracks for the Boswell Spur would be realigned under the BNSF Alternative.
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BO118-12

Drainage management for Santa Fe Avenue or the freight rail rights-of-way would meet

or exceed current practices. Detailed grading and drainage plans will be prepared by the

design-build contractor based on the design standards described in Standard Response

FB-Response-HWR-02. In addition, engineers participating in the right-of-way

acquisition process will ensure that site-specific drainage impacts to neighboring

properties are not created.

BO118-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02, FB-

Response-SO-01.

The permanent right-of-way for the Corcoran Elevated or BNSF Alternative would

include a portion of the Boswell property adjacent to the existing freight track and/or

Santa Fe Avenue. Any of Boswells’ surface runoff sumps or pump stations located

within the project ROW would need to be relocated. The Authority will fairly compensate

land owners during the right-of-way acquisition process for relocation of existing

drainage infrastructure.  If relocated drainage systems would need to be re-permitted,

compensation would also include regulatory costs

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the DEIR/DEIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

southeast Corcoran in the vicinity of the Sherman Avenue crossing. Drainage systems

within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the ground

through downspouts at the columns located every 100 to 120 feet along the alignment.

Drainage from the downspouts would typically infiltrate within the HST rights-of-way or

be conveyed parallel to the overhead track to a nearby stormwater collection system. 

Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly to private property. Santa Fe

Avenue would be realigned under the Corcoran Elevated Alternative and the existing

freight rail tracks for the Boswell Spur would be realigned under the BNSF Alternative.

Drainage management for Santa Fe Avenue or the freight rail rights-of-way would meet

or exceed current practices. Detailed grading and drainage plans will be prepared by the

design-build contractor based on the design standards described in Standard Response

FB-Response-HWR-02. In addition, engineers participating in the right-of-way

BO118-13

acquisition process will ensure that site-specific drainage impacts to neighboring

properties are not created.

BO118-14

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02, FB-

Response-SO-01.

The permanent right-of-way for the Corcoran Elevated or BNSF Alternative would

include a portion of the Boswell property adjacent to the existing freight track and/or

Santa Fe Avenue. If the Boswell runoff pump outflow line is located within or discharges

in the project footprint it would need to be relocated. The Authority will fairly compensate

land owners during the right-of-way acquisition process for relocation of existing

drainage infrastructure. If relocated drainage systems would need to be re-permitted,

compensation would also include regulatory costs. The intent is to put the line back into

service so that it provides Boswell with the same utility as the existing line.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives would be on an aerial structure in

southeast Corcoran in the vicinity of the Sherman Avenue crossing. Drainage systems

within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the ground

through downspouts at the columns located every 100 to 120 feet along the alignment.

Drainage from the downspouts would typically infiltrate within the HST rights-of-way or

be conveyed parallel to the overhead track to a nearby stormwater collection system. 

Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly to private property. Santa Fe

Avenue would be realigned under the Corcoran Elevated Alternative and the existing

freight rail tracks for the Boswell Spur would be realigned under the BNSF Alternative.

Drainage management for Santa Fe Avenue or the freight rail rights-of-way would meet

or exceed current practices. Detailed grading and drainage plans will be prepared by the

design-build contractor based on the design standards described in Standard Response

FB-Response-HWR-02. In addition, engineers participating in the right-of-way

acquisition process will ensure that site-specific drainage impacts to neighboring

properties are not created.
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BO118-15

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the 8-inch diameter water distribution line located

on the east side of Santa Fe Avenue would, upon agreement between the Authority and

the public service provider, be replaced and rerouted at the expense of the Authority.

The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for its relocation to

ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service

to affected users.

BO118-16

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where overhead distribution lines cross the HST alignment, the

Authority and the utility owner may determine that it is best to place the line

underground. In this case, the distribution line would be placed in a conduit so that

future maintenance of the line could be accomplished outside the HST right-of-way.

Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be

placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside

BO118-16

of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules

for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project

would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service/meter pole

servicing the Boswell cotton gin #5 operation will, upon agreement between the

Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be relocated or placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-17

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

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

At the location of the J.G. Boswell facility the Corcoran Elevated alternative would travel

through the site along the existing BNSF railway corridor and require shifting Santa Fe

Avenue eastward. Some property may be required to accommodate this shift; however,

it would not result in the displacement of any silos or structures immediately adjacent to

the road. Some modifications to the BNSF railway spurs may be required, but access to

and from the J.G. Boswell facility will be maintained. Any direct loss of land or diminution

in value to a property owner’s parcel will be estimated by an appraiser through the

property acquisition process and the owner will be fairly compensated.
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BO118-17

Impacted businesses that rely on railroad spurs to access the BNSF railroad will be

reconfigured or relocated, if necessary, to ensure continued access to the BNSF.

BO118-18

As stated in the comment, the construction of the Corcoran Elevated Alternative would

require the relocated of Santa Fe Avenue to the east. The relocation will require

additional right-of-way, currently used as internal parking at the ranch office.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts to parking and

circulation at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may still affect the

site’s internal operations.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Access to properties will be maintained or the

affected property (or portion of) may be compensated as determined during final design

and right-of-way phases of the project.

BO118-19

As stated in the comment, the construction of the Corcoran Elevated Alternative would

require the relocated of Santa Fe Avenue to the east. The relocation will require

additional right-of-way, currently used as internal parking at the ranch office.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts to parking and

circulation at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may still affect the

site’s internal operations.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Access to properties will be maintained or the

affected property (or portion of) may be compensated as determined during final design

and right-of-way phases of the project.

BO118-20

According to FRA methodology, industrial land uses are not considered noise-sensitive

areas, because in general, activities within these buildings are compatible with higher

noise levels (FTA 2006).

BO118-21

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-02.

The Authority will ensure compensation for the replacement, redesign, or relocation of

truck parking at the agricultural processing facility. See TR MM#1- Access Maintenance

for Property Owners, which says that during construction, access with be maintained for

owners to their property to a level that maintains pre-project viability of the property for

its pre-project use. If a proposed road closure restricts current access to a property,

alternative access via connections to existing roadways will be provided. If adjacent road

access is not available, new road connections will be prepared, if feasible. If alternative

road access is not feasible, the property will be considered for acquisition.

BO118-22

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. Underground wet utilities, such as sewers,

are conveyed inside a pipeline material with a service life typically of 50 years or more.

The Authority would work with utility owners during final engineering design and

construction of the project to relocate utilities or protect them in place. Where existing

underground sewer pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in a

protective casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST

right-of-way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules for utility

relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project would not

result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the sewer service line serving Boswell facilities

would, upon agreement between the Authority and the public service provider, be

replaced and rerouted at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction
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BO118-22

contractor will coordinate schedules for its relocation to ensure the project will either

minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-23

The North entrance to the J.G. Boswell west processing site appears to be off Sherman

Avenue. The HST Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and

Brokaw Avenue on an aerial structure. Refer to Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the

Final EIR/EIS for more details. During right-of-way review, the option of relocating the

entrance to a different location on Sherman Avenue will be considered in consultation

with the property owner. Access to properties will be maintained or the affected property

(or portion thereof) may be compensated as determined during final design and right-of-

way phases of the project.

BO118-24

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impact SO #11, and also Impact SO #12 and SO #16 for effects on agricultural

businesses. For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see

Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A.

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

BO118-24

At the location of the J.G. Boswell facility the Corcoran Elevated alternative would travel

through the site along the existing BNSF railway corridor and require shifting Santa Fe

Avenue eastward. Some property may be required to accommodate this shift; however,

it would not result in the displacement of any silos or structures immediately adjacent to

the road. Some modifications to the BNSF railway spurs may be required, but access to

and from the J.G. Boswell facility will be maintained. Any direct loss of land or diminution

in value to a property owner’s parcel will be estimated by an appraiser through the

property acquisition process and the owner will be fairly compensated.

BO118-25

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HMW-02, FB-

Response-SO-01.

The permanent right-of-way for the Corcoran Elevated or BNSF Alternative would

include a portion of the Boswell property adjacent to the existing freight track and/or

Santa Fe Avenue. Any of Boswells’ surface drainage infrastructure located within the

project ROW would need to be relocated. The Authority will fairly compensate land

owners during the right-of-way acquisition process for relocation of existing drainage

infrastructure.  If relocated drainage systems would need to be re-permitted,

compensation would also include regulatory costs. A setting pond may be affected on

the southern portion of the site by the BNSF Alternative. If this pond is affected than the

grading may need to be redesigned in this portion of the site.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives would be on an aerial structure in

southeast Corcoran in the vicinity of the Sherman Avenue crossing. Drainage systems

within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the ground

through downspouts at the columns located every 100 to 120 feet along the alignment.

Drainage from the downspouts would typically infiltrate within the HST rights-of-way or

be conveyed parallel to the overhead track to a nearby stormwater collection system. 

Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly to private property. Santa Fe

Avenue would be realigned under the Corcoran Elevated Alternative and the existing

freight rail tracks for the Boswell Spur would be realigned under the BNSF Alternative.
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BO118-25

Drainage management for Santa Fe Avenue or the freight rail rights-of-way would meet

or exceed current practices. Detailed grading and drainage plans will be prepared by the

design-build contractor based on the design standards described in Standard Response

FB-Response-HWR-02. In addition, engineers participating in the right-of-way

acquisition process will ensure that site-specific drainage impacts to neighboring

properties are not created.

BO118-26

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impact SO #11, and also Impact SO #12 and SO #16 for effects on agricultural

businesses. For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see

Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A.

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

At the location of the J.G. Boswell facility the Corcoran Elevated alternative would travel

through the site along the existing BNSF railway corridor and require shifting Santa Fe

Avenue eastward. Some property may be required to accommodate this shift; however,

it would not result in the displacement of any silos or structures immediately adjacent to

the road. If disruptions occur as a result of the HST project which affects the operating

capacity of the cotton gin, the business owner will be fairly compensated for any losses

associated with reconfiguring facilities or regulatory costs. Any direct loss of land or

BO118-26

diminution in value to a property owner’s parcel will be estimated by an appraiser

through the property acquisition process and the owner will be fairly compensated.

Additionally, the EIR/EIS includes a commitment (see Chapter 3.14.6, Project Design

Features) to assist agricultural facility owners in obtaining new or amended permits for

the continued operation of their facilities.

BO118-27

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. Where existing communication cables cross

the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future

maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project

construction contractor would coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-

in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project would not result in prolonged

disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the fiber optic communication cable potentially

affected by the Corcoran Elevated Alternative will, upon agreement between the

Authority and the public service provider, be replaced and rerouted in a conduit at the

expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate

schedules for utility relocation with the service provider to ensure the project will either

minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-28

The reference to “private airport” in the Draft EIR/EIS meant the Salyer airport.

BO118-29

The Draft EIR/EIS incorrectly identified a significant safety impact of the HST system on

Salyer airport. Additional safety analyses were conducted for the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, and the conclusion has been changed to less than significant

as a result of those analyses.
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BO118-30

The Draft EIR/EIS incorrectly identified a significant safety impact of the HST System on

Salyer Farms Airport. Additional safety analyses were conducted for the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, and the conclusion has been changed to less than significant

as a result of those analyses.

BO118-31

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been modified to delete the mitigation

measure for Salyer airport. The project would not have a significant safety impact on the

airport, as described in Section 3.11 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

BO118-32

When this comment was drafted, the BNSF Alternative was proposed to be at-grade

with an offsite overcrossing at Whitely Avenue and an onsite overcrossing at Sherman

Avenue. The BNSF Alternative was redesigned to be located on an aerial structure

through the J.G. Bowell property in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

As depicted in Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final EIR/EIS, Santa Fe Avenue is

not proposed to be closed in the Final EIR/EIS. Santa Fe Avenue is proposed to be

shifted to the east of the existing alignment as to avoid the proposed HST aerial

structure. The intersection of Pickerill and Santa Fe would be reconstructed. The HST

alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw Avenue on an

aerial structure.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts on parking

and circulation at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may still affect

the site’s internal operations.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

treatment or compensation. These would be determined during the final design and

right-of-way phases of the project.

BO118-33

When this comment was drafted, the BNSF Alternative was proposed to be at-grade

with an offsite overcrossing at Whitely Avenue and an onsite overcrossing at Sherman

Avenue. The BNSF Alternative was redesigned to be located on an aerial structure

through the J.G. Bowell property in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

As stated in Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final EIR/EIS, Santa Fe Avenue is not

proposed to be closed in the Final EIR/EIS. Santa Fe Avenue is proposed to be shifted

to the east of the existing alignment as to avoid the proposed HST aerial structure. The

intersection of Pickerill and Santa Fe would be reconstructed. The HST Alignment will

cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw Avenue on an aerial

structure.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts on access

and circulation at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may still affect

the site’s internal operations.

Within the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, additional traffic analysis in the City of

Corcoran was performed and added to Section 3.2 as Impact TR #15 – Impacts on the

City of Corcoran Local Roadway Network due to Road Closures.

BO118-34

When this comment was drafted, the BNSF Alternative was proposed to be at-grade

with an offsite overcrossing at Whitely Avenue and an onsite overcrossing at Sherman

Avenue. The BNSF Alternative was redesigned to be located on an aerial structure

through the J.G. Bowell property within the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

As depicted in Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final EIR/EIS, Santa Fe Avenue is

not proposed to be closed in the Final EIR/EIS. Santa Fe Avenue is proposed to be

shifted to the east of the existing alignment as to avoid the proposed HST aerial

structure. The intersection of Pickerill and Santa Fe would be reconstructed. The HST

Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw Avenue, and

the freight rail spur on an aerial structure. The elevated structure proposed at this

location may help reduce impacts on the cotton module storage yard and east facility
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cotton-ginning operations at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue

may still affect the site’s internal operations.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

treatment or compensation. These would be determined during the final design and

right-of-way phases of the project.

BO118-35

When this comment was drafted, the BNSF Alternative was proposed to be at-grade

with an offsite overcrossing at Whitely Avenue and an onsite overcrossing at Sherman

Avenue. The BNSF Alternative was redesigned to be located on an aerial structure

through the J.G. Bowell property within the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Access to properties will be maintained or the

affected property (or portion of) may be compensated as determined during the final

design and right-of-way phases of the project.If the project results in the acquisition or

direct interference with the existing operations at this property, additional refinement

during project design may allow avoidance or further minimization of adverse effects.

Unavoidable impacts may be subject to treatment or compensation. These would be

determined during the final design and right-of-way phases of the project.

BO118-36

When this comment was drafted, the BNSF Alternative was proposed to be at-grade

with an offsite overcrossing at Whitely Avenue and an onsite overcrossing at Sherman

Avenue. The BNSF Alternative was redesigned to be located on an aerial structure

through the J.G. Bowell property in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

As depicted in Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final EIR/EIS, Santa Fe Avenue is

not proposed to be closed in the Final EIR/EIS. Santa Fe Avenue is proposed to be

shifted to the east of the existing alignment as to avoid the proposed HST aerial

BO118-36

structure. The intersection of Pickerill and Santa Fe would be reconstructed. The HST

Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw Avenue on an

aerial structure.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts on traffic

patterns and circulation at this property. However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may

still affect the site’s internal operations.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

treatment or compensation. These would be determined during the final design and

right-of-way phases of the project.

BO118-37

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-04.

BO118-38

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS discusses microscale PM10/PM2.5 impacts in

Section 3.3.6.3. The PM10/PM2.5 hot-spot analysis does consider localized impacts in

areas where stations and HMF sites would be located. The microscale analysis

examines locations where traffic intersections are degraded to LOS D, E, or F due to

diesel vehicles, in addition to areas within 1,000 feet of the project alignment footprint.

BO118-39

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

BO118-40

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The air quality analysis has identified emissions impacts from the project during the

construction phase. The regional significant construction emissions impacts will be

completely offset to below a level of significance through the Voluntary Emissions

Reduction Agreement between the Authority and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
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Control District. Therefore, impacts on monitoring stations on a regional level would be

less than significant.

BO118-41

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03.

Some property at the J.G. Boswell facility may be required to accommodate the

construction of the HST and a shift in BNSF railway or Santa Fe Avenue, depending on

the alternative selected. However, it is not anticipated that any silos or structures

immediately adjacent to the road would be displaced. The final parcel acquisition

decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during the land

acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on the

property acquisition and compensation procedures. Compensation for property

acquisition includes the costs associated with obtaining any license, permit, or

certification required for the particular business to continue operation.

BO118-42

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03.

BO118-43

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

south-east Corcoran at the Whitley Avenue and Sherman Avenue crossings. Drainage

systems within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the

ground through downspouts at the columns. Depending upon location, drainage from

the downspouts would be retained onsite, discharged to a detention basin, conveyed to

a nearby stormwater collection system, or dispersed in a non-erosive fashion.  Runoff

from the project would not be discharged directly to private property.

BO118-44

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

south-east Corcoran at the Whitley Avenue and Sherman Avenue crossings. Drainage

systems within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the

ground through downspouts at the columns. Depending upon location, drainage from

the downspouts would be retained onsite, discharged to a detention basin, conveyed to

a nearby stormwater collection system, or dispersed in a non-erosive fashion.  Runoff

from the project would not be discharged directly to private property.

BO118-45

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-05, FB-Response-GENERAL-05.

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #3,

Impact SO #4, and Impact SO #13, for effects on property and sales tax revenues.

BO118-46

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-03, FB-Response-N&V-05, FB-

Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03, FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-

GENERAL-01.

Potential project noise impacts have been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these

areas are identified in Volume I, Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, subsection 5,

Environmental Consequences. This includes the "additive noise effect" of the existing

rail operations. For a complete description of the methodology and analysis see the

Fresno to Bakersfield Section: Noise and Vibration Technical Report (Authority and FRA

2012i).

For information on the impact on the community of Corcoran, see Volume I, Section

3.12:  Impact SO#7, Impact SO#10, and Mitigation Measure SO-1. For information on

the impacts on communities and on the potential for physical deterioration, see Volume

I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #17. Also see Volume I, Section 3.12, Mitigation Measure
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SO-7.

For information on the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in communities,

see Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #11. For information on the property acquisition

and compensation process, see Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.12-A.Also see the

Fresno to Bakersfield Section: Community Impact Assessment Technical Report,

Appendix B (Authority and FRA 2012a), for a discussion of the JG Boswell Company in

the community baseline data.

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

At the location of the J.G. Boswell facility the Corcoran Elevated alternative would travel

through the site along the existing BNSF railway corridor and require shifting Santa Fe

Avenue eastward. Some property may be required to accommodate this shift; however,

it would not result in the displacement of any silos or structures immediately adjacent to

the road. Some modifications to the BNSF railway spurs may be required, but access to

and from the J.G. Boswell facility will be maintained. Any direct loss of land or diminution

in value to a property owner’s parcel will be estimated by an appraiser through the

property acquisition process and the owner will be fairly compensated.

BO118-47

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

BO118-47

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, access to the 6-inch diameter high-pressure

natural gas line along the east side of BNSF operation will, upon agreement between

the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be relocated or redesigned at

the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate

schedules for utility relocations or re-design with the service provider to ensure the

project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected

users.

BO118-48

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the natural gas pressure reducing station at the

northeast corner of the Boswell property and its associated delivery lines will, upon

agreement between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be

relocated or redesigned at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction
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contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations or re-design with the service

provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption

of service to affected users.

BO118-49

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure.  The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the medium-pressure natural gas line beneath

Sherman Avenue will, upon agreement between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and

Electric Company, be relocated or protected in-place at the expense of the Authority.

The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations or

re-design with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate

the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-50

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

BO118-50

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the 3-inch diameter medium-pressure natural gas

line into the Boswell West Processing will, upon agreement between the Authority and

the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be relocated or protected in-place at the expense

of the Authority. The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for

utility relocations or re-design with the service provider to ensure the project will either

minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-51

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing fiber optic cables cross the HST alignment, the

cables would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the fiber optic communication cable potentially

affected by the Corcoran Elevated Alternative will, upon agreement between the

Authority and the public service provider, be replaced and rerouted in a conduit at the

expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate

schedules for utility relocation with the service provider to ensure the project will either

minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected users.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the potentially affected water service line beneath

Sherman Avenue will, upon agreement between the Authority and the service provider,

be relocated or protected in-place at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations or re-design with

the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential

for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-53

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

BO118-53

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the potentially affected water service line serving

the Boswell West Processing site will, upon agreement between the Authority and the

service provider, be relocated or protected in-place at the expense of the Authority. The

Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations or re-

design with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate

the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-54

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing electrical distribution lines cross the HST

alignment, the utilities would either be relocated or placed underground in a protective

casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of-

way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules for utility

relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project would not

result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service transmission

line potentially affected along the east side of Santa Fe Avenue will, upon agreement

between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users and the community.

BO118-55

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.
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There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing electrical distribution lines cross the HST

alignment, the utilities would either be relocated or placed underground in a protective

casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of-

way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules for utility

relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project would not

result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service transmission

line potentially affected along the north side of Sherman Avenue Extended would, upon

agreement between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users and the community.

BO118-56

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing electrical distribution lines cross the HST

alignment, the utilities would either be relocated or placed underground in a protective

casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of-

way. The project construction contractor would coordinate schedules for utility

relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner to ensure the project would not

result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the overhead 12-kV electrical service transmission

BO118-56

line potentially affected along the north side of Sherman Avenue Extended would, upon

agreement between the Authority and the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be placed

underground and within a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s

construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-

place with the service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of service to affected users and the community.

BO118-57

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing fiber optic cables cross the HST alignment, the

cables would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the fiber optic communication cable potentially

affected between the Boswell East site and Whitley Avenue warehouse agricultural

processing sites will, upon agreement between the Authority and the public service

provider, be replaced and rerouted in a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The

Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocation with the

service provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for

disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-58

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially
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affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing fiber optic cables cross the HST alignment, the

cables would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the fiber optic communication cable potentially

affected between the Boswell East and West agricultural processing sites will, upon

agreement between the Authority and the public service provider, be replaced and

rerouted in a conduit at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction

contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocation with the service provider to

ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service

to affected users.

BO118-59

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing sewer lines cross the HST alignment, the utilities

would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the sewer service line serving Boswell facilities

would, upon agreement between the Authority and the public service provider, be

replaced and rerouted at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction

BO118-59

contractor will coordinate schedules for its relocation to ensure the project will either

minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-60

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the 8-inch diameter water service line serving the

Boswell agricultural processing facilities from Sherman Avenue main line will, upon

agreement between the Authority and the public service provider, be relocated or

protected in-place at the expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction

contractor will coordinate schedules for utility relocations or re-design with the service

provider to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption

of service to affected users.

BO118-61

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be
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accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the 8-inch diameter reduced pressure water

backflow preventer for the Boswell West Processing will, upon agreement between the

Authority and the public service provider, be relocated or protected in-place at the

expense of the Authority. The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate

schedules for utility relocations or re-design with the service provider to ensure the

project will either minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected

users.

BO118-62

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

south-east Corcoran at the Whitley Avenue and Sherman Avenue crossings. Drainage

systems within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the

ground through downspouts at the columns. Depending upon location, drainage from

the downspouts would be retained onsite, discharged to a detention basin, conveyed to

a nearby stormwater collection system, or dispersed in a non-erosive fashion.  Runoff

from the project would not be discharged directly to private property.

BO118-63

When this comment was drafted, the BNSF Alternative was proposed to be at-grade

with an off-site overcrossing at Whitely Avenue and an on-site overcrossing at Sherman

Avenue. The BNSF Alternative was redesigned to be located on an aerial structure

through the J.G. Bowell property within the Revised EIR/EIS.

As depicted in Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final EIR/EIS, Santa Fe Avenue is

not proposed to be closed within the Final EIR/EIS. Santa Fe Ave is proposed to be

shifted to the east of the existing alignment as to avoid the proposed HST aerial

BO118-63

structure. The intersection of Pickerill and Santa Fe would be reconstructed. The HST

Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw Avenue on an

aerial structure.

The elevated structure proposed at this location may help reduce impacts on truck and

vehicle access to the north end of the east facility warehouse #2 and #3 at this property.

However, the shifting of Santa Fe Avenue may still affect the site’s internal operations.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

damages. These would be determined during final design and right-of-way phases of the

project.

BO118-64

The HST Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw

Avenue on an aerial structure. Refer to Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final

EIR/EIS for more details.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

damages. These would be determined during final design and right-of-way phases of the

project.

BO118-65

The HST Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw

Avenue on an aerial structure. Refer to Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final

EIR/EIS for more details.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

damages. These would be determined during final design and right-of-way phases of the

project.
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The HST Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw

Avenue on an aerial structure. Refer to Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final

EIR/EIS for more details.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

damages. These would be determined during final design and right-of-way phases of the

project.

BO118-67

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

south-east Corcoran at the Whitley Avenue and Sherman Avenue crossings. Drainage

systems within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the

ground through downspouts at the columns. Depending upon location, drainage from

the downspouts would be retained onsite, discharged to a detention basin, conveyed to

a nearby stormwater collection system, or dispersed in a non-erosive fashion.  Runoff

from the project would not be discharged directly to private property.

BO118-68

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing underground pipelines cross the HST alignment,

the utilities would be placed in a protective casing so that future maintenance could be

accomplished outside of the HST right-of-way. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

BO118-68

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the 3-inch diameter natural gas line feeding into

the Boswell West Processing site will, upon agreement between the Authority and the

Pacific Gas and Electric Company, be relocated or protected in-place at the expense of

the Authority. The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for utility

relocations or re-design with the service provider to ensure the project will either

minimize or eliminate the potential for disruption of service to affected users.

BO118-69

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

damages. These would be determined during final design and right-of-way phases of the

project.

BO118-70

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #11, and also Impact SO #12 and

SO #16 for effects on agricultural businesses. For information on the property

acquisition and compensation process, see Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A. Individual

acquisition issues will be determined during the acquisition process. 

BO118-71

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impact SO #11, and also Impact SO #12 and SO #16 for effects on agricultural
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businesses. For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see

Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A. Individual acquisition issues will be determined during the

acquisition process.

BO118-72

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12,

Impact SO #11, and also Impact SO #12 and SO #16 for effects on agricultural

businesses. For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see

Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A. Individual acquisition issues will be determined during the

acquisition process.

BO118-73

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01.

The HST project alignment affects two spurs on the west side of the BNSF Railway

(BNSF) mainline at Oregon Avenue and between Oregon and Sherman Avenues. The

reprovision of these spurs was discussed with the property owner during preliminary

design (May 16, 2011), and alternative spur alignments were defined. These are shown

on the alignment drawings in Volume III of the Final EIR/EIS. The exact location of the

new spurs will be developed during the final design in conjunction with the property

owner.

BO118-74

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02.

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

south-east Corcoran at the Whitley Avenue and Sherman Avenue crossings. Drainage

BO118-74

systems within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the

ground through downspouts at the columns. Depending upon location, drainage from

the downspouts would be retained onsite, discharged to a detention basin, conveyed to

a nearby stormwater collection system, or dispersed in a non-erosive fashion.  Runoff

from the project would not be discharged directly to private property.

BO118-75

The HST Alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw

Avenue on an aerial structure. Refer to Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final

EIR/EIS for more details.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

damages. These would be determined during final design and right-of-way phases of the

project.

BO118-76

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-SO-01.

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

Some property at the J.G. Boswell facility may be required to accommodate the

construction of the HST and a shift in BNSF railway or Santa Fe Avenue, depending on

the alternative selected. The Authority will consult with affected businesses before land

acquisition to assess potential opportunities to reconfigure land use or buildings, and

relocate facilities, as necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities and
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services. Although access to some businesses may be detoured for short periods of

time during construction, access would always be maintained, see Section 3.2 TR

MM#1- Access Maintenance for Property Owners, which says that during construction,

access will be maintained for owners to their property to a level that maintains pre-

project viability of the property for its pre-project use. If a proposed road closure restricts

current access to a property, alternative access via connections to existing roadways will

be provided. If adjacent road access is not available, new road connections will be

prepared, if feasible. If alternative road access is not feasible, the property will be

considered for acquisition. Any direct loss of land or diminution in value to a property

owner’s parcel will be estimated by an appraiser through the property acquisition

process and the owner will be fairly compensated. The final parcel acquisition decisions

will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during the land acquisition phase

of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on the property acquisition and

compensation procedures.

BO118-77

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

For information about the impacts on commercial and industrial businesses in

communities, see Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #11, and also Impacts SO #12 and

SO #16 for effects on agricultural businesses. For information on the property

acquisition and compensation process, see Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A. Individual

acquisition issues will be determined during the acquisition process.

BO118-78

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

There are many utilities within or crossing the Study Area for the proposed HST and

associated facilities. The proposed project would avoid, protect or reroute potentially

affected existing public utility infrastructure. The Authority would work with utility owners

during final engineering design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or

protect them in place. Where existing water wells conflict with the HST alignment, the

Authority will work with the affected property owner during right-of-way negotiations to

BO118-78

determine the best way to resolve the conflict. The project construction contractor would

coordinate schedules for utility relocations and protection-in-place with the utility owner

to ensure the project would not result in prolonged disruption of services. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

Based on the current level of design, the BNSF Alternative may displace a private

irrigation well at the southern portion of the Boswell West Site. Upon agreement

between the Authority and the owner, taking of the private well used for irrigation would

be compensated and/or relocated to a viable location at the expense of the Authority.

The Authority’s construction contractor will coordinate schedules for such takings or

relocations with the owner to ensure the project will either minimize or eliminate the

potential for disruption of irrigation operations by affected users.

BO118-79

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-SO-01.

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

Some property at the J.G. Boswell facility may be required to accommodate the

construction of the HST. However, it is not anticipated that any of the cotton module

storage yard immediately adjacent to the HST at Whitley Avenue would be displaced.

The HST footprint includes utility line relocations in this area, but these will not displace

any facilities. The Authority will consult with affected businesses before land acquisition

to assess potential opportunities to reconfigure land use or buildings, and relocate

facilities, as necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities and services.
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Although access to some businesses may be detoured for short periods of time during

construction, access would always be maintained, see Section 3.2 TR MM#1- Access

Maintenance for Property Owners, which says that during construction, access will be

maintained for owners to their property to a level that maintains pre-project viability of

the property for its pre-project use. If a proposed road closure restricts current access to

a property, alternative access via connections to existing roadways will be provided. If

adjacent road access is not available, new road connections will be prepared, if feasible.

If alternative road access is not feasible, the property will be considered for acquisition.

If disruptions occur as a result of the HST project which affects the operating capacity

business, the owner will be fairly compensated for any losses associated with

reconfiguring facilities or regulatory costs. The EIR/EIS includes a commitment (see

Chapter 3.14.6, Project Design Features) to assist agricultural facility owners in

obtaining new or amended permits for the continued operation of their facilities. Any

direct loss of land or diminution in value to a property owner’s parcel will be estimated by

an appraiser through the property acquisition process and the owner will be fairly

compensated. The final parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a

case-by-case basis during the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-

A for more information on the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

BO118-80

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02, FB-

Response-SO-01.

The permanent right-of-way for the Corcoran Elevated or BNSF Alternative would

include a portion of the Boswell property adjacent to the existing freight track and/or

Santa Fe Avenue. Any of Boswells’ surface runoff gutters and swales located within the

project ROW would need to be relocated. The Authority will fairly compensate land

owners during the right-of-way acquisition process for relocation of existing drainage

infrastructure.  If relocated drainage systems would need to be re-permitted,

compensation would also include regulatory costs. It is unlikely that the industrial site’s

grading would need to be completely redesigned because current on-site drainage

patterns in areas outside of the HST right-of-way would not be impacted.  Boswell’s

runoff would be pickup at the edge of the HST ROW close to where it now drains to and

carried in the same direction and discharged to a similar location.

BO118-80

Please also note that further refinement has been made to the alignment alternatives

since issuance of the Draft EIR/EIS, as described in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives will be on an aerial structure in

southeast Corcoran in the vicinity of the Sherman Avenue crossing. Drainage systems

within portions of elevated track would collect and drain stormwater to the ground

through downspouts at the columns located every 100 to 120 feet along the alignment.

Drainage from the downspouts would typically infiltrate within the HST rights-of-way or

be conveyed parallel to the overhead track to a nearby stormwater collection system. 

Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly to private property. Santa Fe

Avenue would be realigned under the Corcoran Elevated Alternative and the existing

freight rail tracks for the Boswell Spur would be realigned under the BNSF Alternative.

Drainage management for Santa Fe Avenue or the freight rail rights-of-way would meet

or exceed current practices. Detailed grading and drainage plans will be prepared by the

design-build contractor based on the design standards described in Standard Response

FB-Response-HWR-02. In addition, engineers participating in the right-of-way

acquisition process will ensure that site-specific drainage impacts to neighboring

properties are not created.

BO118-81

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-HWR-02, FB-

Response-SO-01.

The intent is that stormwater runoff from the elevated section of track would not enter

Boswell’s stormwater drainage system. The BNSF and Corcoran Elevated alternatives

would be on an aerial structure in southeast Corcoran in the vicinity of the Sherman

Avenue crossing. Drainage systems within portions of elevated track would collect and

drain stormwater to the ground through downspouts at the columns located every 100 to

120 feet along the alignment. Drainage from the downspouts would typically infiltrate

within the HST rights-of-way or be conveyed parallel to the overhead track to a nearby

stormwater collection system.  Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly

to private property. Santa Fe Avenue would be realigned under the Corcoran Elevated

Alternative and the existing freight rail tracks for the Boswell Spur would be realigned

under the BNSF Alternative. Drainage management for Santa Fe Avenue or the freight

Response to Submission BO118 (Raymond Carlson, J.G. Boswell Company (Atty. for), Griswold,
LaSalle, Cobb, Dowd & Gin LLP (GLCDG), October 13, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-441
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rail rights-of-way would meet or exceed current practices. Detailed grading and drainage

plans will be prepared by the design-build contractor based on the design standards

described in Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-02. In addition, engineers

participating in the right-of-way acquisition process will ensure that site-specific drainage

impacts to neighboring properties are not created.

There are no overcrossing facilities planned adjacent to Boswell’s property.  Runoff from

the aerial structure will not discharge onto Boswell property or into Boswell drainage

facilities.  Therefore, the project should not result in any increase in flow to Boswell

drainage facilities or any increase in velocity.

BO118-82

Overcrossings will not create “dead air” zones or significantly affect the area’s

microclimate. Wind flows around structures and very localized and/or minor changes in

wind speeds and directions may occur. The distances of local disturbances to the wind

flow patterns created by these overcrossings will be affected by the height and width of

these structures, and as these structures are not very tall or wide, the potential effects of

these changes should be minimal.

BO118-83

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-21,

FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03.

At this stage of project design, identifying the individual circumstances surrounding the

acquisition of land on each parcel is not possible. Instead of specific individual impacts,

the EIR/EIS provides an overall analysis of commercial, industrial, and residential

displacements and the economic effects of such displacements to the communities

affected by the project. This provides the general public and decision makers with an

understanding of the nature and magnitude of the impacts. The final full and partial

parcel acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during

the land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on

the property acquisition and compensation procedures.

Some property at the J.G. Boswell facility may be required to accommodate the

BO118-83

construction of the HST. However, it is not anticipated that the vegetable oil refinery

would be displaced. The Authority will consult with affected businesses before land

acquisition to assess potential opportunities to reconfigure land use or buildings, as

necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities and services. Although access

to some businesses may be detoured for short periods of time during construction,

access would always be maintained, see Section 3.2 TR MM#1- Access Maintenance

for Property Owners, which says that during construction, access will be maintained for

owners to their property to a level that maintains pre-project viability of the property for

its pre-project use. If a proposed road closure restricts current access to a property,

alternative access via connections to existing roadways will be provided. If adjacent road

access is not available, new road connections will be prepared, if feasible. If alternative

road access is not feasible, the property will be considered for acquisition. If disruptions

occur as a result of the HST project which affects the operating capacity business, the

owner will be fairly compensated for any losses associated with reconfiguring facilities or

regulatory costs. The EIR/EIS includes a commitment (see Chapter 3.14.6, Project

Design Features) to assist agricultural facility owners in obtaining new or amended

permits for the continued operation of their facilities. Any direct loss of land or diminution

in value to a property owner’s parcel will be estimated by an appraiser through the

property acquisition process and the owner will be fairly compensated. The final parcel

acquisition decisions will ultimately be determined on a case-by-case basis during the

land acquisition phase of the project, see Appendix 3.12-A for more information on the

property acquisition and compensation procedures.

BO118-84

The HST alignment will cross over Sherman Avenue, Whitley Avenue, and Brokaw

Avenue on an aerial structure. Refer to Appendix A, Road Crossings, of the Final

EIR/EIS for more details.

If the project results in the acquisition or direct interference with the existing operations

at this property, additional refinement during project design may allow avoidance or

further minimization of adverse effects. Unavoidable impacts may be subject to

treatment or compensation. These would be determined during the final design and

right-of-way phases of the project.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03, FB-Response-SO-01.

The Authority is actively assimilating information on existing and planned utilities. The

design presented in the Draft EIR/EIS is based on preliminary engineering. The

Authority will coordinate with utility owners to refine this information, identifying and

evaluating all known facilities within the footprint during future design phases.  The

Authority intends to consider conflicts with adjacent facilities during the final design and

placement of the Nevada Avenue realignment.
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After reviewing comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, the Authority and FRA decided

to recirculate the document and notified the public of this decision in October 2011. The

public was afforded the opportunity to personally appear before and address the

Board before the close of the comment period for the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS, which was October 19, 2012.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-AG-06, FB-

Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-04.

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #16, and

Volume II, Appendix 3.14-B, for impacts on confined animal agriculture.
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Submission BO121 (Tony Mattos Jr., Kansas Holstein Dairy, August 29, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #335 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/29/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business Opportunity Notices
Submission Date : 9/29/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Marvin
Last Name : Dean
Professional Title : Chairman
Business/Organization : KMCA / SJVBCA
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : 93303
Telephone : 661-747-1465
Email : marvindeanllc@sbcglobal.net
Email Subscription : Bakersfield - Palmdale, Fresno - Bakersfield, Merced - Fresno,

Business/Vendor Opportunities
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes

Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

I request my written comment to be apart of my spoken comment raise
at the Bakersfield hearing on Sept. 22,2011. My remark concern Draft
EIR/EIS Report section 3.12 Socioeconomics, Communities, and
Environmental Justice impact on minority and low-income populations
adverse effects, air quality particulate matter, noise and vibration during
construction, EMF / EMI exposure from electrical facilities, existing
communities displacement impacts, visual disturbance & nuisance
during construction, disruption established communities, loss of
affordable rental housing, economic effect loss businesses & community
jobs, no access for appropriate training for jobs with high speed rail
project, displacement of low-income or unemplyed community members,
poor outreach to EJ communities for public participation many resident
unaware of HSR project. After reviewing EIR report and reading staff
summary of mitgation overview both adverse effect and benefical; we
are requesting HSR provide more mitgation to address adverse effect
this projject will cause to EJ low-income & minority residents and
SBE/DBE/MBE/WBE business owner. Recommend;  CHRA take
concerte step to in sure the project will beneficial EJ low-income &
minority residents with Jobs opportunities and (EJ) SBE/DBE/MBE/WBE
business owner contracting opportunities for HSR project; We believe for
this to happen HSR will need to take step to removal  barreler that
prevent them; Their need to training for person in these community that
seeking HSR construction Jobs  and smaller minority & disadvanage
firms training how do public sector project; HSR may want to consider
partnering with newly form San Joaquin Valley Small Business
Construction Academy that help get firms Ready & Able for Prime
Contractors / HSR sub- contracting. Also their need to be an owner
bonding & insurance program, provide relocation assistance for both
low-income tenants and homeless resident that may be force to move.
We believe Jobs & Contracts would provide (EJ) mitgation beneficial for
adverse  effect cause by this HRS project.
I live in a Bakersfield EJ communities, serve on the San Joaquin Valley
Air Polluation Control District / Environmental Justice Advisory
Committee and know first the concern of central residents living in these
EJ communities, I support the HSR projects and offer these
recommendation and comment in good faith. This action will help build
better support for HSR project in these communities. If you additional
question  I can be contacted @ 661-747-1465.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO123-1

Submission BO123 (Marvin Dean, KMCA / SJVBCA, September 29, 2011)
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BO123-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-18.

Jobs created by construction and operation of the project would likely be filled by

workers in the region. To help offset any disproportionate effects, the Authority has

approved a Community Benefits Policy, which supports employment of individuals who

reside in disadvantaged areas and those designated as disadvantaged workers,

including veterans returning from military service. The policy will help to remove

potential barriers to small businesses, disadvantaged business enterprises, disabled-

veteran business enterprises, women-owned businesses, and microbusinesses that

want to participate in building the high-speed train system. Under the Authority’s

Community Benefits Policy, design-build construction contracts will be required to

adhere to the National Targeted Hiring Initiative, which states a minimum of 30% of all

project work hours will be performed by national targeted workers and that a minimum of

10% of national targeted workers hours will be performed by disadvantaged workers.

According to the National Targeted Hiring Initiative, disadvantaged workers either live in

an economically disadvantaged area or face any of the following barriers to

employment: being a custodial single parent, receiving public assistance, lacking a GED

or high school diploma, having a criminal record or other involvement with the criminal

justice system, being chronically unemployed, being emancipated from the foster care

system, being a veteran, or being an apprentice with less than 15% of the required

graduating apprenticeship hours in a program.

The Community Benefits Policy will supplement the Authority’s Small Business Program,

which has an aggressive 30% goal for small-business participation, and includes goals

of 10% for disadvantaged business enterprises and 3% for disabled-veteran business

enterprises.

Response to Submission BO123 (Marvin Dean, KMCA / SJVBCA, September 29, 2011)
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BO124-3

Submission BO124 (James Murdock, La Cumbre Management (on behalf of the owners of Lazy H Mobile
Ranch), September 28, 2011)
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BO124-5

BO124-6

BO124-7

BO124-8

BO124-9

BO124-10

Submission BO124 (James Murdock, La Cumbre Management (on behalf of the owners of Lazy H Mobile
Ranch), September 28, 2011) - Continued
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BO124-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01.

The assessment of noise, vibration, and EMI/EMF effects is highly technical;

therefore, to be accurate, the significance criteria for these environmental disciplines are

also highly technical. The EIR/EIS provides a summary of the metrics for analyzing

noise, vibration, and EMI/EMF effects to provide context for understanding the

significance criteria used in the impact assessment. The EIR/EIS then assesses impacts

in these environmental areas and compares the results of those assessments to the

significance criteria.

BO124-2

To help facilitate public review of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, hard copies of

the report were provided at 48 public repositories along the Fresno to Bakersfield

corridor. CDs of the report were mailed to those people requesting a copy of the report.

All changes from the Draft EIR/EIS and new information presented in the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS were shaded to help facilitate a review of the document.

Finally, the original public review period of 60 days for the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS was extended to 90 days.

The Authority apologizes for not returning your call.

A 3-minute limit was set for speakers at the public hearings for the Draft EIR/EIS to

ensure that everyone who wished to speak had the opportunity to do so without having

to remain at the hearing for an undue length of time. This time limitation was not

imposed for the public hearings on the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

BO124-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-20.

As discussed in the Revised 2012 Business Plan, the first construction of dedicated

high-speed infrastructure for the initial operating system begins in the Central Valley. As

with all of the steps, this initial section is being developed to deliver early benefits by

leveraging other systems and enabling them to operate on the new high-speed tracks.

This can be done without impacts on the design or the integrity of the new infrastructure.

BO124-3

Improved passenger rail service would begin upon completion of the first initial operating

section segment by connecting the San Joaquins, Altamont Commuter Express,

Sacramento Regional Transit, and the Capitol Corridor (and potentially Caltrain).

Through a new, strategic approach, there is also the opportunity for new or improved

travel between Bakersfield and Sacramento, Oakland, San Jose, and San Francisco.

This expanded Northern California Unified Service could begin operation as early as

2018, with the potential to provide transportation and economic benefits well before fully

operational high-speed train service is initiated.

As part of this first step, complementary investments and improvements will be made

both to accelerate benefits and distribute them more widely across the state. These

investments will be made using the $950 million in Proposition 1A connectivity funding,

available Proposition 1A high-speed rail funds, future federal funds, and other sources,

and will include investment in the bookends. In Northern California, the long-awaited

electrification of the Caltrain corridor will begin under a collaborative program between

Bay Area agencies and the Authority. In addition, consistent with the Southern California

Memorandum of Understanding, investments, such as upgrading the Metrolink corridor

from Los Angeles to Palmdale, will be made in key rail corridors in the southern part of

the state.

BO124-4

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

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce

noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a

combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final

design, and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3

provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the

height and design of sound barriers, using jointly developed performance criteria, when

the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the

project. Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#8 provides that vibration mitigation measures be

installed to reduce operational vibration levels to acceptable levels at adjoining

properties. The types of vibration mitigation that may be applied are listed in Table 3.4-

32. The specific type of mitigation will be selected during final design, and before

Response to Submission BO124 (James Murdock, La Cumbre Management (on behalf of the owners of
Lazy H Mobile Ranch), September 28, 2011)
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BO124-4

operations begin.

BO124-5

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#8 provides that vibration mitigation measures be installed

to reduce operational vibration levels to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. The

types of vibration mitigation that may be applied are listed in Table 3.4-32. The specific

type of mitigation will be selected during final design, and before operations begin.

BO124-6

People and businesses in California use electric power and radio frequency

communications for many purposes and services, in homes, businesses, farms, and

factories. The intensive use of electric power and radio

frequency communications in California and in all developed countries has ensured that

the potential health effects of electromagnetic fields and resulting currents and voltages

on people and animals have been thoroughly studied. As a result, the levels at which

electromagnetic fields (EMF) and radio frequency (RF) fields can cause health or

behavioral effects are well established. Broadly used international standards were

created based on intensive investigation to ensure that:

*  EMF and RF fields and resulting stray currents and voltages are measured and

controlled.

*  Fields do not disturb or injure people or animals.

Section 3.5, Electromagnetic Fields and Electromagnetic Interference, page 3.5-2, of the

Draft EIR/EIS identifies several types of EMFs from operation of the proposed HST. The

Draft EIR/EIS further states that of these EMFs, the dominant effect is expected to be

the 60-Hz AC (alternating current) magnetic fields from the propulsion currents flowing in

the traction power system: that is, the OCS and rails.

The Draft EIR/EIS states on page 3.5-12 that EMF exposure to people in nearby

schools, businesses, colleges, and residences would be expected to be significantly

below the Institute of Electrical and Electronic Engineers

(IEEE) Standard 95.6 maximum permissible exposure (MPE) limit of 9.0 Gauss (G) for

the general public. The IEEE Standard applies in all residential areas, both inside and

BO124-6

outside of a dwelling. EMF signals are not attenuated by insulation or most building

materials. IEEE Standards have a safety factor built into the MPE limits, so no adverse

health effects are anticipated as long as EMF values are below these levels.

BO124-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-03.

BO124-8

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-05, FB-Response-SO-01.

BO124-9

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-05.

As stated in Section 3.4.7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, there are a number

of mitigation measures proposed to reduce noise impacts to severely affected receivers.

If these measures are found to be infeasible, as could be the case with some

manufactured housing, then the Authority would acquire easements in which the

homeowners would accept the future noise conditions. This approach is usually taken

only in isolated cases where other mitigation options are infeasible, impractical, or too

costly.

BO124-10

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-05, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-

Response-SO-02.

None of the project alternatives would result in the acquisition of homes in the Lazy H

Mobile Home Park. The HST right-of-way would be situated in the existing BNSF

Railway right-of-way at this location. Please refer to Appendix 3.1-A of the EIR/ EIS for

parcel impacts by the project footprint.

The project alignment in the area adjacent to the Lazy H Community has been moved to

run along the east side of the BNSF right-of-way. The location of this updated alignment

will put the centerline at a distance of at least 78 feet from the eastern property line of

Response to Submission BO124 (James Murdock, La Cumbre Management (on behalf of the owners of
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BO124-10

the Lazy H Community. As a result, the noise barrier for this alignment would also be

located on the east side of the BNSF alignment as opposed to running along the east

side of the Lazy H Community.

As stated in Section 3.4.7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, there are a number

of mitigation measures proposed to reduce noise impacts to severely affected receivers.

If these measures are found to be infeasible, as could be the case with some

manufactured housing, then the Authority would acquire easements in which the

homeowners would accept the future noise conditions. This approach is usually taken

only in isolated cases where other mitigation options are infeasible, impractical, or too

costly.

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#8 states that vibration mitigation measures may be

installed to reduce operational vibration levels to acceptable levels at adjoining

properties. The types of vibration mitigation that may be applied are listed in Table 3.4-

32. The specific type of mitigation will be selected during final design, and before

operations begin.
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BO125-3

BO125-4

BO125-5

BO125-6

BO125-7

BO125-8

BO125-9

BO125-10

BO125-11

BO125-12
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BO125-13

BO125-14
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BO125-15
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BO125-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#11 for information on the impacts on aerial

pesticide spraying.

BO125-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01.

The discussion of the No Project Alternative in Volume I, Section 3.14.5, references the

San Joaquin Valley Blueprint, which forecasts that under current development patterns

327,000 acres of farmland would be converted by 2050. The San Joaquin Valley

Blueprint Public Review Draft Summary Report (San Joaquin Valley Regional Policy

Council 2010) covers eight counties in the San Joaquin Valley, including those in the

Study Area: Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern, as well as Madera, Merced, San Joaquin,

and Stanislaus. The description of the HST alternatives in Section 3.14.5 also

references the "B+" San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Scenario, which incorporates the HST

System into the development forecast. The scenario forecasts that farmland conversion

would be reduced from the 327,000 acres (under current development conditions) to

209,000 acres under the "B+" scenario. This is a reduction of 118,000 acres for the

eight-county region.

The Introduction of Volume I, Section 3.18, Regional Growth, is discussing the findings

of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005) and the Bay Area to

Central Valley Program EIR/EIS (Authority 2010a, 2012d; Authority and FRA 2008). The

broader analysis examined the HST System at the state and regional levels.

BO125-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#11 for information on the impacts on aerial

pesticide spraying.

BO125-4

Please review the changes made to Impact AG#1 for information on the temporary use

of agricultural land during construction.

BO125-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-03 and FB-Response-

GENERAL-04.

BO125-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

The road crossings constructed will follow the same safety regulations as all other roads

in the county.

BO125-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-01.

BO125-8

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06 and FB-Response-SO-01.

See Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.14-B, for impacts on confined animal agriculture.

Manure management systems will be addressed during the property acquisition and

compensation process. See Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.12-A.

BO125-9

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-03.

The alignment is being designed to minimize impacts on floodplains. Specifically, a

number of culverts are proposed across the high-speed train alignment, through the

embankment, and would be sized to ensure the floodwater surface elevations are

maintained within 1 foot of the existing 100-year flood elevation.  A more detailed study

of the floodplain will be undertaken at later stages of design to more accurately size and

position the culverts.
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BO125-9

Impact HWQ#8 of Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water Resources, discusses the potential

for HST embankments to be an obstacle to the shallow overland flow if sufficient

culverts or cross drainage were not provided. However, the project would incorporate

adequately sized culverts to avoid diverting or redirecting overland flood flows in such a

manner that would increase the water surface elevation in the 100-year floodplain by

more than 1 foot, or as required by state or local agencies. Culverts would be sized in

accordance with hydraulic modeling.

BO125-10

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06 and FB-Response-SO-01.

See Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.14-B for impacts on confined animal agriculture.

Manure management systems will be addressed during the property acquisition and

compensation process. See also  Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.12-A.

BO125-11

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06.

See Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.14-B for impacts on confined animal agriculture.

BO125-12

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#10 for information on the wind-induced effects.

BO125-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#11 for information on the impacts on pesticide

spraying.

BO125-14

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-01 and FB-Response-S&S-02.

BO125-15

Traction power supply stations (TPSS) located every 30 miles would deliver AC current

to the trains through the overhead contact system (OCS), with return current flowing

from the trains back to the TPSSs through the steel rails and static wires. At paralleling

stations, which would be positioned approximately every 5 miles along the right-of way,

and at regularly spaced bonding locations, some of the return current to the TPSS would

be transferred from the rails to the static wires. Most return current would be carried by

the HST rails and the static wire back to the TPSS, but some return current would find a

path through rail connections to the ground and through leakage into the ground from

the rails via the track ballast.

The voltage on and currents running through the OCS have the potential to induce

voltage and current in nearby conductors such as ungrounded metal fences and

ungrounded metal irrigation systems alongside the HST alignment. This effect would be

more likely where long (1 mile or more), ungrounded fences or irrigation systems are

parallel to the HST, and electrically continuous throughout that distance. Such voltages

potentially could cause a nuisance shock to anyone who touches such a fence or

irrigation system and cuse shocks to livestock.

As indicated in Section 3.5.6 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, pipelines,

fences, and other linear metallic objects that are not sufficiently grounded through the

direct contact with earth would be separately grounded in coordination with the affected

owner or utility to avoid possible shock hazards. For cases where metallic fences are

purposely electrified to inhibit livestock or wildlife from traversing the barrier, specific

insulation design measures would be implemented.

BO125-16

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04 and FB-Response-SO-01.

For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see Volume II,

Technical Appendix 3.12-A.
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BO126-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

BO126-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01, FB-Response-HWR-01.

BO126-3

The description of stormwater collection and conveyances at HST tracks has been

revised in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. The capacity of linear swales and  the

sizing of post-construction stormwater BMPs would be completed during final design of

the design-build project. Stormwater infiltation within the rights-of-way will be

encouraged. Runoff from the project would not be discharged directly to surface water

bodies, irrigation canals, private property, or county roads without approval from the

facility owner.
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #472 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/7/2011
Response Requested : No
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/7/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Ronald
Last Name : Kinnersley
Professional Title : Owner/administrator
Business/Organization : Manning Gardens Nursing and Rehab, Inc
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Fresno
State : CA
Zip Code : 93725
Telephone : 559-834-2586
Email : ronkmgnr@gmail.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

The high speed rail project will significantly impact my business. I am the
owner/operator of Manning Gardens Nursing and Rehab, Inc which is a
59 bed Skilled Nursing Facility located at 2113 E Manning Ave Fresno,
CA 93725 (559) 834-2586.
Your plans include an overpass on Manning Ave just before Cedar. The
result would be a retaining wall in our front yard, including blocking off
our current front entry and circle drive. The circle drive is daily parking
for up to 5-6 cars at a time. The retaining wall may impact some large
old trees and bushes in our front yard. It will definitely require moving our
mail box and front business sign. It may also impact our well which is in
the northeast corner of the property. There is also an alley running along
the east side of our property which will be impacted.
Our business needs access 24/7 as we serve frail elderly residents who
may need an ambulance trip to the hospital at any time. We would
expect reimbursement for lost land, a viable new entry to our front and
back entrances, replacement of parking spaces, as well as appropriate
design on the retaining wall, appropriate landscaping, replacement of
our mailbox and sign etc.
The road named Boyd runs to the West side of our Facility and leads to
our back parking area. Boyd is used by many of the homes that are
behind us. This road will need a lot of work as it is not much more than a
hard-top alley at this time. We anticipate even more traffic on Boyd due
to the negative impacts the overpass will have on the eastern road
named Chance, which many of the homes behind us now use. Access
changes to Chance, secondary to the overpass may make access to
Boyd easier for some who are now using Chance.
The success or failure of the high speed rail project is of little interest to
us, except that we want our business and our property to be held
harmless in regards to access, appearance and ability to operate
successfully.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO127-1

BO127-2
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BO127-1

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

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole

parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired by the project, are provided in Volume III

of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

BO127-2

The HST project does not propose to improve the right-of-way of S Boyd Avenue, but it

will be developed to access the new East Manning Avenue overpass structure.  South

Chance Avenue would pass under East Manning Avenue to provide access to the

houses to the north. After construction activities, the Authority would repair any

structural damage to public roadways, returning any damaged sections to their original

structural condition.
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BO128-2

BO128-3
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BO128-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-01, FB-Response-AG-06.

People and businesses in California use electric power and radio frequency (RF)

communications for many purposes and services, in homes, businesses, farms, and

factories. The intensive use of electric power and RF communications in California and

in all developed countries has ensured that the potential health effects on people and

animals of electromagnetic fields and the resulting currents and voltages have been

thoroughly studied. As a result, the levels at which electromagnetic fields (EMF) and RF

fields can cause health or behavioral effects are well established. Broadly used

international standards were created based on intensive investigation to ensure that:

*  EMF and RF fields and resulting stray currents and voltages are measured and

controlled.

*  Fields do not disturb or injure people or animals.

In regard to dairy production, McGill University conducted a study with cows in pens

exposed to controlled EMF levels of 330 milligauss (mG) and 10 kilovolts per meter

(kV/m), the projected magnetic and electric fields that occur at ground level under a 735-

kV line at full load. The researchers measured the following: melatonin levels, prolactin

levels, milk production, milk-fat content, dry-matter intake by cows, and reproductive

outcomes. While a few statistically significant changes in these factors were found, none

of the changes were outside the normal range for cows (McGill University 2008). The

study concluded that the EMF exposure did not harm the cows or reduce milk

productivity. Various studies cited by other researchers regarding EMF and wildlife

suggest a range of effects similar to those found in livestock, from non-existent to

relatively small to positive. One study suggests a beneficial application for ELF-EMF in

broiler chickens to fight a common parasitic infection called Coccidiosis (Golder

Associates, Inc. 2009).

Since 735-kV utility power transmission lines run up and down the state, cattle and

people near those lines are exposed to these levels on a continuing basis. Consistent

with the McGill study, epidemiological evidence does not indicate that cattle or people

near existing 735-kV utility power transmission lines are generally or broadly affected by

the fields.

BO128-1

The HST traction power 60-Hz current will flow in the overhead contact system (OCS)

and running rails to provide power to trains. The traction power system is called a 2x25

kV system because it uses 25 kV voltage for the trains and uses two nearby cables with

opposite phase to distribute the power down the tracks. Currents in this HST 2x25 kV

system create EMFs and static electric fields near the HST tracks. However, the HST

levels will be lower than the fields typical of a 735-kV utility power transmission line. This

is because the separation between HST OCS cables is less, cable-to-cable voltage

levels and cable current levels are less, and the HST cables are closer to the ground,

which makes the cables closer to the reducing effect of the fields in the ground in

comparison to the 735-kV utility power cables.

Technical Memorandum, EIR/EIS Assessment of CHST Alignment EMF

Footprint, TM 300.07, shows that at the closest fence line to the HST tracks, the

expected magnetic field is 60 mG, less than one-fifth the level from a transmission line

(Authority 2012). Since cattle cannot be inside the fence line and people can only be

inside the fence line at passenger stations, the possible HST EMF exposure is:

*  Low compared to the 735-kV utility power transmission line.

*  Below the level at which the McGill study showed no effect on cows and milk

production.

Similarly, the electric field from the HST 25-kV, 60-Hz OCS will be low compared to the

exposure from a 735-kV utility power transmission line.

For these reasons, EMF effects on livestock and poultry are expected to have negligible

intensity under NEPA, and the impact would be less than significant under CEQA. (See

Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06: Confined Animal Facilities regarding the

impact of EMF emissions on dairies.)

BO128-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-04, FB-

Response-SO-01, FB-Response-N&V-01, FB-Response-AG-06.
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BO128-2

See Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.14-B, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, for

impacts on confined-animal agriculture. See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG #9, for

information about noise effects on grazing animals.

Based on existing research, the FRA has established a threshold for HST noise effects

on livestock of 100 dBA SEL (FRA 2005a). As discussed in Section 3.4, Noise and

Vibration, the term SEL, or the sound exposure level, represents the noise generated

during a single event, such as the train passing a given point. At a distance of 100 feet,

the SEL for project operations at all dairies along the alignment in Kings County would

be less than 100 dBA. Facilities on operations not located at least 100 feet from the

project would experience moderate noise and vibration effects. (See Appendix B of

Section 3.14, Agricultural Lands, for details on these effects to animal operations.)

A study by Amstutz and Miller (1980) appears to be the most appropriate reference for

the effects of stray currents and electromagnetic fields on livestock (Authority and FRA

2012k). That study of 11 livestock farms concluded that livestock health, behavior, and

performance were not affected by electrical and magnetic fields created by a very large

(765 kV) overhead transmission line. The HST system would operate on a much smaller

2x25 kV overhead contact system. Therefore, the Authority and FRA have determined

that this is a negligible impact under NEPA and a less-than-significant impact under

CEQA.

BO128-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

BO128-4

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

BO128-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06, FB-Response-AG-04, FB-

Response-AG-02.

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #16, and

BO128-5

Volume II, Appendix 3.14-B, for impacts on animal operations.

BO128-6

Noise calculations were conducted at this residence to determine the potential future

impact. The ambient level was estimated to be a 56 decibel (dB) day-night sound level

(Ldn), which is consistent with noise measurement site HE-026 to the west. This home

is shown as located 575 feet from the alignment, which is currently proposed to be about

11 feet above the ground.  At this distance, the project-related noise exposure level at

this house would be 66 dB Ldn, for a total noise level of 67 dB Ldn. This noise level

would represent an increase of 11 dB over the existing ambient and would result in a

severe impact. The homes along this portion of the alignment are spaced too far apart to

make a noise barrier financially feasible; therefore, the home would be eligible for the

next level of mitigation, which would be the building noise insulation program.  This

program is designed to reduce the level of noise exposure within the home. If the BNSF

Alternative is selected for the Hanford area, then a detailed analysis would be conducted

for this residence to determine the level of mitigation necessary to sufficiently reduce the

noise impacts. Based on this detailed analysis, it would be determined whether noise

insulation is sufficient to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level or if relocation

may need to be considered.

BO128-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01.
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BO129-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

Volume III contains the alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the

project and shows Jackson Ave would pass over the proposed HST along the existing

road alignment. The canal running parallel to the road would be diverted at the south

end. Therefore, access to the canal from Jackson Avenue would not be obstructed.

BO129-2

An overpass would be provided on Jackson Avenue so that the road would not be

closed to traffic and cause a delay to maintenance crews working on the canal at SR 43

and Jackson Avenue. In addition, a portion of the canal would be placed in a pipe to

cross the road overcrossing embankment.

BO129-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04.

Volume III contains the alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the

project and show Jackson Ave would pass over the proposed HST along the existing

road alignment. The canal running parallel to the road would be diverted at the south

end. Therefore, access to the canal from Jackson Avenue would not be obstructed.
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BO130-1

Acronyms and abbreviations are defined in Chapter 13, Acronyms and Abbreviations, of

the EIR/EIS. Key terms are defined in Chapter 11, Glossary of Terms, of the EIR/EIS.

The EIR/EIS document, including these two chapters, has been developed for a

layperson or a person with a non-technical background.

BO130-2

An EIR project description is intended to be general, not detailed (CEQA Guidelines

§15124(c).)  Final design or even advanced design of infrastructure is not required in the

project description (Dry Creek Citizens Coalition v. County of Tulare (1999) 70

Cal.App.4th 20, 36.) The question is whether the project description narrowed the scope

of environmental review, or prevented full understanding of the project and its

consequences (Ibid).

Abundant substantial evidence in the record demonstrates the project description is

more than adequate for the environmental analysis of the project and to provide a full

understanding of the project and its consequences. The requested drawings are not

required to understand the project or its consequences. The EIR/EIS contains detailed

information for environmental analysis of the project, like the horizontal and vertical

location of track, cross sections of the infrastructure with measurements, precise station

footprints with site configuration, and temporary construction staging sites and facilities.

The EIR/EIS provides a "project footprint" overlaid on parcel maps, which shows the

outside envelope of all disturbance, including both permanent infrastructure and

temporary construction activity. This translates into a project description in the EIR with

100% of the information that is required under CEQA Guidelines Section 1512447 (Dry

Creek, supra, 70 Cal.App.4th at pp. 27-36 [upholding EIR conceptual project description

as inadequate when based on preliminary design]).

BO130-3

Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS includes descriptions

of each of the project alignment, station, and heavy maintenance facility alternatives

under consideration for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the HST System. Large and

smaller scale maps of the alternatives are also provided in Chapter 2 as well as in each

of the resource chapters in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS (Sections 3.2,

Transportation; 3.3, Air Quality and Global Climate Change; 3.4, Noise and Vibration;

BO130-3

etc.) where appropriate.

BO130-4

In accordance with NEPA and CEQA requirements, all comments received on the Draft

EIR/EIS and Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS are provided in Volumes IV and V of the

Final EIR/EIS. Responses have been provided for all responsible comments received on

environmental issues as set forth in 14 CCR §15088(a) and FRA Procedures for

Considering Environmental Impacts 14(s).

Response to Submission BO130 (Warren Minner, Minner & Associates, Stinnett-Koo Structural
Engineers, October 3, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO131 (No Name, National Hmong American Farmers, September 21, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

Response to Submission BO132 (Manuel Cunha, Jr., Nisei Farmers League, September 21, 2011)
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #333 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/29/2011
Response Requested : No
Stakeholder Type : Other
Submission Date : 9/26/2011
Submission Method : Project Email
First Name : Victor
Last Name : Martinov
Professional Title :
Business/Organization : On behalf of Lazy H Ranch
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City :
State : CA
Zip Code : 93312
Telephone :
Email : slprop@verizon.net
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes

Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

From: slprop [mailto:slprop@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 08:05 PM
To: Nicholas, Rebecca
Subject: Re: DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENT - FRESNO TO
BAKERSFIELD High-Speed Rail

9/26/11

Rebecca -

Here are some added concerns regarding the Draft EIR/EIS for Fresno
to Bakersfield Section.

Concerning: 2500 Jewetta Avenue, Bakersfield, CA 93312
                        Known as Lazy H Ranch, APN #110-010-12-00-0

The "Lazy H Ranch" consists of 87 individually owned manufactured
homes which are on lots that are leased from the landowner.  This
development has been in existence for over 40 years and affords a
unique peaceful lifestyle with amenities that include a swimming pool,
clubhouse and park areas.

I need to emphasize, the impact of the SOUND, VIBRATION and other
negative aspects of a High-Speed Train in the immediate proximity of
our community would be unbearable to the tenants and would cause the
dissolution of the community.

Beyond the physical impacts, the impact of the possibility of a High-
Speed Train will discourage new tenants and affect the value of the
homes as well as the value of the land.

Under these circumstances, the economic viability of the Lazy H Ranch
as a business venture will be destined to ruin and the individual
homeowners will suffer the economic loss of their homes.

Thank you.

Victor Martinov

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential
information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you receive this
message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain,
distribute, disclose or use any of this information and you should destroy
the e-mail and any attachments or copies.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-

Response-N&V-05, FB-Response-SO-02.

None of the project alternatives would result in the acquisition of homes in the Lazy H

Mobile Home Park. The HST right-of-way would be situated in the existing BNSF

Railway right-of-way at this location. Please refer to Appendix 3.1-A of the EIR/ EIS for

parcel impacts by the project footprint.

The project alignment in the area adjacent to the Lazy H Community has been moved to

run along the east side of the BNSF right-of-way. The location of this updated alignment

will put the centerline at a distance of at least 78 feet from the eastern property line of

the Lazy H Community. As a result, the noise barrier for this alignment would also be

located on the east side of the BNSF alignment as opposed to running along the east

side of the Lazy H Community.

As stated in Section 3.4.7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, there are a number

of mitigation measures proposed to reduce noise impacts to severely affected receivers.

If these measures are found to be infeasible, as could be the case with some

manufactured housing, then the Authority would acquire easements in which the

homeowners would accept the future noise conditions. This approach is usually taken

only in isolated cases where other mitigation options are infeasible, impractical, or too

costly.

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#8 states that vibration mitigation measures may be

installed to reduce operational vibration levels to acceptable levels at adjoining

properties. The types of vibration mitigation that may be applied are listed in Table 3.4-

32. The specific type of mitigation will be selected during final design, and before

operations begin.

For information on the potential long-term impacts on property values, see Section

5.4.4.3 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA

2012g).

Response to Submission BO133 (Victor Martinov, On behalf of Lazy H Mobile Ranch, September 26,
2011)
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To present the environmental analysis as efficiently as possible, a single alignment from

Fresno to Bakersfield was identified as an initial point of description and discussion. This

alternative, termed the BNSF Alternative, largely parallels the Union Pacific Railroad

(UPRR) in Fresno and the BNSF Railway throughout the rest of the alignment except

where it bypasses Hanford to the east. Eight other alternative alignments were carried

through the EIR/EIS: Hanford West Bypass 1 and 2, Corcoran Elevated, Corcoran

Bypass, Allensworth Bypass, Wasco-Shafter Bypass, Bakersfield South, and Bakersfield

Hybrid. These alternatives, in combination with sections of the BNSF Alternative, result

in a total of 72 possible alignments for the HST between Fresno and Bakersfield.

Presenting the potential impacts for 72 alternatives would make the EIR/EIS unreadable.

Therefore, the impact analyses presented by discipline in Chapter 3 of the document

begin with a description of impacts associated with the BNSF Alternative, followed by a

description of impacts associated with each of the other alternatives. For comparison

purposes, the impact analyses also provide a description of the difference in impacts

between each of the eight shorter alignment alternatives and the corresponding

segment of the BNSF Alternative. The Summary chapter in the EIR/EIS, near the front

of the document, provides a table (Table S-2) that compares impacts among all 72

alternatives and the costs of each of the 72 alternatives are provided in Chapter 5.0 of

the EIR/EIS.

BO134-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-04.

BO134-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#4 for information on the permanent conversion

of agricultural land, and see Mitigation Measure AG-1 in Volume I, Section 3.14 for

measures to preserve the total amount of prime farmland.

BO134-4

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

BO134-4

For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see Volume II,

Technical Appendix 3.12-A.

BO134-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02.

Management of California’s electricity infrastructure and power supply includes demand

forecasting, which include buffer, or reserve, electricity generating capacity above

expected peak demand that is available to call upon as needed.  The EIR/EIS provides

information about the proposed project’s energy demand in Section 3.6 Public Utilities

and Energy, Table 3.6-18, providing information for utility providers to consider it in their

demand forecasts. The Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the HST is estimated to require

78 megawatts (MW) of peak demand, which is within existing reserves. The HST project

would not require the construction of a separate power source, although it would include

the addition and upgrade of power lines to a series of substations positioned along the

HST corridor. Please refer to the summary of electricity requirements in Section 2.2.6,

Traction Power Distribution, in Chapter 2, Alternatives. Section 3.6.5 C, High-speed

Train Alternatives, discusses how the energy demand would be met. Occurrences of

brownouts or utility policies to reduce their impact to communities would not be altered

by the proposed project.

BO134-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04 and FB-Response-TR-02.

BO134-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-BIO-01.

BO134-8

For reliability of ridership estimate, please Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-

GENERAL-24.

For air quality improvement, please note that the air quality is also improved at the

Response to Submission BO134 (Robert E. Geis, Pacific AG Management Inc., October 12, 2011)
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lower-ridership levels of the higher-fare scenario in the EIR/EIS. See Volume I, Section

3.3, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

BO134-9

The ridership and revenue model was developed by a nationally recognized leader in

forecasting, Cambridge Systematics, Inc. The ridership model is not deficient but

"produces results that are reasonable and within expected ranges for the current

environmental planning and business plan applications," according to a ridership and

revenue peer review panel of leading U.S. and international experts in travel forecasting

(Independent Peer Review Panel 2011). Also, the air quality and greenhouse gas

analyses in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS that are related to ridership have

been updated to reflect two ridership scenarios—one with fares at 50% of airfare prices

and one at 83% of airfare prices—to provide a range of potential impacts.

Although the air quality analysis has identified emission impacts from the project during

the construction phase, these impacts will be completely offset to below a level of

significance through the Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement between the

Authority and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District.

BO134-10

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04.

Where existing underground water utilities cross the HST alignment, the affected utilities

would be placed in a protective casing either relocated outside the restricted access

areas of the HST right-of-way, or they would be modified (i.e., encased in a pipe sturdy

enough to withstand the weight of HST System elements) to avoid the conflict. Refer to

Section 3.6.5.

BO134-11

Potential future revenues from oil exploration do not relate to environmental issues but

are an economic concern. CEQA Guidelines Section 15382 states that an economic or

social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment.

Section 3.6 Public Utilities and Energy of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS

BO134-11

acknowledges that the Wasco-Shafter Bypass would avoid the oil storage tank facility;

however, a number of oil wells would be replaced within large, existing tracts. The cost

for well decommissioning and replacement would be borne by the Authority, and the

effect on the capacity or viability of the petroleum resource and industry extraction

operations relative to public utilities and energy were determined to be less than

significant.

BO134-12

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04.

Where existing underground water utilities cross the HST alignment, the affected utilities

would be placed in a protective casing either relocated outside the restricted access

areas of the HST right-of-way, or they would be modified (i.e., encased in a pipe sturdy

enough to withstand the weight of HST System elements) to avoid the conflict. Where it

is not possible to avoid utilities, they would be improved (e.g., steel pipe encasement) so

that there is no damage or impairment to the operation of these utilities from the HST

project. Refer to Section 3.6.5.

BO134-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02.

California’s electricity grid would power the proposed HST System. Management of

California’s electricity infrastructure and power supply includes demand forecasting,

which include buffer, or reserve, electricity generating capacity above expected peak

demand that is available to call upon as needed. The Fresno to Bakersfield Section of

the HST is estimated to require 78 megawatts (MW) of peak demand, which is within

existing reserves. Occurrences of brownouts or utility policies to reduce their impact to

communities would not be altered by the proposed project.

BO134-14

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-04 and FB-Response-AG-04.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural

Response to Submission BO134 (Robert E. Geis, Pacific AG Management Inc., October 12, 2011) - Continued
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land from parcel severance.

BO134-15

Please see Volume I, Section 3.14.4, as information has been updated on conservation

easements. Information from local land trusts and the California Department of

Conservation shows that the project crosses counties with agricultural land under

conservation easements; however, none of that land is within a mile of any of the project

alternatives.

BO134-16

The text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been updated as a result of the

continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional

consultation with public agencies.  Cumulative impacts associated with water use are

described in Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts, subsection Hydrology and Water

Resources – Water Use.  A detailed comparison of water usage between existing land

uses and future land uses with the implementation of the HST is described in Appendix

3.6-B, Water Usage Analysis Technical Memorandum. Water usage rates by land use

type, including residential, industrial, and agricultural uses, are provided in the technical

memorandum.

Response to Submission BO134 (Robert E. Geis, Pacific AG Management Inc., October 12, 2011) - Continued
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #584 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/12/2011
Response Requested : No
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/12/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Dale
Last Name : Overbay
Professional Title : Land Agent
Business/Organization : Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Fresno
State : CA
Zip Code : 93710
Telephone : 559-263-7372
Email : dwo4@pge.com
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes

Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

Dear California High-Speed Rail Authority:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the proposed
High-Speed Train Project for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section. Pacific
Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has the following comments to offer
regarding the proposed project.

Cost and Planning

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) would be
responsible for the costs associated with the relocation of existing PG&E
facilities to accommodate their proposed development. Because PG&E
utility relocations require long lead times and are not always feasible, the
Authority is encouraged to consult with PG&E early and often during the
planning and design phases of the High-Speed Train project.

California Public Utilities Commission

Section 3.6 (Public Utilities and Energy) of the Draft EIR/EIS should
include General Order 131-D mandated by the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) for the proposed rail project.

General Order 131-D

PG&E is subject to the jurisdiction of the CPUC and must comply with
CPUC General Order 131-D on the construction, modification, alteration,
or addition of all electric transmission facilities (i.e., lines, substations,
switchyards, etc.). In most cases where PG&E’s electric facilities are
under 200 kV and are part of a larger project (e.g., electric generation
plant), G.O. 131-D exempts PG&E from obtaining an approval from the
CPUC provided its planned facilities have been included in the larger
project’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review, the review
has included circulation with the State Clearinghouse and review by the
CPUC, and the project’s lead agency (e.g., Authority) finds no significant
unavoidable environmental impacts. PG&E or the Authority may proceed
with construction once PG&E has filed notice with the CPUC and the
public on the project’s exempt status, and the public has had a chance
to protest PG&E’s claim of exemption. If PG&E facilities are not
adequately evaluated in the larger project’s CEQA review, or if the
project does not qualify for the exemption, PG&E may need to seek
approval from the CPUC (i.e., Permit to Construct), taking as much as
18 months or more since the CPUC would need to conduct its own
environmental evaluation (e.g., Environmental Impact Report).

When PG&E’s transmission lines are designed for immediate or
eventual operation at 200 kV or more, G.O. 131-D requires PG&E to
obtain a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) from
the CPUC unless one of the following exemptions applies: the
replacement of existing power line facilities or supporting structures with
equivalent facilities or structures, the minor relocation of existing
facilities, the conversion of existing overhead lines (greater than 200 kV)
to underground, or the placing of new or additional conductors,
insulators, or their accessories on or replacement of supporting
structures already built. Obtaining a CPCN can take as much as 18
months or more if the CPUC needs to conduct its own CEQA review,
while a CPCN with the environmental review already done would take an
average of four to six months.

In summary, regardless of the voltage of PG&E’s facilities that must be
relocated, PG&E recommends that the Authority include a description
and environmental evaluation of the relocations in its CEQA review so

BO135-1
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that permitting for the relocation of PG&E facilities does not delay the
Authority’s project. The proposed project’s potential relocations,
modification, alteration, or addition of PG&E’s electric transmission
facilities and substations should be coordinated with PG&E prior to the
finalization of the proposed project’s EIR/EIS. According to the Public
Utilities and Energy Section of Final EIR/EIS, it only states that the
Authority “would work with utility owners during the final engineering
design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or protect them
in place” and not during the environmental document phase of the
project. Instead, PG&E recommends that the Authority consult with
PG&E on specifically identifying, evaluating, and describing in the
proposed project’s Final EIR/EIS the proposed work, locations, and
impacts to these transmission facilities and substations. This would
include but not be limited to the following:

•	Footprint of such facilities and substations with proposed construction to
be included in the habitat and wetland total affected acreages of the
Biological Resources and Wetlands Section (Section 3.7).

•	Historical resources 45 years and older impacted by construction of
such facilities and substations to be included in the Cultural Resource
Section (Section 3.17).

•	Visual simulations of such facilities and substations after construction to
be included and evaluated in the Aesthetic and Visual Resources
Section (Section 3.16).

•	A commitment that the work and impacts of such facilities and
substations to be included as appropriate in the permits and
authorizations required by resource agencies which includes the
Biological Opinion (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service), 401 (California
Regional Water Quality Control Board), 404 (U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers), Streambed Alteration Agreement (California Department of
Fish and Game), and the concurrence with the cultural resource findings
by the California State Historic Preservation Officer.

These actions could potentially reduce the project’s cost and schedule
by eliminating the need for additional environmental evaluation for the
modification of the electric transmission and substation facilities. The
Public Utilities and Energy Section does not identify all or evaluate
potential impacts to specific PG&E facilities. The Authority should
consult with PG&E for additional information and assistance in the
development of potential impacts to PG&E facilities to make this a
legally-adequate environmental review.

Planned and Unplanned PG&E Projects

PG&E also recommends that the Authority consult with PG&E on
planned and potential future PG&E facility improvements and expansion
plans. It is recommended that the Authority should identify and evaluate
early on with PG&E potential future impacts to PG&E facilities and the
potential for those facilities to accommodate future electricity and gas
demand.

Access and Maintenance

The Public Utilities and Energy Section (Section 3.6), states the High-
Speed Train “right-of-way would be fenced and secured after
construction, and maintenance access for utilities that remain within the
right-of-way would be limited.” PG&E owns and operates electric and
gas transmission lines and distribution facilities, substations and other
PG&E facilities and properties along the proposed project boundaries.

BO135-1

BO135-2

BO135-3

BO135-4

BO135-5

BO135-6

BO135-7

To promote the safe and reliable maintenance and operation of utility
facilities, the CPUC has mandated specific clearance requirements
between utility facilities and surrounding objects or construction
activities. To ensure compliance with these standards, the Authority
should coordinate with PG&E early in the development of their project
plans. Any proposed development should provide for unrestricted utility
access and prevent easement encroachment where possible that might
impair the safe and reliable maintenance and operation of PG&E’s
facilities.

Utility Coordination

According to the Public Utilities and Energy Section, it states that the
Authority “would work with utility owners during the final engineering
design and construction of the project to relocate utilities or protect them
in place.” PG&E recommends for the Authority to coordinate with PG&E
during all project phases including the environmental document/project
report, permitting, engineering and design, right-of-way acquisition, and
construction phases.

Permitting
PG&E recommends that the Authority coordinate with PG&E on the
development and review of agency permits and authorizations required.
Construction work and design of utility facilities should be included as
appropriate in the permits and authorizations required by resource
agencies which includes the Biological Opinion (U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service), 401 (California Regional Water Quality Control Board), 404
(U.S. Army Corps of Engineers), Streambed Alteration Agreement
(California Department of Fish and Game), and the concurrence with the
cultural resource findings by the California State Historic Preservation
Officer.

Engineering and Design
PG&E recommends that the Authority coordinate with PG&E on potential
utility design and high-speed rail design adjacent to PG&E facilities
during and prior to the design phases including the environmental
document phase. Conceptual designs should be discussed early so that
potential utility impacts could be adequately detailed in the Final EIR/EIS
(See above, General Order 131-D). Early coordination would also avoid
and minimize utility impacts such as ensuring proper rail facility vertical
clearances for utility towers.

Right-of-Way
PG&E recommends that the Authority coordinate with PG&E during the
right-of-way phase to ensure PG&E utility right-of-way rights are properly
negotiated and terms satisfactory to PG&E requirements.

Electricity Demand

The Public Utilities and Energy Section, states that “Although it is not
possible to predict supplies for 2035, provided the planning period
available and the known demand from the project, energy providers
have sufficient information to include the HST (High-Speed Train) in their
demand forecasts.” The Final also shows a prediction that the Fresno to
Bakersfield Section would require approximately 78 MW of additional
peak capacity by 2020. PG&E recommends that the Authority consult
with PG&E on determining the forecasted electricity demand of the
Fresno to Bakersfield Section.

Construction

The Public Utilities and Energy Section did not provide specifics of

BO135-7
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planned and accidental disruptions to PG&E utility services due to
construction impacts. The Final EIR/EIS should include specific plans to
alleviate these disruptions and that the Authority would coordinate with
PG&E on these plans.
In addition, Table S-3 in the Summary of the Draft EIR/EIS, the
document shows no mitigation required for public utilities and energy
due to construction impacts or project impacts. PG&E recommends that
this should be reevaluated and that the Authority should correspond with
PG&E concerning potential mitigation measures prior to the finalization
of the EIR/EIS.

Growth and Development
The Regional Growth Section (Section 3.18) asserts that “Because
existing urban spheres of influence could accommodate the growth,
physical extension of utilities such as electrical transmission, natural
gas, water supply, and wastewater lines would not be any greater than
already planned under the current city and county policies.” However,
PG&E is concerned that the project may require further expansion of
electrical transmission and gas facilities beyond what is presently
anticipated to accommodate expected growth. The proposed project
would have potential direct and indirect consequence on growth and
development, which includes local and regional populations to be
redistributed and expected growth trends to alter, thus changing the
electricity demand profile. Expansion of distribution and transmission
lines and related facilities is a necessary consequence of this growth
and development. In addition to adding new distribution feeders, the
range of electric system improvements needed to accommodate growth
may include upgrading existing substation and transmission line
equipment, expanding existing substations to their ultimate build-out
capacity, and building new substations and interconnecting transmission
lines. Comparable upgrades or additions needed to accommodate
additional load on the gas system could include facilities such as
regulator stations, odorizor stations, valve lots, and distribution and
transmission lines.

Cumulative Impacts

The Cumulative Impacts Section (Section 3.19) did not identify and
evaluate all PG&E facilities that would be impacted by the proposed
project in order to determine that there would not be “…cumulatively
considerable under CEQA.” PG&E requests that the Final EIR/EIS
include adequate evaluation of cumulative impacts to utility systems
including impacts to the utility facilities needed to serve the proposed
project and any potential environmental issues associated with
extending utility service to the proposed project. This will assure the
project’s compliance with CEQA and G.O. 131-D and reduce potential
delays to the project schedule.

Utility Locations

Appendix 3.1-A (Project Footprint) of Volume II does not include all
PG&E facilities within or adjacent to the project area. The Authority
should coordinate early with PG&E on identifying and evaluating these
locations and designating them in the mappings prior to the finalization
of the EIR/EIS.

Substation Impacts

The Public Utilities and Energy Section does not show any level of
impact to PG&E substations. The Final EIR/EIS should include the
identification and locations of the Preferred Alternative impacts to PG&E
substations and the work required. This would include the proposed

BO135-12

BO135-13

BO135-14

BO135-15

connections from the proposed project to PG&E substations. The
Authority should coordinate early with PG&E on identifying and
evaluating the potential substation impacts. The Final EIR/EIS should
also include in the Public Utilities and Energy Section the following
language found in the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement for the California High-Speed Train Project, Fresno to
Bakersfield Section:

“Where the alignments would conflict with existing electrical substations,
there is a potential for a …and a significant impact under CEQA. Where
possible, portions of HST (High-Speed Train) alignment would be
redesigned to avoid impacts; this would reduce the impact…less than
significant under CEQA. If redesign is not feasible, the impact would
remain…significant under CEQA.”

Corcoran Substation

The Corcoran Substation located in the City of Corcoran, would be
potentially impacted by the proposed project. The substation and
proposed work should be identified and the impact evaluated in the Final
EIR/EIS.

The Corcoran Substation is comprised of: one 115/70 kV 90 MVA
transformer, two 115/12 kV 30 MVA transformers, three 115 kV lines,
two 70 kV lines, and six 12kV feeders. The proposed Corcoran Bypass
Subsection, Alignment C-2 of the Roadway and Grade Separation
Plans, Volume III (page 97, Part 1 of 2) is not recommended for the
following reasons:

•	This alignment would block the entrances to the 115/70kV single-phase
mobile transformers as well as the entrances to our three-phase 115-
12kV mobiles transformers as well as to three-phase 115-12kV mobiles
transformer, and equipment in general. The mobile transformers are
used in case of transformer failure or planned maintenance.

•	The “Limit of Ditch” and the “Limit of Ditch toe of Fill” would need to
come into the substation, triggering the need to relocate 115kV transfer
bus. There would not be enough space for the bus to be modified or
relocated.

•	The adjacent empty space, fenced, west of the substation is owned by
PG&E, but in 2012 PG&E plans to install one new 115/70 kV bank and
build a new 70kV bus and terminate the two 70kV lines in a double bus
configuration. This station would be built out with no room for future
expansion. Any interconnection to the 115kV bus would trigger a costly
bus conversion and PG&E would not have land available for this
conversion.

PG&E recommends that the Corcoran Highway Overpass move further
south to avoid blocking the access to the Corcoran Substation.

Conclusion

PG&E is committed to working with the California High-Speed Rail
Authority on the proposed rail project from Fresno to Bakersfield while
maintaining its commitment to provide timely, reliable and cost effective
gas and electric service to its PG&E customers. Please contact me by
telephoning (559) 263-7372 or emailing me at DWO4@PGE.COM if you
have any questions concerning our comments. We would also
appreciate being copied on future correspondence regarding this subject
as this project develops.

BO135-15

BO135-16

Submission BO135 (Dale Overbay, Pacific Gas & Electric Company, October 12, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Businesses and Organizations

Page 21-620



Sincerely,

Dale Overbay, PLS
Land Agent

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-01.

The project team has been coordinating with and will continue to actively coordinate with

PG&E during the early design phases of the project to identify, describe, and evaluate

the HST's potential impact on existing electrical and gas infrastructure. As appropriate

and commensurate to the early stage of engineering design, modifications have been

made to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS to reflect the comments provided (see

Section 3.6.2, Laws, Regulations, and Orders). Where the project would require

modification of any electrical substation or electrical transmission, power, or distribution

line, such modifications would be conducted in compliance with the California Public

Utilities Commission’s General Order 131-D. The Authority will assist utility providers

in applying for a permit from the CPUC under CPUC General Order 131-D, including the

need for any additional environmental review necessary for transmission line relocation

or extension, or other new or modified facilities, and any localized increase in electrical

loads identified as part of the more detailed design.

BO135-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

Section 3.7.5 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS presents the impacts ton

biological resources from construction and operation of the proposed HSTproject. The

Authority is actively assimilating information on existing andplanned utilities. The design

presented in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS is based on preliminary engineering.

The Authority will coordinate with utility owners to refinethis information, identifying and

evaluating all known facilities within thefootprint during future design phases. The

Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS further states that ifutilities cannot be relocated or

modified within the construction footprintdefined in Chapter 2, Alternatives, a

supplemental environmental analysis wouldbe conducted, if necessary.

BO135-3

The survey and evaluation of built-environment resources within the Area of Potential

Effect (APE) for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section included evaluation of three Pacific

Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) substations, one each in Fresno, Corcoran, and

Wasco. The evaluations concluded that none of these substations meets the criteria for

BO135-3

listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (Section 106 of the National

Historic Preservation Act [NHPA]) or the California Register of Historical Resources

(CRHR) (for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA]) (see the

Historic Architectural Survey Report [HASR] (Authority and FRA 2011b). Because none

of these substations meets the criteria for listing, no further evaluation or mitigation is

required under Section 106 of the NHPA or CEQA as it pertains to historical resources.

BO135-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-01.

Visual simulations of the PG&E facilities required for the proposed project (e.g.,

transmission line upgrades, substations) were not prepared for the Revised

DEIS/Supplemental DEIS. As stated in Section 2.2.6, Traction Power Distribution, of the

Revised DEIS/Supplemental DEIS, when electrification of the system is required,

PG&E will design and implement changes to its transmission lines, including completion

of environmental review and clearance of the reconstruction of the transmission lines.

BO135-5

The project team has been and will continue to actively coordinate with PG&E during the

early design phases of the project to identify, describe, and evaluate the HST's potential

impact on existing electrical and gas infrastructure. As appropriate and commensurate

to the early stage of engineering design, modifications have been made to the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS to reflect the comments provided (see Section 3.6.2, Laws,

Regulations, and Orders). Where the project would require modification of any electrical

substation or electrical transmission, power, or distribution line, such modifications

would be conducted in compliance with the California Public Utilities Commission’s

General Order 131-D. Also see Master Response FB-Response-PU&E-01: Analysis of

Traction Power Stations and Project Driven Transmission Line Upgrades.

Section 3.7.5 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS presents the impacts on

biological resources from construction and operation of the proposed HST project. The

Authority is actively assimilating information on existing and planned utilities. The design

presented in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS is preliminary (15%–30% complete).

The Authority will coordinate with utility owners to refine this information, identifying and
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evaluating all known facilities within the footprint during future design phases. The

Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS further states that if utilities cannot be relocated or

modified within the construction footprint defined in Chapter 2, Alternatives, a

supplemental environmental analysis would be conducted, if necessary. Also see

Master Response FB–Response-PU&E-03: Utility Coordination for Final Design.

BO135-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

The project team has been coordinating with and will continue to actively coordinate with

PG&Eduring the early design phases of the project to identify, describe, andevaluate the

HST's potential impact on existing electrical and gasinfrastructure.

BO135-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

BO135-8

As design progresses further, the Authority will pursue necessary permits and approvals

from other agencies, such as the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Section 404 water

quality permit) and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Section 1600 et seq.

streambed alteration agreement and Section 2081 incidental take permit). Permit

applications review will be coordinated with PG&E if it would affect utilities owned by

PG&E.

BO135-9

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

BO135-10

The Authority is coordinating with PG&E and will continue to work with PG&E on right-

of-way acquisition, including negotiation of rights and terms for utility right-of-way.

BO135-11

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-01.

BO135-11

The project team has been coordinating and will continue to actively coordinate with

PG&E during the early design phases of the project to identify, describe, and evaluate

the HST's potential impact on existing electrical and gas infrastructure. As appropriate

and commensurate to the early stage of engineering design, modifications have been

made to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS to reflect the comments provided (see

Section 3.6.2, Laws, Regulations, and Orders). Where the project would require

modification of any electrical substation or electrical transmission, power, or distribution

line, such modifications would be conducted in compliance with the California Public

Utilities Commission’s General Order 131-D. The Authority will assist utility providers

in applying for a permit from the CPUC under CPUC General Order 131-D, including the

need for any additional environmental review necessary for transmission line relocation

or extension, or other new or modified facilities, and any localized increase in electrical

loads identified as part of the more detailed design.

BO135-12

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.

BO135-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02.

The project would be served by PG&E, utilizing existing energy capacity. Power for the

HST project will come from the electrical grid. As a result, the specific location of the

generation facilities that will provide this power cannot be known. Similarly, it is not

possible to know the location or characteristics of future generation plants, solar energy

facilities, or other sources of power supplied to the grid. Therefore, these cannot be

analyzed as part of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section EIR/EIS without resorting to

unreasonable levels of speculation. Any future power generation facilities needed by

PG&E to supply the power commitment will be analyzed separately for potential

environmental impacts.

BO135-14

The impacts of the HST project on PG&E facilities, including the need for additional
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facilities to serve the project, are direct impacts and are analyzed in Section 3.6, Public

Utilities and Energy, in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. Proposed modifications

to electrical facilities, including transmission line upgrades and additions, are discussed

for each HST alternative in Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS, which describes the project elements. The cumulative analysis provided in

Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts, evaluates the potential impacts of the HST project in

combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects. These

projects are listed in Appendix 3.19-A and Appendix 3.19-B.

Cumulative impacts to utilities are described in Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts,

subsection Utilities. The designs presented in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS are

preliminary (15% to 30% complete) and as the designs are refined, the Authority will

continue assimilating information on existing and planned utilities. The Authority will

coordinate with utility owners to refine this information, identifying and evaluating all

known facilities within the footprint during future design phases. The Authority will also

be meeting with local districts, municipalities, and other entities (e.g., private companies)

to develop Memoranda of Agreement that will define terms and conditions to resolve

utility conflicts, including funding by the Authority to reimburse costs incurred as a result

of the HST project. As necessary, the Authority will coordinate with the appropriate state

agencies to facilitate oversight of these activities.

BO135-15

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-01, FB-Response-PU&E-03.

BO135-16

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03.
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Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 – July 2012) - RECORD #387 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/3/2011
Response Requested :
Affiliation Type : Businesses and Organizations
Interest As : Businesses And Organizations
Submission Date : 10/3/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Patricia
Last Name : Mora
Professional Title :
Business/Organization : Pattys Beauty Place
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : 93305
Telephone :
Email : a.castro7592@yahoo.com
Cell Phone :
EIR/EIS Comment : Yes
Stakeholder Comments/Issues : We are 9 workers, we work at a shop in the Mercado Latino. We are worried

for our jobs, if the Mercado Latino gets tiered down we and other workers will
loose our jobs.

We would like to know if have Superior chances in working in this project.
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Submission BO136 (Patricia Mora, Pattys Beauty Place, October 3, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-18.

For information on local job training programs and contracting opportunities, please visit

the California High-Speed Rail Authority's website.

BO136-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-18.
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Submission BO137 (Michael Nordstrom, Peoples Ditch Co., et al. (Atty. for), Law Offices of
Michael N. Nordstrom, September 20, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-03.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-

Response-GENERAL-04.

The Authority will work with the property owner during the appraisal process to ensure

the propert owner receives just compensation for project damages. The design and

permitting costs of new wastewater disposal fields will be analyzed in the appraisal with

consultation from experts in the field and compensation will be estimated accordingly.

The appraisal process will also evaluate the loss of access to the feed mill. If

access to existing facilities cannot be accommodated by the HST project and BNSF

Railway, the Authority will provide compensation for relocation of the feed mill.

Response to Submission BO139 (Bruce R. Schweitzer, PFFJ Farms (Hormel Foods Corporation),
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September 22, 2011 

 

Tom Umberg, Chair 

Board of Directors 

California High-Speed Rail Authority  

770 L Street, Suite 800 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

RE: Request for Additional Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period- Fresno to Bakersfield 

Section and Merced to Fresno Section 

 

Dear Chairperson Umberg and Board Members: 

 

The Planning and Conservation League request that the Board of Directors of the California 

High-Speed Rail Authority extend the comment period on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

(EIR) and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that the Authority has prepared on the 

Fresno to Bakersfield and Merced to Fresno section. On August 9, 2011, the Authority released a 

draft EIR/EIS on the Fresno to Bakersfield and Merced to Fresno alignment and indicated that 

comments pertaining to that document were to be submitted no later than September 28, 2011. 

While this was later extended to October 13, 2011, this is still inadequate time to review a project of 

this magnitude.  We request that immediate action be taken to extend the deadline to mid-

February, allowing a 6 month comment period. This is the amount of time necessary to thoroughly 

review thes massive and important documents, which contains over 17,000 pages.   

 

Both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental 

Policy Act (NEPA) were put in place to ensure that governmental decisions potentially affecting the 

environment are made only after the decision makers are fully informed of the potential 

environmental implications. The current deadline does not facilitate the type of public of public 

participation and comment that both CEQA and NEPA require. Without sufficient time for 

community groups to adequately review the Draft EIR/EIS, the Authority will not have the 

information needed to make sound decisions on the Fresno to Bakersfield and Merced to Fresno 

sections. 

This project deserves a 6 month review period to ensure that all relevant comments are 

received on the largest infrastructure project to be attempted in recent California history. Your 

consideration is appreciated.  

 

Sincerely, 

         
        Jena Price   

Legislative Director                      

Planning and Conservation League 

BO140-1

Submission BO140 (Jena Price, Planning and Conservation League, September 27, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #693 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 10/13/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Business
Submission Date : 10/13/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Alexander
Last Name : Brown
Professional Title : General Presbyter and Stated Clerk
Business/Organization : Presbytery of San Joaquin
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Bakersfield
State : CA
Zip Code : 93312
Telephone :
Email : executive@sjpresbytery.org
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
Cell Phone :
Add to Mailing List : Yes

Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

Kern County Planning and Community Development Department
2700 “M” Street, Suite 100
Bakersfield, CA  93301

September 21, 2011

Reference:	GPA #8, Map #102-29; ZCC #38, Map #102-29
		PD Plan #27, Map #102-29

To Whom It May Concern,
I write on behalf of the Bakersfield Korean Presbyterian Church located
at 1601 Art Street in Bakersfield, and on behalf of the Presbytery of San
Joaquin.  The Presbytery is the supervising body for the Bakersfield
Korean Presbyterian Church and is ultimately responsible for all real
property controlled by our member congregations.
It has come to our attention that the rail line for the California High
Speed Rail Project will cut directly through the location of the building of
the Korean Church.  Losing this facility will harm this congregation in
many ways.  The process of locating new property and building or
renovating a new worship facility is a tremendous hardship for a
congregation.  They have only recently finished their work in their current
facility. While we know that the church will be paid for the property we
are not at all sure that the payment will be enough to relocate.
In addition to the difficulty of relocating their facility such a forced move
would be extremely disruptive to their church community.  Most of the
members of the church live close by the current location.  For the church
meeting place to be moved to another place in Bakersfield would result
in the loss of members who would not want to drive a distance to
worship and meetings.
I am aware that there are other routes being considered by the High
Speed Rail Commission.  I urge you to look upon the existing
businesses and churches, such as Bakersfield Korean Presbyterian
Church, and see the extreme difficulty that would be forced upon them
by this route for the High Speed Rail line.  Please choose another route.

Blessings,

Rev. Alexander Brown, General Presbyter and Stated Clerk
Presbytery of San Joaquin
executive@sjpresbytery.org

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

BO141-1
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Submission BO141 (Alexander Brown, Presbytery of San Joaquin, October 13, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01.

Please see Section 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report for an

explanation of the impacts on the Korean Presbyterian Church, and refer to the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for

information related to the relocation of important community facilities (Authority and FRA

2012g).

BO141-2

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

Please see Section 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report for an

explanation of the impacts on the Korean Presbyterian Church, and refer to the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for

information related to the relocation of important community facilities (Authority and FRA

2012g).
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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October 5, 2011 
 
Roelof van Ark 
Chief Executive Officer 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS Comments 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
Dear Mr. van Ark: 
 
The Professional Engineers in California Government (PECG) respectfully submit the 
following for inclusion in the public comments on the Fresno to Bakersfield Draft 
EIR/EIS for the California High-Speed Rail System.  
 
The Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS contains references to 43 potential interactions 
with Caltrans state highway facilities (Table 2-14, Page 2-74).  This includes the potential 
reconfiguration of State Route 46 and State Route 137.  PECG strongly urges the 
Authority to work together with Caltrans to ensure that the department, not a private 
contractor, performs the engineering and related work on the state highway system.  
Caltrans has the skilled staff of engineers and related professionals to conduct the design 
and construction inspection for this critical piece of the high-speed rail work.   
 
Caltrans should also take responsibility for all design and inspection work conducted on 
interactions with the state highway system.  These include grade separations whenever 
the train goes under or over a state highway.  Since these are components of the state 
highway system under Caltrans’ authority and eventual responsibility, the department 
should conduct the design and inspection to ensure a safe and effective product.  This 
should not be left in the hands of contractors inspecting each other’s work.  
 
Caltrans could also perform the construction inspection for relocation of other streets and 
roads involved in this project enabling the Authority to deliver the project in a more cost-
effective manner.  The 2010-2011 state budget shows the Authority spends $426,000 per 
outsourced engineer per year.  A Caltrans engineer cost just $113,000 per year.  When 
working on such a tight budget with plenty of critical eyes watching, we encourage the 
Authority to make every effort to save money and increase public oversight. 
 
 
 

BO143-1

Page 2 
PECG Public Comments 
Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS 
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We encourage you to take these comments under consideration as you move toward a 
final EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield section.  For additional information, please 
contact Ryan Endean in our Sacramento office at (916) 446-0400 or rendean@pecg.org. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Matt Hanson 
PECG President 
 
 
ABOUT PECG 
PECG represents 13,000 state-employed engineers and related professionals responsible 
for designing and inspecting California’s infrastructure, improving air and water quality, 
and developing clean energy and green technology. 
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The Authority and FRA are committed to working with local, regional, and federal

agencies to ensure consensus as the project progresses.
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