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There are no specific plans for integration of the HST, Amtrak, and transit services at

this time. However, in approving Proposition 1A, voters gave the state tools to do two

things:

·         Provide the HST connection between California’s economic centers.

·         Enhance the regional/commuter rail systems that will tie into that HST connection.

The Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) ties together these two goals and

can help advance both simultaneously.

Of the $950 million in Proposition 1A set aside to enhance regional rail systems, $190

million is allocated to the state’s three intercity rail lines (the Capitol Corridor, the San

Joaquin, and the Pacific Surfliner lines) and $760 million is allocated to local and

regional/commuter rail systems. Proposition 1A gave approval authority over project

selection to the California Transportation Commission (CTC).

The $760 million for regional/commuter rail systems was allocated to 10 agencies based

on existing state formula distributions. Because these 10 systems will connect directly

with the high-speed system, it is imperative that the state and regional/local agencies

work cooperatively to ensure those linkages are efficient and effective. The 10 agencies

are as follows:

·         Altamont Commuter Express (ACE)

·         Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA)

·         North Coast Transit District, San Diego County (NCTD)

·         Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (Caltrain)

·         Sacramento Regional Transit District (RT)

·         San Diego Trolley, Inc.

·         San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)

·         San Francisco Municipal Railway Transit System (MUNI)

·         Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA)

·         Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink)

In February 2010, the CTC adopted guidelines for the program. Those guidelines state

that “the Commission will give priority to those projects that provide direct connectivity to

the high-speed train system.” A program of projects was identified and adopted by the

CTC in May 2010. However, to date, of the $760 million, only $45.5 million has been
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appropriated, specifically to advance important safety programs. Two governors have

vetoed the appropriation of additional funding, each citing the lack of a coordinated plan

for improvements, as called for in Proposition 1A and the CTC guidelines. As part of the

implementation strategy of early investment, the CTC has begun to work collaboratively

with regional transportation agencies to reach agreement on a package of investments

that will provide near-term local benefits and address previous concerns that resulted in

vetoes. Success will allow regional agencies to put their shares of these funds to use for

important projects—creating jobs, transportation improvements, and economic activity

as the system progresses, as well as increasing the overall rail-system capacity to

support high-speed rail.

A goal of this collaboration is to identify and move forward with a program of “early

investments” in the regional/commuter rail systems. These investments will provide two

levels of benefit: first, they will benefit the riders of those systems prior to being

connected to the high-speed system. Second, as the high-speed system is developed

and connects with these systems, they will provide the basis for enhanced blended

operations. Some of the property or rail corridors involved in this network are owned by

private parties or share operations by freight and passenger services, meaning that

cooperative approaches will need to be further developed among public and private

parties.
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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 Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. For information on the property acquisition and compensation

process, see Volume II, Appendix 3.12-A.
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As discussed in Section 3.11 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, a horizontal

separation of approximately 102 feet between the centerlines of adjacent conventional

and HST trackways has been determined by FRA to be a distance sufficient to require

no additional intrusion protection. In the Fresno to Bakersfield Section, there would be a

barrier between the HST and UPRR from the northern end of the station tracks near

Amador Street to about 700 feet south of Ventura Street. South of that point, the HST

and UPRR would be separated by at least 102 feet.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-01, FB-Response-AG-06.

Fresno to Bakersfield project alternatives exist to both the east and west of the existing

BNSF Railway right-of-way at SR 43 and Nevada Avenue, north of Corcoran. The BNSF

Alternative would travel on the western side of of the BNSF Railway right-of-way, while

both the Corcoran Elevated and Corcoran Bypass alternatives would travel on the

eastern side of the BNSF Railway right-of-way.

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 Authority's

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.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06 and FB-Response-N&V-01.

See Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.14-B for impacts on confined animal agriculture.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#9 for information on noise effects on grazing

animals.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03, FB-Response-S&S-01.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02 and FB-Response-

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

An individual Clean Water Act 404 permit is required for the proposed project from the

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. In accordance with 40 CFR 230, projects that impact

waters of the U.S., including the seasonal wetlands referenced in this comment, must

first do all that is possible to avoid direct impacts on those waters. Where waters of the

U.S. cannot be avoided, all practicaFRAble measures must be taken to minimize those

impacts. After all that can practicably be done to avoid and minimize impacts on waters

of the U.S., the remaining impacts on waters of the U.S. must be mitigated. The law

does not allow mitigation first before all practicable alternatives to avoid and minimize

impacts have been achieved.

The suggestion to move the Tulare Lakebed Mitigation Site (referred to by the

commenter as the “bird sanctuary”) so that the alignment could follow the power lines is

not feasible. The suggestion would result in complicated logistical and permitting issues

beyond the control of the Authority and FRA. The Tulare Lakebed Mitigation Site has an

executed conservation easement, Operation and Maintenance Manual, and existing

supporting infrastructure, and the relocation of this important wildlife habitat is not

feasible.

Furthermore, as part of the NEPA/404/408 Integration Memorandum of Understanding

and the Section 404 discharge of materials into aquatic resource permitting by the U.S.

Army Corp of the Engineers, the Authority, and FRA are required to demonstrate

avoidance of aquatic resources (FRA et al. 2010). The design around the Tulare

Lakebed Mitigation Site makes significant reduction in impacts on these resources.

Section 2.4 of the Final EIR/EIS states that alternatives were refined in the area to avoid

special aquatic resources features, including the Tulare Lakebed Mitigation Site. Section

3.7.4.5 describes the Tulare Lakebed Mitigation Site in more detail.
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