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Comments acknowledged.
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457-1

Information specific to oil and gas wells has been added to Section 3.10 Hazardous

Materials and Wastes. Any work near a critical well would be coordinated with the

California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources,

or their designee.

457-2

Additional analysis has been conducted to characterize wells the study area. The results

indicate that the ten wells in or near the HST alternative alignments are plugged and

abandoned dry holes. Information on oil wells, including applicable regulations and

analysis of potential impacts has been added to Section 3.10 Hazardous Materials and

Wastes.

Response to Submission 457 (Yuko Sakano, California Department of Conservation, September
30, 2011)
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Merced - Fresno - RECORD #385 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 9/30/2011
Response Requested :
Stakeholder Type : Environmental Agency
Submission Date : 9/30/2011
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Jacquelyn
Last Name : Ramsey
Professional Title : Environmental Planner
Business/Organization : Department of Conservation
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Sacramento
State : CA
Zip Code : 95814
Telephone : (916) 323-2379
Email : Jacquelyn.Ramsey@conservation.ca.gov
Cell Phone :
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield, Merced - Fresno
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

The Department of Conservation is in the process of reviewing the High
Speed Rail Authority’s Notice of Public Acquisition notification for the
both the Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the California High-Speed
Train Project and the Merced to Fresno Section (Government Code
section 51291 (a)).  The review of both projects is occurring concurrently
with the Department of Food and Agriculture’s review as required in
statute pursuant to Government Code section 51291 (a).   The
Department is requesting an extension of 30 days in addition to the
requirement in statute to complete the review within 30 days of receipt
due to the time constraints included in Williamson Act Statute and the
amount of materials which must be reviewed.  The extension will allow
staff sufficient time to review the more than 1,200+ pages of documents,
including 148 properties restricted by Williamson Act contracts,  maps of
the routes and related materials provide by the High Speed Rail
Authority for the Department’s review. and in coordination with the
Department of Food and Agriculture, provide the CA High Speed-Train
with the Department’s comment response .  The total number of days
requested is 60 days.  The Department has already completed an
extensive review of the environmental documents. Public Acquisition
review procedure is a separate process stipulated in Government Code
sections 51290 – 51295.   The Department looks forward to hearing from
you with regard to its request.  If you have questions or concerns please
contact by telephoning me at the number noted below, or by e-mail.
Thank you.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes

385-1

Submission 385 (Jacquelyn Ramsey, California Department of Conservation, September 30, 2011)
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385-1

The Authority will comply with all requirements of the Williamson Act for notice and land

acquisition.

Response to Submission 385 (Jacquelyn Ramsey, California Department of Conservation,
September 30, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-9



609-1

609-1

609-2

609-3

609-4

609-5

Submission 609 (Deborah Hysen, California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation,
October 12, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-10



609-6

Submission 609 (Deborah Hysen, California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation,
October 12, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-11



609-1

All of the proposed alignments would maintain the continued operation of Avenue 24 as

part of the local street system. The UPRR/SR 99 and Hybrid alternatives would maintain

the operation of Road 22 as it exists today. The BNSF Alternative would close the

existing crossing of Road 22 and the BNSF railroad, and travelers would be required to

cross the BNSF railroad and the HST tracks on either Avenue 24 or Avenue 26.

Operations on Road 22 to each side of the railroad and HST tracks would be

maintained.

609-2

If the BNSF Alternative with the Ave 24 Wye were chosen as the Preferred Alternative,

mitigation measure S&S-MM#1 would be implemented. In response to these comments,

the mitigation measure has been revised in the EIR/EIS to remove the language

regarding the elimination of the overpass along Road 21, which would occur if the

alignment were to remain within VSPW property, and to instead commit solely to

relocating the alignment outside of VSPW property.

609-3

If the BNSF Alternative with the Ave 24 Wye were chosen as the Preferred Alternative,

mitigation measure S&S-MM#1 would be implemented. In response to these comments,

the mitigation measure has been revised in the EIR/EIS to remove the language

regarding the elimination of the overpass along Road 21, which would occur if the

alignment were to remain within VSPW property, and to instead commit solely to

relocating the alignment outside of VSPW property.

609-4

If the BNSF Alternative with the Ave 24 Wye were chosen as the Preferred Alternative,

mitigation measure S&S-MM#1 would be implemented. In response to these comments,

the mitigation measure has been revised in the EIR/EIS to remove the language

regarding the elimination of the overpass along Road 21, which would occur if the

alignment were to remain within VSPW property, and to instead commit solely to

relocating the alignment outside of VSPW property.

609-5

If the BNSF Alternative with the Ave 24 Wye were chosen as the Preferred Alternative,

609-5

mitigation measure S&S-MM#1 would be implemented. In response to these comments,

the mitigation measure has been revised in the EIR/EIS to remove the language

regarding the elimination of the overpass along Road 21, which would occur if the

alignment were to remain within VSPW property, and to instead commit solely to

relocating the alignment outside of VSPW property.

609-6

The proposed alignment of the southbound leg of the Ave 24 Wye with the BNSF and

Hybrid alternatives cannot be shifted off of CCWF lands without causing additional

significant impacts on other resources. To address CDCR concerns, the following text

has been added to the impacts discussion in Section 3.11, Safety and Security, in the

EIR/EIS: "The placement of the alignment would affect a portion of the agricultural

property operated by the prison and could potentially affect the prison’s ability to expand

adjacent wastewater treatment facilities and operations in the future." The following text

has also been added there: "The Authority would compensate the California Department

of Corrections and Rehabilitation for any acquisition of CCWF property by following the

requirements of the Uniform Relocation Act and/or through the provision of additional

land adjacent to the existing CCWF property."

Response to Submission 609 (Deborah Hysen, California Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation, October 12, 2011)
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632-1

Landfills in the HST study area are addressed in the EIR/EIS. Castle Air Force Base

Landfill #1 and the Le Grand Disposal Site have been evaluated and do not indicate that

landfill gas is a cause for elevated concern. As detailed in Section 3.10.5.3 of the

EIR/EIS, a hazardous materials contingency plan and best management practices would

be implemented; including personal protective equipment and personnel training. These

standard practices would further alleviate the potential for a dangerous release of

methane gas by establishing procedures and educating project personnel on the proper

management of a landfill gas hazard.Landfills near the study area include two historical

burn dumps, closed landfills, and an active municipal landfill. Typically, old burn dumps

pose a limited landfill gas risk, as the organic material that would normally decompose to

form methane has been burned and cannot further decompose. However, the risk will

vary based on the degree to which each site was burned, if additional waste was placed

(legally or illegally), and whether the waste was burned before landfill gas had the

chance to be generated. Under current regulations, all operating and most closed

landfills are required to have landfill gas migration control systems and monitoring

programs. Additionally, most active and many closed landfills have landfill gas capture

and treatment/destruction systems. If these systems are operated as designed and

permitted, are monitored for landfill gas migration, and any exceedences of regulatory

thresholds are currently mitigated, then the potential for methane to impact the project

should be minimal. All work within 1,000 feet of a landfill would require methane

protection measures pursuant to Title 27 and would be coordinated with CalRecyle.

Because of the low potential for landfill gas release and the existing regulatory

framework, the impact related to explosion risk would be less than significant under

CEQA and of moderate intensity under NEPA. Refer to Section 3.10 Hazardous

Materials and Wastes for additional information.

632-2

Mr. Paul Wrighton of the Merced County Department of Environmental Health was

contacted on May 19, 2010 to discuss sites of potential concern within the Department's

purview. Refer to Hazardous Materials and Wastes Technical Report (available at

http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/assets/0/152/303/306/46299433-805f-4e4e-8238-

df1ac30c6ca8.pdf) for additional information. As expressed in the EIR/EIS, the Authority

is aware that undocumented contamination could be encountered during construction

activities and is committed to work closely with local agencies to resolve any such

632-2

conflicts. A construction management plan would be prepared that prescribes activities

for workers to follow in areas with suspected presence of undocumented soil or

groundwater. Refer to EIR/EIS Section 3.10, Hazardous Materials and Wastes, for

additional information.The proper mailing addresses for the staff of CalRecycle’s

Permitting and Certification Deivision have been noted.

Response to Submission 632 (Lynn E. Smith, California Department of Resources Recycling
and Recovery, October 10, 2011)
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964-1

These items will be considered during 30% design as applicable. However, where HST

tracks are aerial adjacent to at-grade RR tracks, grade separation of non-HST tracks

may not be feasible.

964-2

The accident counts in Table 3.11A-1 reflect the total accidents that occurred in each

county between January 2004 and November 2010, as summarized in FRA Table 3.09

Accident Summary (Federal Railroad Administration (FRA). 2011. Table 3.09: Accident

Summary. Available at http://safetydata.fra.dot.gov/OfficeofSafety/. Accessed May 2011.

Washington, DC.). The FRA defines "accidents" as the entire list of reportable events,

including collisions, derailments, and other events involving the operation of on-track

equipment and causing reportable damage above an established threshold; impacts

between railroad on-track equipment and highway users at crossings; and all other

incidents or exposures that cause a fatality or injury to any person, or an occupational

illness to a railroad employee.

964-3

These concerns will be addressed during 30% design as applicable.  The Authority has

been working with PG&E, who will own and operate the electrical lines that power the

project. All project elements will be in compliance with General Order 131D.

Response to Submission 964 (Daren Gilbert, California Public Utilities Commission, October
13, 2011)
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383-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

Response to Submission 383 (David G. Valadao, California State Assembly, September 23, 2011)
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864-1

Section 2.9, Permits, provides information on the permits and approvals that will be

required for the HST Project. The list includes the California State Land Commission

and the need to acqure a lease for crossing state sovereign lands.

864-2

The project description stated in the comment is an accurate restatement of portions of

Chapter 1 Purpose and Need and Chapter 2 Alternatives.

864-3

The details of the San Joaquin River crossing will be refined during final construction

design. If the design is revised to include pilings in the river, will reinitiate coordination

with NMFS to assess potential impacts to aquatic resources.

864-4

No in-water work (including piling or dewatering) is currently planned within the San

Joaquin River because the ordinary high water channel is proposed to be fully spanned.

In accordance with expected conditions of the Section 404 permit to be issued for the

HST, the span over the San Joaquin River will be designed to minimize impacts to the

EFH and  listed anadromous fish. SeeMF-Response-BIO-3 for further minimization

measures.

864-5

See MF-Response-GENERAL-1.

864-6

See MF-Response-GENERAL-1.

The EIR/EIS mitigation measures are presented in Section 3.7.6.1.  A number of the

measures have been further refined in the Final EIR/EIS in order to clarify their

performance standards.

Regarding the level of specificity, the measures include monitoring and reporting roles,

avoidance and minimization and project specific mitigation measures.  Each measure

includes as feasible, the phase of the project it applies to and, as relevant, the additional

864-6

permitting requirements that supplement the mitigation action.  These permitting

activities will include the potential for adding or supplementing the mitigation measures

with terms and conditions identified during the process of obtaining compliance with the

Federal and State Endangered Species Act (Section 7 and 2081 respectfully), Federal

Clean Water Act (Section 404), Porter Cologne Act (401) and State Fish and Game

Code (Section 1600).  The MMRP and permit conditions are then tracked during the

design, site preparation, construction and post construction phases as appropriate.  For

further clarification on mitigation measures, please refer to MF-Response-Bio-3.

Bio-MM #5 is intended to be a tool during project implementation phases to provide the

Project Biologist with a comprehensive list of measures, terms and conditions that apply

to the project.  As stated in the measure… “In the BRMP, organize the biological

resources mitigation measures and terms and conditions to help facilitate their

implementation. Oversee the implementation of the BRMP and prepare compliance

reports to document implementation and performance”.  This is a plan to help ensure

implementation of the measures and is best written after permit conditions are known

and the preferred alternative has been selected.

Bio-MM #56 (Bio-MM #58 in the Final EIR/EIS) is a requirement of the permitting

process.  The development of a specific HMMP is prepared typically after the preferred

alternative is selected and the permittee-responsible mitigation is planned/designed in

the form of a mitigation proposal. 

The Authority is responsible for the implementation, monitoring and reporting of the

MMRP as well as terms and conditions of regulatory permitting requirements and is not

passing the burden to another responsible agency.  In some cases other responsible

agencies are coordinated with during the implementation phases as appropriate.  The

roles and responsibilities for the implementation and monitoring does not rest with the

agencies, but rather the Authority as referenced in the documentation Section, see

Section 3.7.6 Mitigation measures and the roles and responsibilities for the Project

Biologist, Mitigation Manager, Contractor’s Biologist and the Biological Monitor.  Section

3.7.8 includes the CEQA significance conclusions reached after consideration for the

impact and mitigation.

Response to Submission 864 (Cy Oggins, California State Lands Commission, October 13, 2011)
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864-7

Both the EIR/EIS and the Biological Resources Technical Report (BTR) addresses

potential effects to Central Valley spring-run Chinook salmon as construction activities

that are anticipated to begin after the fall 2012 reintroduction deadline as identified

within the San Joaquin River Restoration Program (SJRRP). The EIR/EIS  evaluates

direct and indirect effects for special-status fish and essential fish habitat  through the

construction period through the project period for the HST project.  Direct effects

evaluated for special-status fish (Central valley steelhead, Central Valley spring run

Chinook salmon) include  physical disturbance; Interruptions to fish passage,

sedimentation, turbidity, altered water temperatures, oxygen depletion and

contaminants.  Preliminary bridge designs will span the ordinary high water mark to

eliminate construction activities within the median high water mark that could impact fish

through vibrations and/or underwater noise. The localized clearance of overhanging

vegetation, undercut banks, logs, and other streamside fish habitat  done through open-

cut trenching during construction would be restored and/or mitigated at the termination

of construction activities.

864-8

MF-Response-CULTURAL-1.

Comment noted. Text was added to Arch MM#2 in  the Final EIR/EIS stating the

California State Lands Commission (CSLC)'s jurisdiction over State sovereign lands.

Should cultural resources be discovered on State sovereign lands, the CSLC will be

notified.

864-9

See MF-Response-CULTURAL-1.

Comment noted. Text was added to the FEIR/EIS stating the California State Lands

Commission's jurisdiction over State sovereign lands. Should cultural resources be

discovered on State sovereign lands, the CSLC will be notified.

Response to Submission 864 (Cy Oggins, California State Lands Commission, October 13, 2011) - Continued
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371-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

Response to Submission 371 (Michael J. Rubio, California State Senate, September 20, 2011)
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554-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

Response to Submission 554 (Michael Rubio, California State Senate, September 22, 2011)
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482-1

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-1, MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-3, and MF-

Response-GENERAL-4.

482-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

482-3

See MF-Response-TRAFFIC-2, MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-3 and MF-Response-

AGRICULTURE-4.

482-4

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-5.

Response to Submission 482 (Anthony Cannella, California State Senator, 12th District,
October 10, 2011)
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726-1

These text changes were made in the Final EIR/EIS as requested by the commenter.

Both the Fact Sheet and Table 2-16 (Potential Major Environmental Permits and

Approvals) were updated.

726-2

See MF-Response-Bio-3

The discussion presented on pages  3.7-105 of the Draft EIR/EIS are introductory

comments only and generally applicable to the intent of the overall mitigation program. 

These introductory comments are not specific mitigation measures nor do they

represent all terms and conditions that will be part of the overall resource protection

program for the HST project.  This discussion is for general purposes in order to to

discuss any issues presented in the mitigation discussion.

The requested vegetation provisions are found in mitigation measures Bio-MM#6, Bio-

MM-#15, and Bio-MM#44.

726-3

4. The requested text change was made to Section 3.8 of the Final EIR/EIS.

5. The requested text change was made to Section 3.8 of the Final EIR/EIS.

6. Bear Creek and Canal Creek are not discussed in Table 3.8-4 (Natural Water Body

Crossings) because they are not located along any of the HST alignment alternatives.

Rather, they are located along the access track for the Castle Commerce Center HMF

Alternative. As such, they are described in the later section discussing stream crossings

associated with the HMF alternatives (see Heavy Maintenance Facilities under Section

3.8.4.3, Hydrology and Water Quality in the Study Area).

7. The requested text chance was made to Section 3.8 of the Final EIR/EIS.

726-4

# 8.  This proposal will be taken under consideration, and is probably workable in many

instances.  However, it is unclear at this time whether the proposed requirement has

726-4

agreement from USACE for state-federal flood-control projects, and it is unclear how it

relates to requirements from USACE to have at least 10 feet of clearance from the levee

toe, with a typical recommendation of 15 feet to be safe for most projects.  Our

understanding is that the legal clearance right-of-way from the levee toe varies by

project from 10 to 20 feet, and is only 20 feet in rare instances, with 10 feet being most

common.  Also, USACE has indicated that in lieu of providing clearance, it may be

acceptable to substitute a solid abutment (fill in up to and including the levee) with an

armored, low-maintenance face.  There may be instances where such an approach

would be discussed with CVFPB for concurrence.  We are hopeful that CVFPB and

USACE can issue a joint written standard, and anticipate joint discussions regarding

expectations and possibly exceptions if they become needed for specific crossings.

# 9.  We interpret “minimize” in the general sense of being reasonable and meeting

threshold criteria, rather than demonstrating the best performance possible. 

Performance will likely be balanced against cost.  Our understanding is that USACE has

set a tolerable incremental rise criteria of 0.1 feet.  We have not identified specific

thresholds for velocity or scour by USACE or CVFPB, apart from meeting normal

engineering standards for stable bridge design.

# 10.  Thank you for this clarification between project and non-project levees.

#11. Thank you for this clarification, as this appears to be a new requirement.  We would

appreciate the source for this requirement for documentation.

#12.  Thank you for this clarification, as it will help bring clarity and consistency.  In

some cases, levee districts have informally expressed interest in 2 miles for a maximum

detour, which may not always be possible at reasonable cost.

#13.  Thank you for making your design expectations with respect to the 200-year flood

clear.  Since legal requirements to design to the 200-year flood have not yet taken

effect, and 200-year flow rates have not yet been issued by USACE, the Authority has

not yet set this as a definitive design standard, and is reviewing the issue.  CVFPB input

is important in resolving this issue.  Confirmation from CVFPB in interpreting which

crossings fall within “urban and urbanizing areas” will also be appreciated.

Response to Submission 726 (Curt Taras. P.E., MSCE, Central Valley Flood Protection Board,
October 13, 2011)
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726-5

14. Information from the Department of Water Resources (www.water.ca.gov) was used

to evaluate impacts to levees and floodplains in the project area, based in personal

correspondence with DWR staff involved in Central Valley flood management planning.

15. See MF-Response-WATER-3.

16. See MF-Response-WATER-3.

726-6

#17. California High Speed Rail Authority appreciates and shares the interest to facilitate

strong connectivity with other transportation modes. The Authority recognizes that other

High-Speed Rail projects are proposed and that future connections would help facilitate

ease ridership connections, and the Authority will remain open to future discussions

where these connection are reasonable. This EIR/EIS only addresses the specific

Merced to Fresno and Fresno to Bakersfield Sections. In these locations the Authority

has worked with the local jurisdictions to realize maximum connectivity with local transit

centers.

#18. The Transportation Technical Report for the Merced to Fresno Section High-Speed

Train Draft Project EIR/EIS includes information and maps regarding transit connections

to the project, however, there are not foreseeable high speed rail connections possible

in these sections.

Response to Submission 726 (Curt Taras. P.E., MSCE, Central Valley Flood Protection Board,
October 13, 2011) - Continued
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Submission 721 (Christine Inouye, Department of Transportation - Caltrans, Division of
Design, October 13, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-38



721-8

721-9

721-10

721-11

721-12

721-13

721-14
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721-1

The continued coordination between the CHSRA project team and Caltrans will include

preparation of the Project Report(s), Design Exception Fact Sheets and other technical

studies as appropriate, with an ultimate goal of obtaining Caltrans approval for

modification to the SHS.  Future expansion of the SHS and Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the final design of SHS modifications

for selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans standard processes for obtaining

approval on non-standard design features will be followed if exceptions to design

standards are determined to be necessary.Right-of-way for drainage basins will be

accommodated in to the project footprint as appropriate.  Pumping plants will be

incorporated into the project as applicable.

We agree that other alternatives to a jacked box are likely to be studied by the DB

bidders.  The design teams has also investigated other options for going under the

SR180 on the current alignment.  The following options (A to D) are considered feasible

although the design team took the view that these would each be more disruptive to

Caltrans than the jacked box. Options for changing the alignment of the Fresno Grade

Separation were also investigated and it was found that varying the current alignment in

any significant degree had major impacts on property and facilities in an extended area

to either side of the SR180. These were discounted.

Option A:  Construct the Fresno Grade Separation Structure using conventional

excavation methods

·         Temporarily support the end of the bridge span using the side slope adjacent to

the UPRR;

·         Demolish the existing abutment and excavate underneath to approx UPRR rail

level;

·         Construct the side wall of the HST trench using either tangent pile walling or

diaphragm walling

(Note this excavation would be approximately 70 feet below the SR180 Travel way

level);

·         Extend the trench walling vertically to provide a new pier bent for the existing

bridge;

·         Construct a similar trench wall at the other side of the HST route which would also

act as a new abutment.

·         Construct an extension to the SR180 bridge decks to span over the trench to the

721-1

new abutment.

The disadvantage of this is that the Caltrans structure and the HST structure would not

be independent of each other.  The SR180 would need to be closed for the entire

duration of the construction or alternatively span the works with temporary bridging to

maintain some level of through traffic.

Option B: 

·         Construct the Fresno Grade Separation Structure as Option A but with increased

spacing to permit the HST U-trough section, as currently designed, to be built within the

excavation.

This option would provide the separation between the Caltrans structure and the HST

structure that option A1 does not. However by requiring more space for separation it

may be difficult to achieve without realignment of the HST route.

Option C:

·         Same as option A except that the HST box section is constructed in the

excavation;

·         After construction of the box, backfill the embankment, reconstruct the abutment

to the SR180 bridge and reinstate the travel way above.

Option D:  Construct a new end span of the SR180 bridge in advance of the HST U-

Trough works.

·         Excavate embankment

·         Support deck and demolish existing abutment

·         Construct new pier bent to replace abutment

·         Construct new abutment and deck

·         Re-open SR180

·         Construct trench in conventional manner, but with monitoring of SR180 bridge and

adjustment as necessary.

721-2

Some of Caltrans' future improvements are included as part HST Project due to the

impact of HST facilities.  There are possibilities to collaborate on other Caltrans' future

improvements, this will depend on MOU/Agency Agreement between HST Authority and
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721-2

Caltrans

721-3

In preparation of the EIR/EIS, environmental databases were queried to identify sites

with known contamination(see section 3.10.4 of the EIR/EIS). These sites are analyzed

in detail in Section 3.10.5 of the EIR/EIS and the supporting Hazardous

Materials/Wastes Technical Report (available at

http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/assets/0/152/303/306/46299433-805f-4e4e-8238-

df1ac30c6ca8.pdf). In addition, hazards commonly associated with demolition, such as

lead and asbestos containing materials, are addressed. Standard precautions and a

construction management plan that would mitigate these potential hazards would be

implemented. Refer to Section 3.10, Hazardous Materials and Wastes, for

additional information.

721-4

See MF-Response-VISUAL-3.

The EIR/EIS in Table 3.16-2,Characteristics of Typical HST Components, addresses the

comment regarding berm height.

721-5

In this comment, Caltrans provide five separate comments and questions regarding

stormwater quality. Responses to their numbered comments are as follows. (1) Yes -

there would be no significant impacts to water quality because the project will comply

with the General Construction Permit and the Caltrans MS4 permits. (2) Yes - the

project will comply with post-construction treatment controls as required by applicable

rules and regulations. (3) Yes - the statement about the three reports (Hydraulics and

Floodplains, Stormwater Management Plan, and Stormwater Data Report) is correct. (4)

Yes - the project will comply with the rules and regulations applicable during project

implementation, including updates to the Caltrans PPDG and draft MS4 permit. (5) Text

was added to Section 3.8 (Hydrology and Water Resources) regarding the Caltrans

statewide NPDES permit.

721-6

As presented in Section 3.4.5.3, titled High-Speed Train Alternatives, potential noise

721-6

impacts associated with highway realignments have been identified.  As the project

design advances, more detailed information on mitigation will be available.  Please also

see MF-Response-NOISE-3 and MF-Response-NOISE-9.

721-7

#14. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the final design of SHS modifications

for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

#15. The connection of McKinley Ave to Golden State Blvd is important.  Therefore

providing the McKinley Ave connector is needed.  An exception will be submitted for the

separation distance from the new connector road to the SR 99 ramps.  We also looked

at ways to achieve a higher design speed for McKinley Ave.  However, with the need to

tie in by SR 99 on the West and N West Ave on the east, the combination of grades and

required vertical clearance limited the vertical curve length and therefore the design

speed.

#16. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the final design of SHS modifications

for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

#17. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the final design of SHS modifications

for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

#18. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the final design of SHS modifications

for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

#19. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final
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721-7

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the final design of SHS modifications

for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

#20. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.  Caltrans highway design

standards will be considered and incorporated into the

final design of SHS modifications for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

#21: Through consultation with Caltrans, the grade of Ashlan Avenue has been

improved to 6.2 percent.

#22: Design in this area has been altered so that the bridge will not be affected.

#23: Golden State Blvd will be closed between Olive and Belmont Avenues to

accommodate HST. Intersections and roadway segments analyses for the Golden State

Blvd closure is included in the EIR/EIS which includes the intersection of SR 99 ramps

at Belmont Avenue. The traffic analysis presented in Section 3.2 Transportation and the

Transportation Technical Report, identifies roadway segments and intersections that

would be impacted with Golden State Blvd closure and proposes mitigation measures to

reduce the project impact to a less than significant level, including impacts and

mitigations at Belmont Avenue ramps.

#24: The distance of 200 feet between the SR 99 NB off ramp and the new McKinley

Ave connector may require a Caltrans design variance.  Coordination with the City of

Fresno and Caltrans is ongoing to improve design speed to 35 mph for the McKinley

connector.

#25: The proposed tunnel structure has been amended to begin/end at the Caltrans

ROW boundary. No access to the HST facilities is proposed that requires access to

Caltrans ROW.

Caltrans maintenance access will be accessible as at present although some small

degree of regarding of the track may be necessary.

721-7

Allowance has been made in the design of the headwall structures to permit future

widening of the SR180 by the addition of a single additional lane to each existing

travelway.

#26: Adding a lane on the low side of the SB roadway would not be prohibited from a

HST clearances perspective. Adding a lane to the low side of the NB roadway is

constrained but there are feasible methods in which a lane could be added. Adding a

lane to the high side (median) of the NB roadway would be less constrained.

It should be noted that the process of constructing the additional lanes above a

functioning railway way would likely restrict the construction methods. This may be

further constrained by the clearances to the HST but there do seem to be feasible

methods of achieving it.

721-8

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-7.  In addition, Section 3.12.5

provides information on the community facilities that would be impacted by the HST

project and based upon the preliminary analysis there are locations within the

surrounding area where the facilities could relocate and no impacts are anticipated

related to transit or transportation access to the facilities.  SO-MM#4, Implement

measures to reduce impacts associated with the relocation of community facilities, in

Section 3.12.7 provides for relocation of community facilties to be acquired prior to

demolition in order to minimize disruption of services.

721-9

Text updated in the Transportation Technical Report as suggested.

721-10

During the final design of the SHS modifications for the selected HST alternative, the

CHSRA team will coordinate with Caltrans and other involved parties to resolve any

technical issues.  Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into

the final design of SHS modifications for the selected HST alternative as appropriate.
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721-11

Intersections and roadway segements analyses for the Golden State Blvd closure is

included in the EIR/EIS which includes the intersection of SR 99 ramps at Belmont

Avenue. The traffic analysis presented in Section 3.2 Transportation and the

Transportation Technical Report, identifies roadway segments and intersections that

would be impacted with Golden State Blvd closure and proposes mitigation measures to

reduce the project impact to a less than significant level.

721-12

Response to #7 - The proposed project would provide up to approximately 5,000

additional parking spaces in parking structures by Year 2035 in the immediate vicinity of

the project.  This is in addition to existing parking space availability.  The new parking

would be provided as demand requires.  See Section 3.2.5.3. 

The parking analysis for the proposed project has been conducted and documented in

the Transportation Technical Report.

Response to #8 - Roadway segments along H Street are projected to operate at LOS E

or higher under No-Build Conditions.  The addition of traffic from proposed project would

not to significantly impact the operations along the roadway segments based on the

significance threshold criteria.

721-13

See MF-Response-CULTURAL-1.

#35: Suggested text added to page 3.17.1

#36: Suggested text added to page 3.17-3

#37: Text added before Table 3.17-3 indicating location of tribal meetings

#38: Suggested text added to page 3.17-26

#40: Suggested text added to page 3.17-31

#41: Suggested paragraph added to page 3.17-31

721-13

#43: See MF-Response-CULTURAL-7.

721-14

See MF-Response-GENERAL-16.

The San Jose to Merced team is analyzing a potential SR152 alignment and the design

discussed in the Merced to Fresno EIR/EIS is subject to change.

721-15

Traffic analysis was performed based on the complete build-out project volumes that is
expected in the year 2035. The future baseline conditions (2035 no project) were
developed based on the travel demand models received from the respective counties.

721-16

#44 - Per discussion with Caltrans at the December 1 meeting, the City is generally in

agreement with these closures, but formal documentation will be sought on their

agreement. 

#45  - Queuing analysis is included in the FEIR/EIS.

#46 - The intersection of SR 99 SB off ramp at Dakota Avenue was not included in the

traffic study because it will be eliminated with the SR 99 realignment, and therefore

there will not be any negative impacts.

#47 - The analysis was conducted to analyze the worst case condition, with the same

number of trips leaving the station during the p.m. peak hour as arriving at the station

during the a.m. peak hour.  The trip numbers in detail is documented in the EIR/EIS.

#48 - Traffic projections for the Fresno Station provide a worst case estimate of traffic,

using volumes that would occur if the Kings/Tulare Regional Station were not built.

#49 – Queuing analyses is included in the FEIR/EIS.
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721-16

#50 - Trip distribution for the project was conducted utilizing the Fresno County Travel

Demand Model.  Trip distribution also takes into account the forecasted ridership (origin

and destination) completed for the proposed project.

#51 – Figures are updated to show project trips to all freeway ramps. Revised traffic

analysis presented in the FEIS identifies project impacts, if any and proposed

mitigations to reduce these impacts to less than significant level.

#52 – Revised traffic analysis presented in the FEIS identifies project impact at this

location and proposes mitigations to reduce the impact to less than significant level.

#53 – These intersections have been added to the Fresno traffic analysis.

#54, #55, #56 – Traffic mitigation measures TR MM#1 through 11 provided in the

EIR/EIS would reduce potential effects to less than significant. The Authority will work

with Caltrans to revise these mitigation measures so they are acceptable to the Caltrans

and equal to or more effective than the measures provided in the DEIR/EIS.

#57 – Clinton Ave is not part of Bike Route per City of Fresno Bicycle, Pedestrian, &

Trail Master Plan.

#59 – This issue was discussed in some detail with Caltrans at the December 1,

2011, meeting. The right-turn volumes are relatively low, so the

Authority's recommendation is to maintain the shared lane, given the high cost of

widening the structure.  Caltrans is discussing this issue internally.

#60 – Queuing analyses is included in the FEIR/EIS.

#62 - This is intersection #8. Figures are updated for FEIR/EIS. While the through

volumes are zero, the through movement is provided as an escape route for drivers

returning to the freeway.

#63 - Westbound right-turn is included in the design.

721-16

#64 - Updated figures is provided in FEIR/EIS.

721-17

#15 - The CHSRA team has been in discussion with Caltrans for this particular

intersection.  Traffic demand and analysis will be prepared and coordinated with

Caltrans, and project related improvements will be implemented in the final design if

determined to be necessary.

721-18

The CHSRA team has been in discussion with Caltrans for this particular intersection. 

Traffic demand and analysis will be prepared and coordinated with Caltrans, and project

related improvements will be implemented in the final design if determined to be

necessary.

721-19

65. The CHSRA team will coordinate with Caltrans on design standards and other

technical requirements during the final design of SHS modifications for the selected HST

alternative as appropriate.

66. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

67. The existing underpass north of the future HST is not anticipated to be impacted. 

This will need to be confirmed during the final design of the SHS modifications for the

selected HST alternative.

68. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

69. Drawings prepared during the final design phase will correctly depict the existing

condition.

70. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative including column placement as appropriate.
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721-19

71. Future expansion of the local roadways will be considered and incorporated into the

final design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

72. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

73. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative including column placement as appropriate.

74. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative as appropriate.

75. Future expansion of the SHS will be considered and incorporated into the final

design of the selected HST alternative including column placement as appropriate.

76. Special provisions for ADA compliance will be incorporated in the final design.  The

required documentation for a 4% cross slope at ramp terminal will be prepared.

77. The preliminary engineering drawing has been revised to remove the right of way

choke point by moving the cul-de-sac 100’ south.

78. The lateral clearance is approximately 110’ in the northbound direction and 106’ in

the southbound direction.  Ultimate traffic condition (UTC) will be accommodated under

the bridge openings.

79. A design exception fact sheet will be prepared for this non-standard feature.

80. The preliminary engineering drawing has been revised to accommodate pedestrians

in each stage of construction.

81. The DIB 78-02 checklist has been provided to Caltrans for all impacted locations.

82. There is no frontage road on this sheet.  C1 line is Clinton Ave northbound on-ramp

and C2 line is Clinton Avenue southbound off-ramp.  MS line is McKinley Ave

721-19

southbound off-ramp and MN line is McKinley Ave northbound on-ramp (naming

convention per Caltrans).

83. The preliminary engineering drawing has been corrected per comment.

84. Through District communication, we understand under the ultimate condition, the

existing McKinley on-ramp will be removed (i.e. new interchange at McKinley will be

provided).  This will provide the required right of way for 8-lane facility at Clinton Ave,

and therefore the current design does not preclude the ultimate concept.

85. The HST will be at-grade through this area.

86. 5-foot shoulders have been provided which meet the Highway Design Manual.  Due

to high bridge cost, wider shoulders than minimum requirement have not been provided.

87. Clinton Avenue is not part of the Bike Route per City of Fresno Bike Facilities and

Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trail Master Plan.

88. 5-foot shoulders have been provided which meet the Highway Design Manual.  Due

to high bridge cost, wider shoulders than minimum requirement have not been provided.

89. Maintenance of stormwater basins and other BMPs will be addressed in the

Maintenance Agreement currently being negotiated by Caltrans and the Authority.

90. Technical requirements such as these for the HST viaduct structures will be

coordinated with Caltrans for the selected HST alternative during the final design phase.

Response to Submission 721 (Christine Inouye, Department of Transportation - Caltrans,
Division of Design, October 13, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-47



282-1

282-1

Submission 282 (Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission, August 24, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-48



Submission 282 (Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission, August 24, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-49



Submission 282 (Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission, August 24, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-50



Submission 282 (Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission, August 24, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from State Agencies

Page 18-51



282-1

See MF-Response-CULTURAL-7.

The FRA and the Authority are committed to seeking input from the local Native

American community regarding any concerns they may have about sacred sites and/or

other cultural resources that occur within the project’s APE.  Consultation and

communications with both federally recognized and non-federally recognized tribes

(including all of those on the list provided by the NAHC) have consisted of letters, phone

calls, emails, and/or meetings.  Please see Section 3.17.3.3 (Agency, Native American,

and Public Outreach) of the Merced-To-Fresno Section Project EIR/EIS, Volume I, for

additional details regarding Native American outreach and involvement to-date.  Tribal

representatives will continue to be informed and their input will continue to be solicited

as the project moves forward.  The consultation process is elaborated upon in the

Programmatic Agreement among the FRA, the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation, and the CHSRA regarding compliance with Section 106 of the National

Historic Preservation Act as it Pertains to the California High-Speed Train Project, in

Section IV (On-Going Consultation) and in Section V (Participation of Other Consulting

Parties and the Public).  This Programmatic Agreement is included as Appendix 3.17-A

of the Final EIR/EIS.

Should it not be possible for the project to avoid cultural resources, the procedures for

the treatment of historic properties will be followed in accordance with Section VIII

(Treatment of Historic Properties) of the Programmatic Agreement.  Section XII of the

Programmatic Agreement addresses concerns about the confidentiality of cultural

resources and ensures that they are protected from public disclosure to the greatest

extent permitted by law. The treatment of human remains, if encountered during the

course of cultural resource investigations and/or during construction, would be

accomplished in accordance with the Public Health and Safety Code, Section 7050.5

and Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98, as described in Section XIII (Human

Remains) of the Programmatic Agreement.
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775-1

See MF-Response-TRAFFIC-2. Merced County truck routes are presented in Figure

4.2-3(a) and the City of Merced truck routes are listed Section 6.12.1 of the

Transportation Technical Report. City of Merced truck routes are also listed in the

EIR/EIS under Section 3.2.5.3.

775-2

See MF-Response-VISUAL-3.

The EIR/EIS addresses visual impacts mitigation in Section 3.16.6, Mitigation

Measures.  The mitigation measures include landscape treatments adjacent to the HST

corridor.

775-3

See MF-Response-NOISE-6.

775-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-16. f the alternative selected impacts future expansion of

the SR 99/SR 152 interchange, the HST viaduct columns can be adjusted to avoid

future Caltrans facilities.

775-5

Text updated in Transportation Technical Report.

775-6

The following suggested improvements will be included in the project:

b) Ashlan Avenue – Widen overcrossing to add eastbound to northbound left turn lane

e) SR 99/Dakota – closure

f) SR 99/Shields – closure

g) SR 99/Princeton – closure

h) SR 99/Clinton interchange – widen overcrossing and add eastbound left turn lane to

NB Weber Ave

Possibilities for collaboration on other Caltrans' future improvements will depend on the

MOU/Agency Agreement between the HST Authority and Caltrans.

775-7

#10 - Intersections and roadway segments analyses for the Golden State Blvd closure is

included in the EIR/EIS which includes the intersection of SR 99 ramps at Belmont

Avenue. The traffic analysis presented in Section 3.2 Transportation and the

Transportation Technical Report, identifies roadway segments and intersections that

would be impacted with Golden State Blvd closure and proposes mitigation measures to

reduce the project impact to a less than significant level.

#11 - The proposed project would provide approximately 5,000 additional parking

spaces in parking structures by Year 2035 in the immediate vicinity of the project.  The

parking structures would provide designated long-term and short-term parking spaces.

Parking analysis for the proposed project is conducted and documented in Chapter 2,

Section 3.2, and Section 3.13 of the EIR/EIS and in the Transportation Technical

Report.

#12 - The traffic analysis performed for the proposed project indicates that all existing

roads in the vicinity of the Fresno station will have either have adequate capacity, or will

require specific mitigation, in order to address the expected traffic volume.  This is

documented in Chapter 3.2 of the EIR/EIS.  A parking structure with a capacity of 1,125

spaces is planned on the west side of the HST tracks between Fresno Street and

Mariposa Street on the north and south, and E Street and SR 99 on the east and west.

All of the planned parking would not be required at the time the proposed Fresno HST

station is opened. Instead, parking would be provided as demand requires. The

Authority will work with the city of Fresno to determine when additional parking should

be provided for the station and the sequencing of planned parking facilities.

775-8

#13: See MF-Response-CULTURAL-1. Suggested text added to page 3.17-31.

#14: MF-Response-CULTURAL-7.

775-9

The Project definition includes the construction footprint of 100 foot as well as any

extension of roadway projects necessary to accommodate the HST project. The EIR/EIS

covers both the environmental review process for NEPA as well as CEQA and will be
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775-9

used for permitting purposes.

The Authority has worked closely with Caltrans to identify all potential encroachments

within the Caltrans right of way.  Through an agreement Caltrans agreed that

the CHSRA Merced to Fresno Section Final EIS would cover all obligations for Caltrans

environmental documentation and processes under both CEQA and NEPA.  However,

for Caltrans internal review process, the Authority agreed to develop Project Report

Attachment II which extracts necessary environmental documentation for each

encroachment or modification on the State Highway System.  This initial draft was

submitted on June 9, 2011.  Caltrans provided comments.  The Authority will resubmit

the final project report and Attachment II before the record of decision is reached.
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