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Submission 336 (Angelica Aguilar, September 15, 2011)
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336-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 336 (Angelica Aguilar, September 15, 2011)
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25           MS. AGUILAR:  Hi, my name is Angelica Aguilar, 
 

36 
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Submission 429 (Angelica Aguilar, September 15, 2011)

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

Page 28-431



 

429-1

Submission 429 (Angelica Aguilar, September 15, 2011) - Continued
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429-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

The commenter suggests the alternative of locating a station in Madera. This proposed

alternative will not be included in the Final EIR/EIS because it would not substantially

reduce any of the significant environmental impacts identified for the project. As such, it

would not qualify as an alternative under CEQA (see CEQA Guidelines Section

15126.6).

Response to Submission 429 (Angelica Aguilar, September 15, 2011)
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349-3

349-3

Submission 349 (Naveed Ahmed, September 15, 2011) - Continued
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349-1

The “hump” is needed to cross over existing SR99 structures. See Volume III

Alignments and Other Plans for details on the project alignment.

349-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-1, MF-Response-GENERAL-10, and MF-Response-

GENERAL-2.

349-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 349 (Naveed Ahmed, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 438 (Nareed Ahmed, September 15, 2011)
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438-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

438-2

See MF-Responses-SOCIAL-3.

438-3

The alignment was developed to avoid numerous obstacles (Chowchilla Airport,

SR99/SR152 interchange, CertainTeed, etc.) while following existing transportation

corridors (UPRR and SR99).

Response to Submission 438 (Nareed Ahmed, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 433 (Ricardo Arredondo, Board of Education for Madera Unified School District,
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433-1

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

433-2

See MF-Response-S&S-1and MF-Response-TRAFFIC-2.

433-3

The design team will investigate the possibility of reducing the length of aerial structure

through the county during 30% design if the selected alternative is chosen.  Reduction in

the height of the structure in between highway interchanges and other key areas may be

possible, but it would be considered and evaluated during 30% design.  It would not be

feasible to place the HST tracks at ground level in downtown Madera due to the

numerous street crossings. We have studied potential grade separations of downtown

Madera streets over a ground level HST and UPRR tracks and determined that traffic

circulation would be severely impacted due to the close proximity of major north-south

streets, particularly Gateway Drive. Another critical location is the railroad spur track that

serves Azteca Milling (at Avenue 18) as well as the Country Club Road crossing. The

HST tracks must be aerial at the railroad spur track crossing and a grade separation at

Country Club would not be feasible due to the proximity of the SR 99 ramps and

Cleveland Avenue intersection. It may be possible for the HST tracks to drop down to

ground level south of Olive Avenue however at Avenue 12 there is a floodplain at

Cottonwood Creek that would preclude placing the HST tracks at ground level while

passing underneath the future Avenue 12 interchange.

Response to Submission 433 (Ricardo Arredondo, Board of Education for Madera Unified
School District, Area 6 / Hispanic Chamber of Commerce, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 422 (Lorraine Bennett, September 15, 2011)
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422-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-1; MF-Response-GENERAL-14; and MF-Response-

GENERAL-18.

422-2

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-2 and MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-3.

Response to Submission 422 (Lorraine Bennett, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 417 (Gilbert Cabrera, Operating Engineers Joint Apprenticeship Committee,
September 15, 2011)
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417-1

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

Response to Submission 417 (Gilbert Cabrera, Operating Engineers Joint Apprenticeship
Committee, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 428 (Wayne Cederquist, September 15, 2011)
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428-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

428-2

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

Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 428 (Wayne Cederquist, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 341 (Joseph Chaudoin, September 15, 2011)
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341-1

MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Impacts on the Madera Drive-in Theater identified in the EIR/EIS occur only for the

UPRR/ SR99 Alternative, and include a severe noise impact (See Table 3.4-12 of the

EIR/EIS) and partial acquisition of the property that would displace one ancillary

structure.  However, since the Hybrid Alternative has been selected as the Preferred

Alternative for the Merced to Fresno Section, and this alternative does not include the

area discussed in the comment, no impacts on the Madera Drive-in Theater are

expected.

Response to Submission 341 (Joseph Chaudoin, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 342 (Joseph Chaudoin, September 15, 2011)
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342-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 342 (Joseph Chaudoin, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 415 (Joseph Chaudoin, September 15, 2011)
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415-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-3.

Response to Submission 415 (Joseph Chaudoin, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 418 (Joe Correa, September 15, 2011)
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418-1

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

GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 418 (Joe Correa, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 354 (Sharon Doshier, September 15, 2011)
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354-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6, MF-Response-GENERAL-14, and MF-Response-

GENERAL-18.

Response to Submission 354 (Sharon Doshier, September 15, 2011)
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435-2

Submission 435 (Rick Farinelli, September 15, 2011)
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435-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6, and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

435-2

See MF-Response-PUE-3.

Response to Submission 435 (Rick Farinelli, September 15, 2011)

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

Page 28-463



 

421-1

Submission 421 (Lourdes Herrera, Madera Coalition, September 15, 2011)
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421-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2. The commenter suggests the alternative of locating a

station in Madera. This proposed alternative will not be included in the Final EIR/EIS

because it would not substantially reduce any of the significant environmental impacts

identified for the project. As such, it would not qualify as an alternative under CEQA (see

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6).

Response to Submission 421 (Lourdes Herrera, Madera Coalition, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 340 (David W. Hubbard, September 15, 2011)
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340-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-1 and MF-Response-GENERAL-6.

It is not possible to achieve 220 mph on existing tracks. Additional tracks would be

needed to accommodate additional passenger rail service.

Response to Submission 340 (David W. Hubbard, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 425 (Alberto Jacques, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)
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425-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10, MF-Response-GENERAL-4, MF-Response-SOCIAL-

1 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-3.

425-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10, MF-Response-GENERAL-4, MF-Response-SOCIAL-

1, and MF-Response-SOCIAL-3.

Response to Submission 425 (Alberto Jacques, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 426 (Stan Jensen, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)
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426-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-3, MF-Response-GENERAL-14

426-2

Grade separations are designed using the recommended maximum grade of 4%. 

These grades would work for farm equipment/truck traffic.

Response to Submission 426 (Stan Jensen, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 440 (Jaswinder Kang, September 15, 2011)
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440-1

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

440-2

See MF-Response-S&S-3 and MF-Response-S&S-9.

Response to Submission 440 (Jaswinder Kang, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 443 (Jaswinder Kang, September 15, 2011)
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443-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 443 (Jaswinder Kang, September 15, 2011)
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8           MR. KRAUSE: Hi. Thank you very much. My name 

 

9   is Daniel Krause, executive director of Californians for 
 

10   High-Speed Rail.  I'm going to be speaking about the 
 

11     Merced-Fresno piece. 
 
12          A real quick general note that I just wanted to 

 

13   mention, that our -- we represent the supporters statewide 
 

14   and we're urging this project to move forward as quickly 
 

15   as possible.  I think the last speaker mentioned the jobs 
 

16   piece and the economic situation and, you know, that's 
 

17   kind of a no-brainer. We've got six billion dollars. 
 

18   Let's move forward. 
 

19          We do have some challenges on this -- the 
 

20   Merced-Fresno section.  We've noted that the cost 
 

21     differential which we -- low range and the high range is 
 

22   somewhere in the order of three billion dollars. So we're 
 

23   hoping that a lot of work is done to make sure that we 
 

24   really analyze -- I know there's a lot of pressures from 
 

25   both sides on how to do the alignments and we're not 
 

14 
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Submission 414 (Daniel Krause, Californians for High-Speed Rail, September 15, 2011)
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414-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

414-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

Response to Submission 414 (Daniel Krause, Californians for High-Speed Rail, September
15, 2011)
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Submission 338 (Christopher Mariscotti, The Vineyard Restaurant, September 15, 2011)
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338-1

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

Response to Submission 338 (Christopher Mariscotti, The Vineyard Restaurant, September
15, 2011)
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416-2
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416-3

Submission 416 (Paul Martin, September 15, 2011)
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416-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

416-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

416-3

See MF-Response-PUE-4, MF-Response-PUE-3, and MF-Response-PUE-1.

Response to Submission 416 (Paul Martin, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 439 (Rosie Mason, September 15, 2011)
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439-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 439 (Rosie Mason, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 355 (Steve Massaro, September 15, 2011)
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355-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14 and MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

355-2

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-1 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

355-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

Response to Submission 355 (Steve Massaro, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 431 (Steve Massaro, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 431 (Steve Massaro, September 15, 2011) - Continued
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431-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14 and MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

431-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

431-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4 and MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-1.

431-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

Response to Submission 431 (Steve Massaro, September 15, 2011)
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430-3

430-4

Submission 430 (Ms. Meders, September 15, 2011)
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430-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

430-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-1.

430-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-5 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

430-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6.

Response to Submission 430 (Ms. Meders, September 15, 2011)
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5 MR. MERCER: Hi, my name is Dave Mercer. I'm 
 

6  with Operating Engineers Local 3, and I'm commenting on 
 

7  both sections. 
 

8  And just real quickly I just wanted to come here 
 

9  today and represent the -- we have over a thousand members 
 

10 in our local union. We're construction trade, and we 
 

11 obviously support the high-speed rail. And we feel like 
 

12 this is a important time to get this job, this project 
 

13 started. 
 

14 We've been impacted greatly because of the 
 

15 current economic situation that we're in right now, and we 
 

16 feel like this would -- this would help our members and it 
 

17 would help cities that it impacts and the counties and 
 

18 just the state overall. And -- excuse me. And we believe 
 

19 that the people spoke back in 2008 when we passed 
 

20 Proposition 1A, and we just look forward to working and 
 

21 getting this project off the ground. 
 

22 Thank you. 
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Submission 413 (Dave Mercer, Operating Engineers Local 3, September 15, 2011)
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413-1

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

Response to Submission 413 (Dave Mercer, Operating Engineers Local 3, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 343 (John Molino, September 15, 2011)
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343-1

Appendix 3.1-A in Volume II of the EIR/EIS contains detailed maps with the project

footprint overlaid on top of an aerial photograph and property boundaries. See MF-

Response-AGRICULTURE-4.

Response to Submission 343 (John Molino, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 420 (Baldwin Moy, California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc., September 15, 2011)
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Submission 420 (Baldwin Moy, California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc., September 15, 2011) - Continued
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420-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1, MF-Response-SOCIAL-4, MF-Response-SOCIAL-7 and

MF-Response-GENERAL-19. In addition, mitigation measures in Section 3.12.7,

Socioeconomics, Communities, and Environmental Justice, includes SO-MM#5.  This

mitigation measure calls for continued outreach to disproportionately and adversely

affected environmental justice communities, regarding the development of training and

programs that will allow minority and low-income populations to benefit from the jobs

created by the HST project.

Response to Submission 420 (Baldwin Moy, California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc., September
15, 2011)
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427-2  

427-2
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Submission 427 (Randy Muhlestein, Azteca Milling, Attorney for, September 15, 2011) - Continued
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427-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-8 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-1.

427-2

High-pressure natural gas lines are identified in Section 3.6 Public Utilities and Energy

as “high risk” utilities. Not every utility is discussed in detail in the section; however, the

Authority and the FRA are aware of the gas and petroleum lines that currently run

parallel to the east side of SR 99 (see Figure 3.6-5). The HST footprint would be located

east of these existing utilities. The Authority would positively locate public utilities within

the potential impact area (by probing, potholing, electronic detection, as-built designs, or

to other means) prior to construction, in compliance with state law (i.e., California

Government Code 4216). Where it is not possible to avoid utilities, they would be

improved (e.g., steel pipe encasement) so that there is no damage to or impairment of

the operation of these utilities because of the HST Project. During construction, the

potential for accidental disruption of utility systems, including buried utility lines, is low

due to the established practices of utility identification. During operation, the likelihood of

a catastrophic industrial accident adjacent to the HST alignment is low and hazards from

nearby facilities are considered negligible under NEPA and less than significant under

CEQA. Please refer to Section 3.6 Public Utilities and Energy and Section 3.11 Safety

and Security for more information.

427-3

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-3 and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

In order to provide a realistic estimate of property values at this phase of design for all

alternatives, property acquisition was aggregated by the broad land use categories of

residential, commercial and industrial for both rural and urban situations.  Each category

was then assessed for the study area’s market average and a per acre cost was

applied. Added to this estimate were appraisal costs and other fees. An estimate by

individual property will not occur until a Record of Decision is signed and the property

assessments can be performed.

Response to Submission 427 (Randy Muhlestein, Azteca Milling, Attorney for, September
15, 2011)
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Submission 441 (Manuel Nevarez, Madera Community Action Network/Madera friends for
High-Speed Rail, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 441 (Manuel Nevarez, Madera Community Action Network/Madera friends for
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441-1

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

441-2

The design team will investigate the possibility of reducing the length of aerial structure

through the county during 30% design if the selected alternative is chosen.  Reduction in

the height of the structure in between highway interchanges and other key areas may be

possible, but it would be considered and evaluated during 30% design.  It would not be

feasible to place the HST tracks at ground level in downtown Madera due to the

numerous street crossings. We have studied potential grade separations of downtown

Madera streets over a ground level HST and UPRR tracks and determined that traffic

circulation would be severely impacted due to the close proximity of major north-south

streets, particularly Gateway Drive. Another critical location is the railroad spur track that

serves Azteca Milling (at Avenue 18) as well as the Country Club Road crossing. The

HST tracks must be aerial at the railroad spur track crossing and a grade separation at

Country Club would not be feasible due to the proximity of the SR 99 ramps and

Cleveland Avenue intersection. It may be possible for the HST tracks to drop down to

ground level south of Olive Avenue however at Avenue 12 there is a floodplain at

Cottonwood Creek that would preclude placing the HST tracks at ground level while

passing underneath the future Avenue 12 interchange.

Response to Submission 441 (Manuel Nevarez, Madera Community Action Network/Madera friends
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Submission 442 (Peter Nunez, Teamsters Local 431, September 15, 2011)
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442-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.
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Submission 424 (Gerardo Oseguera, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)
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424-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10, MF-Response-GENERAL-4, MF-Response-SOCIAL-

1, and MF-Response-SOCIAL-3.
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434-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9 MF-Response-GENERAL-19.
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Submission 432 (Ralph Pistoresi, September 15, 2011)
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432-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6  and  MF-Response-GENERAL-14
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412-2

Submission 412 (Max Rodriguez, Board of Supervisors, Madera County, District 4, September
15, 2011) - Continued
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Submission 412 (Max Rodriguez, Board of Supervisors, Madera County, District 4, September
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412-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9, MF-Response-GENERAL-15

412-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10

Response to Submission 412 (Max Rodriguez, Board of Supervisors, Madera County, District
4, September 15, 2011)
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436-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 436 (Jose Rodriguez, Madera Unified School District / Madera Hispanic
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Submission 419 (David Rogers, Madera County Board of Supervisors, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 419 (David Rogers, Madera County Board of Supervisors, September 15, 2011) - Continued

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

Page 28-525



419-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

419-2

See MF-Response-TRAFFIC-2.

419-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15 and MF-Reponse-GENERAL-5.

Response to Submission 419 (David Rogers, Madera County Board of Supervisors, September
15, 2011)
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Submission 337 (Arturo Romero, September 15, 2011)
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337-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 337 (Arturo Romero, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 423 (Barry Runyon, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)

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

Page 28-529



423-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10, MF-Response-GENERAL-4, MF-Response-SOCIAL-

1, and MF-Response-SOCIAL-3.

Response to Submission 423 (Barry Runyon, Azteca Milling, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 344 (Juan M Urena, September 15, 2011)
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344-1

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

Response to Submission 344 (Juan M Urena, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 437 (Steve Weil, September 15, 2011)
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437-1

The commenter describes the City of Madera’s investment in preparing detailed

floodplain and wetland studies for the property in northern Madera, and subsequent

approval by FEMA of floodplain and channel modifications associated with Schmidt

Creek. Selection of the UPRR/SR 99 Alternative could result in substantial

reconfiguration of the approve land use and need to redo floodplain and wetland

studies. The cost of replacement environmental studies and engineering for floodplain

and wetland permits could be discussed as part of the right-of-way acquisition process

as the value of those investments and approvals may be considered part of the fair

market value of the property.

437-2

See MF-Response-LAND USE-3, MF-Response-LAND USE-4 and MF-Response-

SOCIAL-3.

437-3

Consistant to CEQA and NEPA, the EIR/EIS identifies, references, and summarizes the

Alternatives Analyses undertaken in the process of selecting the three build-alternatives

for analysis. The full Alternatives Analyses themselves are not required to be part of the

CEQA or NEPA document. See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 437 (Steve Weil, September 15, 2011)
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Submission 444 (Steve Weil, September 15, 2011) - Continued
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444-1

Consistant to CEQA and NEPA, the EIR/EIS identifies, references, and summarizes the

Alternatives Analyses undertaken in the process of selecting the three build-alternatives

for analysis. The full Alternatives Analyses themselves are not required to be part of the

CEQA or NEPA document. See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

444-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-13. Independent utility for the project is different

than ARRA funding awarded for Initial Construction Segment (“ICS”) in the Central

Valley.  The independent utility for the project is Merced to Fresno as evaluated in the

EIR/EIS. The Authority and FRA acknowledge comments regarding the “independent

utility” condition of the ARRA funding awarded for ICS in the Central Valley.  Essentially,

this condition required the Authority to plan how it would utilize the ARRA funding to site

and construct track that would have utility in the event additional HSR funding is never

secured.  Independent utility under ARRA would be achieved by allowing non-electrified

passenger trains to utilize the ICS.  The ICS track would be vastly superior to existing

passenger train track in the same corridor, thus allowing much faster and smoother

service than currently exists.  Such service is undefined at present but could range from

the existing Amtrak San Joaquin service (although improved because of the improved

track) to modern diesel mulitple unit trains capable of speeds and comfort significantly

better than the existing Amtrak San Joaquin service.

The ARRA grant agreement with the FRA (in attachment 3A, page 4) specifically states

that such service would not be funded by Proposition 1A or run by the Authority. 

Proposition 1A would not fund the capital costs to facilitate such service to utilize the

ICS (i.e., connector track to connect the ICS to the existing BNSF mainline, plus

associated positive train control (PTC) and interim station capital costs); these would be

100 percent federal funds.  The Authority would not perform or contract for the

construction.  In short, therefore, improved non-electrified passenger service utilizing the

ICS is not part of the Project (i.e., a high-speed electrified train project) for

environmental review purposes; environmental review would be conducted by those

agenc(ies) that would institute and operate such service.  Nevertheless, potential

environmental impacts of construction that would permit such service were fully

analyzed in the DEIR/EIS.

444-3

The traffic analysis for the station areas included passengers utilizing rental cars that

would arrive from an off-site location. However, the Authority will not be building rental

car facilities as part of the HST project. The Authority is working with local jurisdictions to

help plan for appropriate station area amenities and services, which could include rental

car facilities, but such facilities would be pursued and implemented by local jurisdictions.

Response to Submission 444 (Steve Weil, September 15, 2011)
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