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NTRODUCTION TO THE IGH PEED RAIN ROJECT

ation 

lley. 

 

REVIOUSLY REPARED ROGRAM  ON THE IGH PEED RAIN ROJECT

 

R/EIS 

system. 

1.0 P R E F A C E  

1.1 I H -S T P  

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) and 
the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) are proposing to construct, operate, and maintain 
an 800-mile long (1,126-kilometer long) High-Speed Train (HST) system that would 
travel from San Diego to San Francisco and Sacramento. The HST would be capable of 
speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour (mph) (320 kilometers per hour [km/h]) on 
dedicated, fully graded-separated tracks with the state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and 
automated train control systems. The Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST section 
was selected by the Authority and FRA through the Final Program Environmental 
Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) that was approved in 2005. 
The Program EIR/EIS proposes this section to follow a corridor between Union St
and the Burbank Metrolink Station, then along the Metrolink train tracks from the 
Burbank Train Station to Sylmar, and then along State Route (SR) 14 and/or Soledad 
Canyon to the City of Palmdale. The HST corridor is relatively wide in the area that 
includes both SR-14 and Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
(SCRRA)/Metrolink Railroad alignments between the Santa Clarita and Antelope Va
Further engineering studies as part of the Project-Level EIR/EIS for this section will 
examine and refine alignments in the selected corridor, including sections from Los 
Angeles Union Station to the Burbank Metrolink Station and from Sylmar to the 
Palmdale Transportation Center. An alignment option that closely follows SR-14 will 
also be considered as well as an alignment option through Soledad Canyon along the
Santa Clara River. Alignments along San Fernando Road adjacent to El Rio de Los 
Angeles State Park (RDLASP), the former Taylor Yard, and along the existing Metrolink 
right-of-way around the RDLASP area will also be considered.   

1.2 P P P EIR/EIS H -S T P  

The Program EIR/EIS, a Statewide program-level environmental document, was 
approved by the Authority and FRA in 2005. The Final Program EIR/EIS analyzed a 
proposed HST Alternative and compared it with a No Project/No Action (No Project) 
Alternative and a Modal Alternative (potential improvements to the highways and 
airports serving the same intercity travel demand as the HST Alternative). The Final 
Program EIR/EIS identified preferred HST corridor/general alignments, general station
locations, recommended mitigation strategies, and recommended design practices. It 
also recommended further measures to guide development of the HST system at the 
project level to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts. Since the 
Authority and FRA approved the Program EIR/EIS and advanced the HST to the next 
stage of analysis, decisions made at the conclusion of the Program-Level EI
process will be focused on subsequent phases of project development and 
environmental review on those alignment and station options most likely to yield 
acceptable site-specific solutions that best meet overall objectives for the proposed HST 
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1.3 CONTENTS OF THE EIR/EIS SCOPING REPORT 

The Los Angeles to Palmdale EIR/EIS Scoping Report contains a description of the Los 
Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project and information on the scoping process 
conducted between March 15 and April 24, 2007. The Scoping Report describes the 
purpose and the process of scoping, the notification process used to advise interested 
federal, state, regional and local agencies and other interested parties of this process, 
and information on the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project and its 
alternatives. Information is also provided on public and agency involvement during the 
scoping period and a summary of issues raised during scoping activities. The report 
also contains extensive appendices that contain all of the required California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
notices that are required to be distributed to inform interested parties that a Project-
Level EIR/EIS is being prepared on the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project. 
Copies of all comments received on the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project 
during the scoping process are also included in the appendices, along with materials 
distributed at the formal scoping meetings held on the project. 

1.4 USE OF THE EIR/EIS SCOPING REPORT 

The EIR/EIS Scoping Report is intended to be used by all interested governmental 
agencies, special districts, and other interested parties for the following purposes: to 
obtain more information about the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project, 
information on the project's compliance with NEPA and CEQA requirements, the range 
of concerns and project-related issues about the project, suggested strategies or issues 
that may be used as mitigation in the Project-Level EIR/EIS, and identify other agencies 
and interest groups that are concerned about the HST project. 
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URPOSE AND ROCESS OF COPING

 that 

process was to: 

•

• 

•
 significant environmental issues to be addressed in the Project-

•

• 

•
relative to the Project-Level EIR/EIS 

2.0 E X E C U T I V E  S U M M A R Y  

2.1 P P S  

The process of determining the focus and content of a Project-Level EIR/EIS is known 
as scoping. Scoping helps to identify the range of design alternatives, environmental 
effects, and mitigation measures to be analyzed in depth and eliminates from detailed 
study those issues that are not pertinent to the final decision on the proposed project. 
Scoping is also an effective way to bring together and address the concerns of the 
public, federal, state, and local planning and regulatory agencies, and other interested 
parties.   

Scoping is not conducted to resolve differences concerning the merits of a project or to 
anticipate the ultimate decision on a project. Rather, the purpose of scoping is to help 
ensure that a comprehensive and focused Project-Level EIR/EIS will be prepared
provides a firm basis for the decision-making process. Significant issues may be 
identified through public and agency comments that require coordination with agencies 
to develop methodology to evaluate in the EIR/EIS. 

The intent of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST Project-Level EIR/EIS scoping 

 Tier from the Program-Level EIR/EIS (2005) to initiate project-level 
environmental process 
Inform the agencies and interested members of the public about the proposed 
Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST study, including compliance with NEPA 
and CEQA requirements 

 Identify the range of concerns and project-related issues that form the basis for 
identification of
Level EIR/EIS 

 Identify a range of alignments and station locations in the Los Angeles to 
Palmdale Region HST project 
Identify suggested mitigation measures, strategies, or ideas and approaches to 
mitigation that may be useful and explored further in the Project-Level EIR/EIS 

 Develop a mailing list of agencies and individuals interested in the future actions 

The scoping process and the input gathered during the scoping period are documented 
herein for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project. Scoping for other Sections 
of the 800-mile statewide system is documented under separate cover.   

It is important to note that even though scoping is a distinct stage during the Project-
Level EIR/EIS process, public involvement activities will actually extend throughout the 
entire environmental project cycle. These activities allow for interaction and exchange of 
issues and concerns between the public, agencies, and Project-Level EIR/EIS 
preparers throughout the study process. Comments on the project will continue to be 
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ill 
cumenting results of the process 

during the period from March 15 to April 24, 2007. 

d 
n 

ST Corridors and station locations to be included in the 
environmental document.   

2.2 NOTIFICATION 

, 

 of the 
ation regarding the project, and a 

description of alternatives to be considered. 

d 
 

elow.  
The following methods were used to notify the public of the scoping process. 

• 
geles 

o 

 
ea on March 31, 2007). See Appendix C for copies of the 

• uals, 

t and 

 and 
locations of scoping meetings, and contacts for additional information. The 

considered in development of engineering and environmental studies; however, they w
not be included in this report, which is devoted to do

The Authority is the Lead Agency under CEQA on this project, and the FRA is the Lea
Agency under NEPA. During the scoping process, the Authority gathered informatio
from agencies and interested members of the public regarding their questions and 
concerns related to the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project. Comments 
received during the scoping process will assist the Authority and FRA in their review 
and evaluation of possible H

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) was distributed to the California State Clearinghouse, 
elected officials, local, regional, and state agencies, and interested public on March 15
2007 (Appendix A). A Notice of Intent (NOI) was published in the Federal Register on 
March 15, 2007 (Appendix B). The NOP and NOI present the purpose and need of the 
project, the project limits, need for agency input, potential environmental impacts
project, the contact name for additional inform

Various federal, state, and local agencies, elected officials, community, business, an
environmental leaders and organizations, and other interested individuals received
notification of the public workshops/scoping meetings held on the Los Angeles to 
Palmdale Region HST project. The notification activities included legal notices, direct 
mail, web postings, media advisories, email notices, and flyers, as described b

Notification of the scoping meetings was published in eight local newspapers 
between March 15 - March 31, 2007. These newspapers were the Los An
Times (Los Angeles area on March 15th), La Opinion (Spanish language 
newspaper in the Los Angeles area on March 15th), Signal Newspaper (Santa 
Clarita area on March 19th), Daily News (Los Angeles/Burbank/San Fernand
areas on March 19th), Antelope Valley Press (Palmdale area on March 20, 
2007), Burbank Leader (City of Burbank area on March 20th), the News Press 
(Glendale area on March 20th), and La Gaceta (Spanish language newspaper in
the Antelope Valley ar
newspaper notices.   
An announcement pamphlet was distributed to approximately 11,680 individ
elected officials, agencies, organizations, and businesses on a mailing list 
derived from prior work on the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST projec
current project outreach activities. The bilingual English/Spanish pamphlet 
provided a brief description of the project and the purpose of scoping, times
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pamphlet also included an Armenian insert containing the date, times, and 
location of the upcoming scoping meetings. 

• Presentations on the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project were made to 
nine stakeholder organizations prior to the project’s scoping meetings. 

• In the Los Angeles area, scoping meeting notices/mailers were also sent to the 
Los Angeles City Cable Channel 35, 79 schools in the Los Angeles Unified 
School District, 18 Los Angeles City and County libraries, and Senior Lead 
Officers within the Los Angeles Police Department. Refer to Appendix A for a 
listing of agencies that were notified of the Scoping meetings notices and 
mailers. 

• In the Burbank area, scoping meeting notices/mailers were sent to Burbank City 
Cable Channel 6, the City of Burbank website (www.ci.burbank.ca.us), 15 
schools in the Burbank Unified School District, the Burbank Police Department 
for delivery to their community-based officers, and the Burbank Town Center 
shopping mall management to email to mall tenants.    

• In Glendale, scoping meeting notices/mailers were sent to the Glendale City 
Cable Channel, City of Glendale website (www.ci.glendale.ca.us), 20 schools in 
the Glendale Unified School District, City of Glendale Public Information Officer, 
Glendale Police Department to distribute to their community-based officers, and 
the Glendale Galleria shopping mall management to email to mall tenants. 

• In Santa Clarita, scoping meeting notices/mailers were sent to the Los Angeles 
County Sheriff’s Department Santa Clarita Valley Station for delivery to their 
community-based officers, and the City’s Public Information Office. 

• In the City of San Fernando, scoping meeting notices/mailers were sent to the 
San Fernando Police Department for delivery to their community-based officer, 
and the San Fernando City Manager’s office.     

• Information about the scoping meetings was posted on the following web sites: 
the Authority’s website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov), NeighborhoodLink.com, 
Savethedatecentral.com, and www.lachamber.org.       

• The following environmental groups were contacted regarding hosting a pre-
scoping meeting for local environmental groups: Coalition for Clean Air; Friends 
of the Los Angeles River; Green LA; Heal the Bay; North East Trees; and 
Physicians for Social Responsibility.   

2.3 SUMMARY OF ISSUES 

There were many reoccurring topics related to the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region 
HST project at the meetings held during the scoping process. These topics appear in 
the order of their prevalence to the comments received on the HST project as outlined 
below: 

• HST Corridor – Concerns were expressed over the potential impacts the 
proposed HST Corridor could have on the communities within the study corridor, 
especially in the outlying communities of Santa Clarita, Palmdale, Acton, and 
Agua Dulce. Concerns were also raised about how the HST would traverse the 
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canyon areas between Sylmar and Palmdale, especially in Soledad Canyon, 
while maintaining high speeds. 

• Comments were received on whether other HST Corridors had been previously 
considered. Requests were made to provide additional alignment choices that 
would allow existing tracks to move to areas that would minimize impacts on 
streams and public walkways. 

• Comments were received on the proposed alignment of the HST through the 
northeastern Los Angeles area, including regarding: 

• The Los Angeles River corridor included in the Los Angeles River 
Revitalization Master Plan. 

• Elysian Park. 
• RDLASP (Taylor Yard).  
• The Los Angeles State Historic Park (LASHP), also known as the 

Cornfield site. 

• Right-of-Way – Comments of particular concern to the north of Union Station and 
in the Burbank, Sylmar and Santa Clarita areas were received 
regardingadditional right-of-ways that will be needed or if Metrolink will use 
existing right-of-ways.   

 
• Funding – Comments were received related to the status of current and future 

funding, total cost of the project, potential sources of federal, state and other 
sources of funding, and the proposed 2008 bond to fund part of the Los Angeles 
to Palmdale Region HST project. Statewide funding for the HST system was of 
concern to many individuals attending the scoping meetings. 

 
• Design – Comments were received relating to the relationship of the HST project 

with Maglev technology, the Orange Line, and the Anaheim to Las Vegas Maglev 
projects. Other comments dealt with the source of the electricity needed to power 
the HST, station design, parking options and fees for each station, possible cargo 
on the HST, and the impact of the HST project on Metrolink and Amtrak services. 
Many in the Santa Clarita area thought that the HST should use the Maglev 
technology. 

 
• Environmental Issues – Numerous comments were received on the HST’s 

impacts on the environment along the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST, 
including impacts on existing land use, biological resources, wildlife movement 
corridors, noise and vibration, security, the Pacific Crest Trail, and seismic safety.  
Exotic plants and endangered animals in the Soledad Canyon area were of 
concern to many who commented during the project scoping period. 
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• Grade Separations and Grade Crossings – Comments were received on the 
location of potential grade separations and where they would be constructed 
along the HST Corridor. Comments were received about the placement of 
tunnels or trenches for the HST and whether the project would sever access to 
various land uses along the alignment. There was concern expressed during the 
scoping process, especially in the Palmdale, area about grade separations in the 
urban areas. 

 
• Station Locations – Comments were received regarding station locations and 

whether additional station locations would be considered. There were additional 
station locations proposed, including one in the Santa Clarita area. The other 
comments received were in regards to why there were no HST stations proposed 
for the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX), Burbank and Palmdale Regional 
Airports. 

 
• Level of Support and Public Outreach – Many comments were received 

expressing support for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project. Many 
other comments received expressed support for the HST project, while many 
other expressed their opposition. These comments were from local airlines or 
other large opposition groups.   

See Appendix D for the report that summarizes the comments received during the scoping for 
the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project. 
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ESCRIPTION OF THE ROJECT

05 on 

ROJECT LTERNATIVES

3.0 I N T R O D U C T I O N  

3.1 D P  

In 2005, the Authority and FRA completed a Final Program EIR/EIS for the California 
HST System as the first-phase of a tiered environmental review process for the 
proposed Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST system. The Authority certified the 
Final Program EIR/EIS under CEQA and approved the proposed Los Angeles to 
Palmdale Region HST system. FRA issued a Record of Decision in November 20
the Final Program EIR/EIS, selecting the HST Alternative for further project-level 
environmental review and selecting corridor alignments and potential station locations, 
including a corridor between Los Angeles and Palmdale. The Project-Level Los Angeles 
to Palmdale Region HST EIR/EIS will be developed as a second-tier environmental 
document. Studies will include preliminary engineering design and assessment of 
environmental effects associated with the construction, operation and maintenance of 
the HST system. The Project-Level EIR/EIS will also refine the HST alternatives, station 
locations, technology, schedule, and costs for the Los Angeles to Palmdale section of 
the HST project.  

3.2 P A  

The Los Angeles to Palmdale HST Project-Level EIR/EIS will consider a No Action or 
No Project Alternative and HST Alternatives for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Section.  

No Action Alternative: The No Action (No Project or No Build) alternative is defined to 
serve as the baseline for assessment of the HST alternative. The No Build alternative 
represents the region’s transportation system (highway, air, bus facilities, and 
conventional rail) as it exists in 2007 and as it would exist after completion of programs 
or projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2030. The No Build 
alternative defines the existing and future intercity transportation system for the Los 
Angeles to Palmdale Region HST based on programmed and funded improvements to 
the intercity transportation system through 2030, according to the following sources of 
information: State Transportation Improvement Program, Regional Transportation Plans 
for all modes of travel, airport plans, and intercity passenger rail plans. 

HST Alternative: As discussed in Section 1.1, the Authority proposes to construct an 
800-mile long HST system that is capable of speeds in excess of 200 mph (320 km/h) 
on dedicated, fully grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and 
automated train control systems. The Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST corridor 
that was selected by the Authority and FRA in the Final Program EIR/EIS follows a 
route from Los Angeles Union Station to Burbank, then along the Metrolink train tracks 
from the Burbank Station to the Sylmar Metrolink Station and then within a corridor 
between the Sylmar Station to Palmdale. The corridor includes both SR-14 and 
SCRRA/Metrolink Railroad alignments between Santa Clarita and Antelope Valley. A 
corridor that closely follows SR-14 will be considered as well as one through Soledad 
Canyon along the Santa Clara River. Alignments between San Fernando Road and just 
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with the Final 
 

ations 

e 

 

ion 
ngeles 

 to Palmdale 
Region HST EIR/EIS process. In addition, potential sites for turnback/layover train 
storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy maintenance facility will be 
evaluated in the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST Project EIR/EIS. 

west of I-5 between Union Station and Burbank will also be considered. See Figure 3-1 
and 3-2 for maps of the HST system and the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST. 

General station location options were selected by the Authority and FRA 
Program EIR/EIS considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential
connections with other modes of transportation, ridership potential and the distribution 
of population and major destinations along the route, and local planning 
constraints/conditions. Alternative station sites at the selected general station loc
will be identified and evaluated in the Project-Level EIR/EIS. Stations will be developed 
that encourage transit-friendly development near and around HST stations and promot
higher density; mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development will be prepared in 
coordination with local and regional planning agencies. Potential station locations to be
evaluated in the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST Project-Level EIR/EIS include: 
The City of Burbank, Burbank Metrolink Station, Sylmar Metrolink Station, and the City 
of Palmdale, Palmdale Transportation Center. A potential HST station in Santa Clarita 
will also be evaluated due to the support of the city for such a station. The HST stat
at Los Angeles Union Station is being evaluated in the Orange County to Los A
Project-Level HST EIR/EIS and will not be considered in the Los Angeles
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FIGURE 3-1. STATE-WIDE HIGH-SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM – PREFERRED ALIGNMENTS AND 
STATIONS STATEWIDE 
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FIGURE 3-2. LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE SECTION OF THE HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT 
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3.3 PROCESS OF SCOPING 

The Authority and FRA implemented an EIR/EIS scoping process that helped identify a 
range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, and mitigation measures to be 
analyzed in depth by a series of scoping meetings that were held throughout the HST 
Los Angeles to Palmdale section. The scoping meetings held were an effective way to 
compile, document and address the concerns of the public, affected agencies, and 
other interested parties. Significant issues were also identified through public and 
agency comments on the proposed HST project.   

Scoping Activities: A series of meetings were held with elected officials and agency staff 
members, organizations and other interested parties before and while formal 
CEQA/NEPA scoping meetings were held on the HST project. These meetings were 
held between February 8, 2007 and April 27, 2007. There were approximately 30 
meetings held during this period that were attended by over 60 people. Those 
participating in these meetings included a number of Los Angeles County and local city 
elected officials and other interested special interest groups. See Appendices E, F, and 
G for a summary of the comments made at these meetings. See Appendix H for a copy 
of the meeting notes made at each of these meetings.  

The formal scoping meetings for the Los Angeles to Palmdale section of the HST 
Project-Level EIR/EIS were conducted between March 15 and April 1, 2007. The 
scoping process included five officially noticed agency and public scoping meetings as 
outlined in Section 4.2 of this report. At each location, two sessions were held, the first 
from 3 – 5 p.m. and the second from 6 – 8 p.m. Each session included an open house 
followed by a presentation on the HST project.   

Materials used during the scoping meetings included exhibits and handouts distributed 
at the meetings and through the Authority’s internet website 
(www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov). These materials were in English, Spanish, and 
Armenian (Glendale scoping only). See Appendix I for these materials. These materials 
included the following: 

• Copies of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project NOP and NOI 
(Appendix A and Appendix B) 

• Welcome sheet with meeting schedule and information stations 
• Explanation of a scoping meeting sheet with instructions on how to make a 

comment at the scoping meeting 
• Speaker Request Card (LA River Center scoping meeting only)  
• Los Angeles to Palmdale Region High-Speed Train Fact Sheet  
• Information sheet on all the scheduled scoping meetings on the Los Angeles to 

Palmdale Region HST project 
• Two copies of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS prepared on the HST project. 
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Also available at the scoping meetings were exhibit boards displaying typical HSTs 
currently operating in Europe and Asia, facts about the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region 
HST project, various typical cross sections of the HST (at-grade, in a trench, elevated 
and in a tunnel), the EIR/EIS process to be followed on the HST project, next steps in 
the project’s environmental process, and the HST project schedule. 

Before and after the formal presentation on the HST project, a DVD was shown to 
identify where the HST is proposed to be located, how it would look, and how it would 
be operated through the state. See Appendix J for a copy of the PowerPoint 
presentation made during the formal presentation on the HST project. The format was 
changed for the scoping meeting held at the LA River Center and Gardens on April 17, 
2007, to provide additional information specific to the area and to allow those in 
attendance at the meeting to express their environmental concerns about the HST 
project. Interpreters were available at each scoping meeting. Translation of the 
presentation on the HST project made at each meeting in Spanish. Translation of the 
presentation in Armenian was also available at the scoping meeting held in Glendale 
because of the large Armenian population in this city.   

At each meeting, attendees were asked to sign in and provide contact information so 
that updates and future notices on the HST project could be sent to them. The Authority 
and the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST staff facilitated the scoping meeting and 
provided general information and instruction on how to provide public comment.  See 
Appendix K for a copy of the sign-in sheets for each scoping meeting.  

Each scoping meeting began with a half-hour open house during which Los Angeles to 
Palmdale Region HST staff was present to answer questions and discuss materials 
being handed out or shown on display boards around the room. Following the open 
house, opening remarks were made by Carrie Pourvahadi, Deputy Director, for the 
Authority. A PowerPoint presentation was then made by Dennis Papilion on the 
preparation of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST Project-Level EIR/EIS, 
regarding this section of the HST project and the process to be followed during the 
preparation of the project EIR/EIS. The public was encouraged to submit written 
comments at the meeting or to mail them back to the Authority. The public was advised 
that a court reporter was present to take their verbal comments on the project. After the 
presentation, meeting participants asked questions about the project. The questions 
were addressed by Ms. Pourvahidi and the project staff. A copy of the transcript for 
each scoping meeting’s presentation is available from the Authority by contacting Carrie 
Pourvahidi at (916) 322-1422 or via email at CPourvahidi@hsr.ca.gov.    

After the PowerPoint presentation, meeting participants had another hour to view the 
scoping display boards and ask questions of project staff. 

mailto:CPourvahidi@hsr.ca.gov
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At the conclusion of the formal presentation at the LA River Center Scoping Meeting on 
April 17, 2007, those in attendance were asked to provide verbal comments on the 
project as requested in the April 12, 2007 letter from a member of the public (see 
Appendix R). The Speaker Request cards filled out by the speakers at this meeting are 
included as Appendix L. 

A Public Comment area was provided at each scoping meeting where participants could 
sit down, complete and submit a comment card regarding the project. See Appendix M 
for a copy of the Scoping Period Comment form. Completed comment cards were then 
placed in a box for collection by scoping meeting staff. Comments from these cards are 
further discussed in Section 5 of this Report. 

Photographs were taken at each scoping meeting and are found in Appendix N. 

Written and verbal comments received from these meetings are also included and 
summarized in Section 5 of this Report. Written comments submitted to the Authority by 
U.S. mail, the court reporter, and email are also included. A total of 28 letters and 26 
written comment cards were received during the scoping period. A summary of 
comments made at the scoping meetings are found in Appendix O. Letters and emails 
received on the HST project Notice of Preparation are provided in Appendix P. Scoping 
Period Comment Forms are found in Appendix Q. Other letters received on the Los 
Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project during the scoping period are also found in 
Appendix R. 

3.4 NOTIFICATION OF EIR/EIS SCOPING 

A NOP of an EIR/EIS was distributed to the State Clearinghouse, elected officials, local, 
regional and state agencies, and the interested public on March 12, 2007. The NOP 
included the purpose and need of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project, the 
project limits, need for agency input, potential environmental impacts of the project, the 
contact name for additional information regarding the project, and a description of 
alternatives to be considered. The NOP also included information on the location, date 
and time of the five scoping meetings to be held on the Los Angeles to Palmdale 
section of the HST project. Notices of the scoping meetings were also advertised locally 
and included in additional public notifications. 

An NOI to prepare an EIR/EIS for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project was 
published in the Federal Register on March 15, 2007. The NOI started the Federal 
scoping process for this project. The NOI included the purpose and need of the project, 
the project limits, need for agency input, potential environmental impacts of the project, 
the contact name for additional information regarding the project, and a description of 
alternatives to be considered. 
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4.0 PUBLIC AND AGENCY INVOLVEMENT DURING 
SCOPING PERIOD 

4.1 SUMMARY OF NOTICED SCOPING MEETINGS 

There were a total of five EIR/EIS scoping meetings held on the Los Angeles to 
Palmdale Region HST project. The geographical extent and complexity of the proposed 
project led to these scoping meetings being held in multiple locations in the Los 
Angeles, San Fernando Valley, and Palmdale area. A total of 190 people attended the 
five meetings.       

4.2 SCOPING MEETINGS BY MEETING LOCATION 

The Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST scoping process included five officially 
noticed agency and public scoping meetings that were held in the locations noted in 
Table 4-1. This Table provides the date, city, location /address and time of the public 
agency and general public scoping meetings.  

TABLE 4-1. SCOPING MEETING LOCATIONS AND TIMES 

DATE CITY LOCATION/ADDRESS 
TIME OF PUBLIC 

AGENCY & 
GENERAL PUBLIC 

MEETINGS 
4/4/07  Glendale 222 E. Harvard St., 

Glendale, CA 91205 
3 - 5 p.m. 
6 - 8 p.m. 

4/5/07  Los Angeles MTA Boardroom, 
Los Angeles, CA 

3 - 5 p.m. 
6 - 8 p.m. 

4/10/07 Sylmar Park & Recreation Center, 
Sylmar, CA 

3 - 5 p.m. 
6 - 8 p.m. 

4/12/07 Palmdale City Council Chambers, 
Palmdale, CA  

3 - 5 p.m. 
6 - 8 p.m. 

4/17/07 Los Angeles River Center & Gardens, 
Los Angeles, CA 

3 - 5 p.m. 
6 - 8 p.m. 

 
Materials used at these scoping meetings are summarized in Section 3.3 of this Report.  
Handout materials provided at each of these meetings were available in Spanish. At the 
meeting held in Glendale, CA, due to the city’s large Armenian population, these 
materials were also made available in Armenian. Spanish speaking interpreters were 
also available at each scoping meeting. In addition to Spanish, Armenian interpreters 
were also available at the Glendale meeting. 

 



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 5.0  ADDITIONAL SCOPING ISSUES 

LA-Palmdale Scoping Report Final_R4_07-07-09.doc 
 

5-1

oject 

the scoping report. 

 

rita area, 

s, including Los Angeles County Sanitation District sewer lines were also 

s 

nnel within the corridor and the impacts the HST 

train passengers that would use these stations. 

ST Corridor 
would cross over or under existing grade separated streets in their city. 

5.0 A D D I T I O N A L  S C O P I N G  I S S U E S  

There were many key topics related to the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST pr
expressed at every public meeting held on this project as discussed in Section 2.3 
(Summary of Scoping Issues) of this report. The following is a summary of the additional 
issued raised by the letters and e-mails received on the project NOP and NOI as 
discussed in Table 5-1 (Summary of Comments Received during the Scoping period) in 

Protection of the Environment 
There were a number of concerns expressed about the Los Angeles to Palmdale 
Region HST project impacting the environment in and adjacent to the HST Corridor.  
Those concerns included the impact of the HST on the aesthetic and visual resources 
located along the corridor, especially in the Soledad Canyon area and from viewers
located in the Angelus National Forest. Concern about the impact of the project on 
biological resources, including the riparian habitats and wildlife in the Santa Clara River 
and Soledad Canyon areas and on existing wildlife crossings were raised. Impacts on 
waters of the United States throughout the HST corridor and on the 500-year flood plain 
of the Santa Clara River were cited. Since the HST will traverse the Santa Cla
concern was expressed about the impact of the HST corridor on existing and 
abandoned oil and gas wells in this area. Noise and vibration impacts of the project 
were also a concern, especially on wildlife and birds in riparian areas, and on residents, 
commercial uses and businesses in the Burbank area. Impacts of the HST Corridor on 
existing utilitie
of concern.  

Alignment and Station Alternatives 
Comments were received about the impacts that would be created by the alignment to 
be followed by the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project and by additional use 
of the existing Burbank, Sylmar, and Palmdale Metrolink train stations. These concern
centered around the impact of the alignment on the cities along the HST corridor, on 
existing State Department of Water Resources facilities, two existing state parks 
(Cornfield and Taylor Yard sites), and a number of Los Angeles County and local cities 
parks. Concern was also expressed about whether the HST tracks would be located at 
grade, in a trench, elevated or in a tu
would have on adjacent land uses. 

Also of concern was the increased use of the above Metrolink stations that would create 
a need for additional stations facilities, included new or larger train platforms, additional 
parking spaces, and other improvements that would be needed to support the additional 

Comments were also received on where grade separations would be constructed along 
the HST corridor alignment to separate the HST from surface streets that currently 
cross exiting railroad tracks in the project area. The City of Burbank asked for 
consideration of a grade separation at Buena Vista Street and how the H
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Connectivity and Coordination With/Impacts to other Transportation Facilities 
Comments were received that consideration should be given to connecting the HST 
stations to existing forms of transportation, including bus service and bicycle trails in the 
HST corridor and around existing train stations. The Antelope Valley Transit Authority 
was also concerned about the impact of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST 
project on their commuter service to Los Angeles. It was also requested that the need 
for additional quality transit service to and from these stations be considered in the 
project EIR/EIS to help ensure the success of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST 
project. A request was also received that the HST be connected to the 
Burbank/Glendale Airport. 

Concern was expressed about the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project’s 
impact on existing Metrolink and freight service and the impact of the project on the 
ability of Metrolink to grow consistent with the adopted 2007 SCRRA Strategic 
Assessment that governs the growth of the Metrolink system. Coordination between the 
Authority and the MTA in their planning of several new transportation corridors and with 
the Southern California Association of Government (SCAG) on their Maglev/HST project 
was also requested. 

Ridership 
Concern was expressed about the impact of the HST on Metrolink ridership and the 
need for this to be analyzed in the project EIR/EIS. It was also requested that the 
intended ridership of the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST system and the 
communities that it will serve be addressed in the project environmental document.   

A request was also received that various forms of standard passenger service with 
more frequent stops within the HST corridor be conducted. Also requested was an 
evaluation of HST or semi-HST service with a ticket fare structure that presents a 
reasonable alternative to shift freeway trips to rail service.   

Technologies 
A recommendation was received that the Authority reconsider using Maglev technology 
for the HST system, rather than the steel-wheel-on-steel-rail system that is proposed to 
be used for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project. It was also thought that 
an elevated Maglev line along the proposed HST Corridor in the Los Angeles to 
Palmdale Region HST system, in the San Joaquin Valley and elsewhere would not 
interfere with traffic nearly as much during project construction and operation. 

Project Funding/Cost/Priority 
Concerns were expressed that already scarce federal, state and local resources would 
be diverted to meet HST operation and maintenance subsidies and debt service if the 
HST project revenue projections are not met. It was also thought that the costs and 
impacts of the project in the vicinity of HST stations related to highway congestion 
should be addressed in the project EIR/EIS. Concerns were expressed that the HST 
project from Los Angeles to San Francisco may not be feasible in the immediate future, 
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but it was thought that the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST could attract significant 
ridership and be a candidate for a public-private partnership type project. Questions 
were asked if a bond for the HST project would go on the November 2008 ballot. 

Health and Safety 
Several comments were received on the potential for collisions of the HST trains with 
automobiles, bicycles, and pedestrians. It was thought that mitigation measures be 
developed and included in the project EIR/EIS to prevent collisions of the HST with 
other vehicles along the HST corridor. Grade separations were seen as a way to 
prevent these collisions and to mitigate the dangerous situations that currently exist with 
at-grade rail operation in the densely populated urban areas in Los Angeles County. 

Environmental/Planning Process/Support 
Comments were received requesting that technical air quality, traffic and circulation, 
parking needs at HST train stations and biological resources studies be prepared for the 
HST project and included in the project EIR/EIS. Also requested was the need for the 
Authority to coordinate and work with the U.S. Forest Service on the Angelus National 
Forest Land Management Plan, U.S. Coast Guard on bridges located in navigable 
waters, Caltrans District 7 concerning impacts of the project on existing freeways and 
state roads, and the SCRRA for any project impacts to their facilities. It was also 
requested that the Authority work with these agencies to obtain necessary approvals, 
permits and agreements with these agencies to allow for the construction and operation 
of the HST project facilities. It was also requested that the possible impacts of the Los 
Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project on the ability to redevelop land in and around 
the Burbank Train station be analyzed.   

Concerns were expressed about the possible opposition of the Los Angeles to Palmdale 
Region HST project by the local airlines and other groups opposed to high-speed 
transportation projects in the Southern California area.       

See Appendix D to this report that summarizes the comments received during scoping 
for the HST project.  

5.1 SUMMARY OF SCOPING COMMENTS 

Comments Received in response to the project NOP, Written Comments on the 
Scoping Meeting Comment Card or given to the court reporter at the EIR/EIS 
Scoping Meetings 

The overall goals of project scoping are to inform the agencies and interested members 
of the public about the proposed Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project and the 
required NEPA and CEQA environmental document to be prepared on this section of 
the HST project. Scoping also assists in identifying the range of concerns and project-
related issues that form the basis for identification of significant environmental issues to 
be addressed in the Project-Level EIR/EIS. The scoping process identified a range of 
alignments and station locations in the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project, 
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and identified suggested mitigation measures, strategies, or ideas and approaches to 
mitigation that may be useful and explored in the Project-Level EIR/EIS. 

Twenty-eight letters and 26 written comment cards were received during the public 
meetings and during the scoping period. The following is a summary of issues raised 
either by those in attendance at the scoping meetings or through correspondence and 
other forms of communication. See Table 5-1 for this summary. Comments are 
organized first by general topic and then by commentor (organized by commentor 
classifications). Copies of scoping correspondence, emails, and written comment cards 
and other comments received on the HST project are provided in Appendix R. 

TABLE 5-1. SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE SCOPING PERIOD 
Topic 1: Protection of Environment 

PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

FEDERAL AGENCIES   
1. While the alignment may not be on National 

Forest System land, it will certainly bisect key 
wildlife linkages between the two major portions 
of the Angeles National Forest. We request that 
Wildlife Connectivity be specifically identified as 
one of the Key Issues addressed in the EIR/EIS.   

2. Requested that the EIR/EIS analysis consider the 
findings in the research and studies concerning 
connectivity, such as identifying site-specific 
impacts and incorporating analysis of state-of-
the–art wildlife corridors into the development of 
the EIR/EIS alternatives, to allow for maintenance 
of biodiversity and wildlife movement across the 
landscape. 

3. Large prehistoric sites exist in the Acton-Agua 
Dulce area, such as at Vasques Rocks.   

4. Soledad Canyon also contains many historic 
sites.  Any alternatives considering below-grade 
development will need to analyze impacts from 
large amounts of ground disturbance in this 
heritage-rich area.  

5. Concerned about long-term, indirect, and 
cumulative effects to air quality, and asks that 
they be considered and analyzed in the 
alternatives.   

6. Requested that the Angeles National Forest Land 
Management Plan’s analysis of air quality 
conditions in the Final EIS be considered in the 
analysis of the HST impacts and alternatives.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Forest 
Service, Angeles 
National Forest 
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PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

7. Requested that the EIR/EIS analysis consider 
impacts (both direct and cumulative) of the HST 
on visual resources in The Soledad Front Country 
Place of the Angeles National Forest area, which 
runs northeast to southwest along both sides of 
Interstate (I) 14 along the Santa Clara and 
Soledad Rivers.   

8. Noise and startle effects on wildlife, particularly 
riparian birds, needs to be considered in the 
project impacts. 

9. EIR/EIS must demonstrate that potential impacts 
to waters of the United States have been avoided 
and minimized to the maximum extent practicable 
prior to obtaining a Clean Water Act (CWA) 
Section 404 permit.  

10. Concerned that the SR-58/Soledad Canyon route 
paralleling the Santa Clara River will cause 
significant damage to the Soledad Canyon area 
and this major regional resource for wildlife.   

11. Because of potentially significant impacts that 
may affect the Santa Clara River and the Soledad 
Canyon resource area, the proposed alignment 
may not be consistent with CWA Section 
404(b)(1) Guidelines (40 CFR 230.10 (a) and (c)).

12. Incorporate the information developed for the 
Missing Linkages Report and identify how 
alternatives have been designed to allow for 
continued wildlife movement. 

13. In the EIR/EIS identify how alternatives will be 
consistent with the goals and objectives identified 
in the Santa Clara River upper Watershed 
Protection Plan. 

14. Recommends that FRA and the Authority 
facilitate a meeting of scientists and local experts 
to explore the specific locations and design 
features for wildlife crossings that are needed.   

15. Identify connections that would likely remain after 
construction of the HST system.    

16. Recommends coordination with local habitat 
experts to insure that the EIR/EIS includes a 
discussion of the open space and biodiversity 
protection measures identified and a commitment 
to incorporate specific goals and objectives 
where feasible.   

 

NOP Comment 
Letter  

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 
(EPA), Region IX 
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PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

17. Recommend working with the Southern California 
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) to 
ensure that anticipated emissions from the 
proposed project are consistent with the Air 
Quality Management District.   

18. Where applicable, insure the PM10 Project-Level 
hotspot analysis is performed following the March 
2006 procedures and the analysis reflects the 
changes of the procedures. 

19. The EIR/EIS should include SCAQMD 
requirements to reduce emissions during all 
phases of the project.   

20. The EIR/EIS should address the potential noise 
and vibration impacts to residents, businesses, 
and wildlife related to the construction and 
operation of the proposed project.   

21. The EIR/EIS should discuss the tunneling 
methodology to be used and corresponding 
environmental impacts. 
STATE AGENCIES   

22. The proposed project is located inside and 
outside the administrative boundaries of various 
oil and gas fields.  Numerous plugged and 
abandoned wells are within or in proximity of the 
project.  The Division recommends that these 
wells be accurately plotted on future project 
maps.   

23. Building over/on in the areas of plugged and 
abandoned wells should be avoided if possible, if 
not possible, Division specifications should be 
considered. 

24. The Division has published an informational 
packet entitled, “Construction Project Site Review 
and Well Abandonment Procedure” that outlines 
the information a project developer must submit 
to the Division for review.   

25. If any plugged and abandoned wells are 
damaged or uncovered during excavation or 
grading, remedial plugging operations may be 
required.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

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

REGIONAL AGENCIES   
26. The proposed project may impact several existing 

and/or proposed Districts’ trunk sewers over 
which it will be constructed. The District cannot 
issue a detailed response to or permit 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

County Sanitation 
Districts of Los 
Angeles County 
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PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

construction of the proposed project until project 
plans and specifications that incorporate Districts’ 
sewer lines are submitted. The Districts’ request 
a map of the proposed project alignment, when 
available, to the attention of Mr. Tommy Sung of 
the Districts’ Sewer Design Section. 

27. Recommends that the Lead Agency use the 
SCAQMD’s Air Quality Handbook (1993) as 
guidance when preparing its air quality analysis.   

28. The Lead Agency should identify any potential 
adverse air quality impacts that could occur from 
all phases of the project and all air pollutant 
sources related to the project. 

29. Requests that the lead agency quantify PM2.5 
emissions and compare the results to the 
recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds.   

30. When preparing the air quality analysis for the 
proposed project, it is recommended that the lead 
agency perform a localized significance analysis 
by either using the localized significance 
thresholds (LSTs) developed by the SCAQMD or 
performing dispersion modeling as necessary.  

31. Recommended that the Lead Agency perform a 
mobile source health risk assessment.   

32. Analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due 
to the decommissioning or use of equipment 
potentially generating such air pollutants should 
also be included. 

33. In the event that the project generates significant 
adverse air quality impacts, refer to the SCAQMD 
CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Chapter 11) for 
sample air quality mitigation measures.  

NOP Comment 
Letter 

SCAQMD 

34. Under-grounding of the proposed alignment 
adjacent to the Pacific Crest Trail (#79) may 
possibly mitigate potential impacts to aesthetics.   

35. Operation of the project may produce on-going 
noise impacts, which will need to be mitigated. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

County of Los 
Angeles – 
Department of Parks 
and Recreation 

36. The current plan has potential to negatively 
impact local riparian habitats and wildlife along 
the Santa Clara River 

37. Recommended that the HST be built outside the 
500-year floodplain of the Santa Clara River 
away from critical habitat areas and potential 
floodwater. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

County of Los 
Angeles – 
Department of Public 
Works (Suk Chong) 
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PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

38. The proposed alignment corridor should include 
wildlife undercrossings and address associated 
impacts to natural drainage courses and man-
made flood management facilities.  

39. Recommend minimizing the size of footprints to 
allow maximum water percolation and to reduce 
storm water runoff impacts to downstream 
properties.   

 

40. Recommend exploring the use of porous asphalt 
pavement for permeable parking lots.   

41. Use native plants for landscaping at the stations 
to minimize consumption of water and use 
recycled water for irrigation. 
LOCAL AGENCIES   

42. The EIR/EIS should identify the impacts of train 
traffic on local circulation where grade 
separations are not applied.  

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Glendale 

43. Requested that the Project EIR/EIS include a 
more detailed analysis of the location of areas in 
the City of Burbank that could experience “high” 
or “medium” noise and vibration impacts. 

44. The City does not support the Combined 
UPRR/Metrolink & I-5 alignment along I-5 south 
of the Downtown Burbank Metrolink Station due 
to the significant residential noise and aesthetic 
impacts to low-income neighborhoods south of 
Olive Avenue.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Burbank 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
45. This system will have no discernable impact on 

freeway congestion or air quality because the 
everyday “working stiff” will have neither the time 
nor the money to utilize it.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Gene Bahlman 

46. Concerned that alignments in the Los Angeles 
area may severely and unnecessarily impact our 
river and parks. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Natural Resources 
Defense Council 

47. Requested that aesthetics and light glare impacts 
of the proposed project be specifically evaluated 
to ensure that the peaceful environment can be 
maintained at both Forest Lawn locations.   

48. Requests that the EIR/EIS examine potential 
impacts from proposed and potential land uses. 

 
 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Forest Lawn 
Memorial Park 
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PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

49. Noise impacts must be carefully and thoroughly 
studied to ensure that operations at the Forest 
Lawn sites are not impacted by the proposed 
project.   

50. The impact of creating additional traffic must be 
considered in addition to all of the other potential 
traffic impacts that could affect Forest Lawn’s 
vital day-to-day operations at both sites.   

51. The EIR/EIS should consider the nearby sensitive 
use that the two Forest Lawn locations present 
when analyzing all environmental categories. 

52. Major attention will be needed to reduce the 
sound level emitted by passing high speed trains, 
which may require erecting side barriers a few 
feet high adjacent to the tracks on their 
supporting structure. 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

T.A. Nelson, P.E. 

53. What about Threespine Stickleback fish? EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

Les Jundy 

54. Concerned there may be issues of disruption of 
Acton and its lifestyle. 

55. Noise may decrease quality of life for land 
owners near the proposed corridor. 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

William Davis 

56. Major additional tunnels and grade separated 
crossings would be required in this section and 
this type of construction in a riparian area would 
be “monumental.” 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Brian C. Brooks 

 

Topic 2: Alignment and Station Alternatives 

ALIGNMENT AND STATION ALTERNATIVES - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

FEDERAL AGENCIES   
1. If any alternative proposes crossing the Angeles 

National Forest, the analysis will need to consider 
all administrative, ownership, and legal impacts 
and requirements, in addition to the 
environmental issues currently listed in the 
scoping materials for this project.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Forest 
Service, Angeles 
National Forest 

2. The EIR/EIS should identify where proposed 
stations, parking lots, and additional required 
infrastructure will be located, as well as the 
associated impacts from station development.   

 

NOP Comment 
Letters 

United States EPA, 
Region IX 
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ALIGNMENT AND STATION ALTERNATIVES - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

3. Identify how the proposed alternatives may affect 
the mobility of low-income or minority 
populations. 

STATE AGENCIES   
4. Transportation demand modeling should be 

conducted to evaluate the patronage forecast for 
each of the proposed stations and possible 
alternative station locations. 

5. Recommend that the SCAG and the LOSSAN 
Corridor be consulted regarding the HST system 
in Southern California.  Future alignments for the 
High Desert Corridor Freeway/Expressway 
should be identified in relation to the Palmdale 
high-speed rail Alignment and station site 
selection. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Department of 
Transportation, 
District 7, Office of 
Public Transportation 
and Regional 
Planning 

6. Based on the proposed project alignments in the 
NOP, there could be points of overlap or 
encroachment with existing Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) structures and right-of-ways, 
in which case DWR should be a responsible 
agency under CEQA process.   

7. Overlap or encroachment of DWR lands and 
right-of-way will require obtainment of access 
permit, encroachment permit, and/or easement 
from DWR’s Division of Engineering, Real Estate 
Branch prior to construction.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

DWR 

REGIONAL AGENCIES   
8. Alignment of the current phase is unclear with 

respect to certain areas.   
9. Park facilities listed in letter may fall into the 

Possible Alignment Area. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

County of Los 
Angeles – 
Department of Parks 
and Recreation 

10. The HST Corridor may need to return to the 
original Southern Pacific alignment parallel to 
San Fernando Road because of sharp curves 
around their central maintenance facility. 

11. If the HST route follows the SCRRA corridor 
through the Santa Clarita/Soledad Canyon, 
almost no use of the actual right-of-way is 
feasible due to curvature and erosion threats 
from the river. 

12. It is expected that the HST system will deviate 
from alignment of existing rail corridors at 
locations of sharp curvature. 

NOP Comment 
Letter  

Metrolink – SCRRA 



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 5.0  ADDITIONAL SCOPING ISSUES 

LA-Palmdale Scoping Report Final_R4_07-07-09.doc 
 

5-11

ALIGNMENT AND STATION ALTERNATIVES - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

13. Requested that for sections in downtown Los 
Angeles, along the LA River, the Authority 
considers placing these track sections within at-
grade reinforced concrete box structures suitable 
for enclosure within soil. 

14. The EIR/EIS should fully identify HST rail facility 
needs.  

15. Curved station platforms have been successfully 
implemented along other HST networks and 
should be thoroughly evaluated for Los Angeles 
County. 

16. Discuss appropriate HST train and platform 
length based on all modeling scenarios. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

MTA 

LOCAL AGENCIES   
17. There are several locations in the City where 

grade separated crossings will be necessary.  
NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Palmdale 

18. Alignment will have a profound impact on this 
community.   

19. Requested close consultation with the Authority 
so community understands the environmental 
process and can meaningfully participate. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Acton Town Council 

20. EIR/EIS should identify if grade separations will 
be applied at every intersection along the entire 
length of the system and what criteria will be 
used to determine where grade separations are 
applied.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Glendale 

21. A station in the Santa Clarita Valley should be 
analyzed as part of the environmental process. 

22. The EIR/EIS should include a discussion of the 
requirements for the station.   

23. This should include: 
24. The amount of land area; 
25. Rail requirements; 
26. Parking spaces; and 
27. Roadways to serve the stations and amenities to 

be included in the station such as child care and 
security. 

28. The EIR/EIS should include the percentages of 
the amount of track that would be elevated, at-
grade, below grade or underground. 

29. Also included should be: 
 
 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Santa Clarita 
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ALIGNMENT AND STATION ALTERNATIVES - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

30. The right–of-way requirements for these tracks 
and where they are co-located with other rail 
facilities; and 

31. The maximum number of rails that would use this 
right-of-way at any given location.  

32. The Project EIR/EIS should clarify the proposed 
cross section and provide a detailed analysis of 
the environmental effects of the proposed 
alignment, especially for any elevated sections. 

33. The City is concerned that plans outlined under 
the Program EIR/EIS do not consider a proposed 
rail grade separation at Buena Vista Street, nor 
do they show how the alignment will cross over or 
under existing grade separations at Burbank 
Boulevard, Magnolia Boulevard, and Olive 
Avenue.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Burbank 

34. Suggested that the section from Sylmar to Union 
Station be identified as an area for further study 
and that it be wide enough to consider several 
viable alternatives.  

35. At the very least, every effort should be made to 
identify alternatives that do not impact RDLASP 
such as the possibility of utilizing existing right-of-
way along the highway. 

36. It is important that the process for alignment 
selection is open and transparent. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Ed P. Reyes, Los 
Angeles City Council 
Member, First District 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
37. Recommends reducing the width of the right-of-

way and grade separating it at the point where it 
crosses the 40-acre RDLASP.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Henry W. Shaeffer 
Esq. 

38. It is important that HST Corridors protect our 
parks and rivers, in part because this is one of 
the “nation’s most park-deprived urban regions.” 

 
39. The Authority has not identified any specific 

alignments for the Los Angeles to Palmdale 
section.   

40. Requests that the Authority not limit the range of 
alternative alignments under consideration solely 
to the now designated corridor for further study. 

41. Urge consideration of an alignment alternative 
that utilizes the existing I-5 corridor. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Natural Resources 
Defense Council 
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ALIGNMENT AND STATION ALTERNATIVES - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

42. Requests that the EIR/EIS consider alternatives 
that protect its locations and other sensitive uses 
like parks and historic sites, including the nearby 
RDLASP site.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Forest Lawn 
Memorial Park 

43. The HST system needs a route to LAX. 
44. The demand for the Palmdale Airport is a mistake 

on 3 accounts: 
45. It adds unnecessary miles to the HST Corridor, 

which should return to the I-5/Grapevine corridor. 
46. Palmdale is a particularly unsuitable location for 

an airport. 
47. It is an extra/unneeded stop that hurts HST 

running times.   
48. Would like letter sent to local mayor (included in 

comment letter) regarding the Los Angeles 
Basin’s unprepared status as a HST terminal 
added to the record.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

John Ullett 

49. Should find a way to convince land developers 
and local officials in the Antelope Valley that a 
detour of high speed rail through Palmdale is not 
in the best interest of most passengers who travel 
between the San Fernando Valley, Bakersfield 
and beyond. 

50. The Palmdale Airport can be served by Metrolink 
with a transfer provided to the high speed line at 
Sylmar. 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

T.A. Nelson, P.E. 

51. The re-alignment of the tracks would “greatly 
impact homeowners as well as the Santa Clara 
River, which is the last natural flowing river in Los 
Angeles County. 

52. Property owners in “the beautiful Canyon” don’t 
want their properties used for railroad tracks and 
if the tracks are straightened to accommodate 
high rates of speed (220mph), almost all would 
have to be destroyed.   

53. A wild animal preserve (Shambala) and 6 
privately owned recreational vehicle parks would 
be impacted if the tracks are straightened to 
accommodate high rates of speed (220mph). 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

Laura L. Sickler 
 
 
 

54. Recommend revised potential for re-alignment 
and alternative corridors.   

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

William Davis 

55. Supports the HST system NOP Comment 
Letter 

H.R. Nyholm 
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ALIGNMENT AND STATION ALTERNATIVES - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

56. Supports HST in general, however, “will only 
support this one elsewhere.”   

57. States that existing facilities in Fullerton, San 
Bernardino and Riverside offer viable 
opportunities to route the HST to an area of 
lesser impact.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Ann Walnum 

58. The most important “side-effect” of the HST 
system will be the grade separation of the 
existing rail lines.   

59. Rail crossings in Glendale and Burbank are of the 
most concern. 

60. North of the station, the section that lies between 
the Burbank Blvd. underpass and Buena Vista St. 
would be ideal to transition to a 
trenched/tunneled section.   

61. Concerned about grade separation at this point 
due to freight trains being commonly “parked” 
along this stretch. 

62. We should grade-separate as much rail as 
possible.   

63. Would like to see details on how street traffic will 
be directed to the Burbank station.   

64. Access to the station from traffic traveling north 
on I-5 is not direct and could cause increased 
congestion to areas that are already very busy. 

65. How will parking improve at any given station?  
Both short and long term parking will have to be 
addressed. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Matthew Mackey 

66. The HST needs a new route to Los Angeles.  The 
proposed route takes it through L.A.’s primary 
north-south access corridor (where SR-14 meets 
I-5).  

67. Suggests a route that travels on a “straight line” 
from Los Angeles to Palmdale. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Ian Hall 
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Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation 
Facilities 

CONNECTIVITY AND COORDINATION WITH 
IMPACTS TO OTHER TRANSPORTATION 

FACILITIES - COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

FEDERAL AGENCIES   
1. Requested that the analysis consider cumulative 

effects from other developments in Soledad 
Canyon, such as freeways, railways, power 
transmission lines, etc.  We ask that alternatives 
be developed and analyzed that look at ways to 
improve wildlife movement, by removing barriers 
that may have been caused by such 
developments. 

2. The Pacific Crest National Scenic Trail, “the jewel 
in the crown of America’s scenic trails,” crosses 
Soledad Canyon and will be crossed by any HST 
Corridor alternative through the canyon.  
Alternatives will need to analyze impacts and 
consider passage corridor designs and 
mitigations that respond to the impacts.  

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Forest 
Service, Angeles 
National Forest 

REGIONAL AGENCIES   
3. The impacts of the HST system on Metrolink’s 

potential to grow consistent with the adopted 
2007 SCRRA Strategic Assessment must be 
considered in the EIR/EIS. 

4. FRA requirements and limitation for shared use 
of Metrolink-dispatched lines that carry commuter 
and HST passenger and freight services must be 
addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

5. Adopted regional plans call for Metrolink service 
to grow from 42,000 daily riders to more than 
100,000 daily riders by 2020. To accommodate 
this growth, SCRRA and other railroad owners 
will need to expand track capacity. Construction 
of a HST structure and/or integration of HST into 
existing track facilities will require the use of 
valuable rail corridor property that could be used 
for expansion of conventional rail service 
facilities. 

6. The design of the HST system must recognize 
the ultimate build-out of the conventional system 
as described in the SCRRA Strategic 
Assessment (January 26, 2007). 

 
 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Metrolink – SCRRA 
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CONNECTIVITY AND COORDINATION WITH 
IMPACTS TO OTHER TRANSPORTATION 

FACILITIES - COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

7. The EIR/EIS must address the impacts on both 
passenger and freight rail service of the shared 
use of existing rail rights-of-way.   

8. The impact on Metrolink services during 
construction of the HST stations and coordination 
of construction without significantly disrupting the 
existing service needs to be addressed in the 
EIR/EIS 

9. The EIR/EIS should address the construction 
impacts of the HST system on both SCRRA and 
freight operations.   

10. Other considerations for shared use of tracks are: 
11. Platform height; 
12. Ride quality; and 
13. Right-of-way security. 
14. If an existing railroad corridor is used for a HST 

route, the grade separation effort must result in 
separating all rail lines from conflicting traffic. 

15. Metro Planning is currently actively pursuing 
AA/DEIS/DEIR phases of several new 
transportation corridors.  Some of these corridor 
studies will include alternative rail and other 
transportation uses in similar corridors to HST. 
Metro and the Authority should coordinate closely 
to avoid impacts on these corridor. 

16. Other transit planning efforts not conducted by 
Metro, but involving Metro infrastructure, may 
have elements impacted by HST Corridors and 
programs. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

MTA 

17. Recommend that any planning for a statewide 
high-speed train system include linkages 
between the  Authority system and other 
systems, including a SCAG Maglev/high-speed 
rail system. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Association of 
Governments 

18. Proposals that promote the connectivity between 
the Los Angeles River and various activity 
centers are consistent with the mission and vision 
of the Los Angeles River Master Plan. However, 
the following concerns should be addressed: 

19. Aesthetic goals for the River greenway may be 
compromised if the HST system leads to the 
obstructed views and creates blight along the 
River greenway 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

County of Los 
Angeles – 
Department of Public 
Works (Suk Chong) 
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CONNECTIVITY AND COORDINATION WITH 
IMPACTS TO OTHER TRANSPORTATION 

FACILITIES - COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

20. Connectivity is promoted if there is a stop in the 
vicinity of the Los Angeles River.  Propose a stop 
in the vicinity of the RDLASP 

21. Consider opportunities to develop green 
connections between the River and the 
suggested transit stop 

22. Need to consider the impact of this project on 
local public transit in the Antelope Valley as well 
as the impact on our commuter service to Los 
Angeles.  Please include in your Report an 
analysis of these impacts and costs associated 
with mitigation.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Antelope Valley 
Transit Authority 

LOCAL AGENCIES   
23. The environmental analysis should include a 

discussion of transit-oriented development in 
proximity to the stations. 

24. The EIR/EIS should address how the HST would 
interface with a proposed alternative high speed 
railway on the eastern edge of the Santa Clarita 
Valley, which uses magnetic levitation 
technology.   

25. The document should include a discussion of 
needed transportation improvements that are 
required to serve either the Santa Clarita or 
Sylmar station.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Santa Clarita 

26. The City requested that the Project EIR/EIS 
consider planned transportation improvements in 
the Interstate 5 corridor between Hollywood Way 
and Olive Avenue. 

27. Both the City and the MTA have adopted bicycle 
plans that identify a Class I bike path to be 
located in the rail right-of-way. The City of 
Burbank requests that the Project EIR/EIS 
address the possibility of a bicycle path in the 
corridor and identify how the high-speed train 
proposal might affect this facility. 

28. Any circulation study should include an analysis 
of pedestrian and bicycle connections to ensure 
that the proposed station is well connected to 
adjoining land use and transit facilities. 

29. The City of Burbank requests that the Project 
EIR/EIS address how the high-speed train 
system will be connected to Bob Hope Airport to 
ensure a better connection between regional air 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Burbank 
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CONNECTIVITY AND COORDINATION WITH 
IMPACTS TO OTHER TRANSPORTATION 

FACILITIES - COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

traffic from areas outside the state and 
destinations along the proposed high-speed train 
system. 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
30. Although HST could save time transferring riders 

from station to station, but without quality public 
transportation to and from the station, the HST 
system will not be successful.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Gene Bahlman 

31. Since the creation of the the Authority, a number 
of efforts have changed the face of our neglected 
Los Angeles river area and brought critical 
revitalization efforts to this working-class 
community of color. The California Department of 
Parks and Recreation has created two world-
class parks – Taylor Yard and the Cornfield site, 
any impacts thereto must be fully analyzed.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Natural Resources 
Defense Council 

32. The Pacific Crest Trail crosses the tracks at one 
point. Will it be affected? 

33. What will be done to assure access to Soledad 
Canyon road from north of the railroad tracks? 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

Keith Brown 

34. What would happen in terms of access to 
Soledad Canyon if High-Speed [Train] goes 
through Soledad Canyon? 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

Les Jundy 

 

Topic 4: Ridership 

RIDERSHIP - COMMENTS COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

REGIONAL AGENCIES   
1. The impact of Metrolink rider diversion to the HST 

system must be addressed in the EIR/EIS. 
NOP Comment 
Letter 

Metrolink – SCRRA 

LOCAL AGENCIES   
2. It is unclear what the intended ridership is, as well 

as the communities that will be served by the 
HST. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Ed P. Reyes, Los 
Angeles City Council 
Member, First District 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
3. Will likely be attracting people from short hop 

airlines, and people on weekend trips, but very 
few commuters because very few people 
commute by car from San Francisco to Los 
Angeles. 

 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Gene Bahlman 
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RIDERSHIP - COMMENTS COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

4. In order to get people out of their cars you need 
to find out where most people commute from and 
to. 

 
Topic 5: Technologies 

TECHNOLOGIES - COMMENTS COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
1. Why can the Swiss build exceptionally long 

tunnels through the Alps, but we cannot do the 
same through the Tehachapi Mountains? 

EIR/EIS Scoping 
Meetings 

T.A. Nelson, P.E. 

2. Recommended reconsideration of proposed 
technology.   

3. An elevated Maglev line along your proposed 
alignment would not sever the farms and 
communities in the San Joaquin Valley or 
elsewhere and would not interfere with traffic 
nearly as much during construction. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Brian C. Brooks 

 
Topic 6: Project Funding/Cost/Priority 

PROJECT FUNDING/COST/PRIORITY - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

FEDERAL AGENCIES   
1. EIR/EIS should include what project elements will 

require funding or approval by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA). 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. EPA, Region IX 

STATE AGENCIES   
2. Concerned voters may be unwilling to continue 

adding to the State’s “dangerously high debt 
level.” 

3. Concerned that the entire line from Los Angeles 
to San Francisco may not be feasible in the 
immediate future, however, the Los Angeles to 
Palmdale section can attract significant ridership 
and is therefore a perfect candidate for a public-
private partnership. 

4. Urge the HSRA to consider this innovative 
approach toward financing the Los Angeles to 
Palmdale section.   

 
 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

George Runner, 
California Senator, 
17th District/Sharon 
Runner, 
Assemblywoman, 
36th District 
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PROJECT FUNDING/COST/PRIORITY - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

REGIONAL AGENCIES   
5. The impact of the HST system on growth of 

Metrolink due to both physical and financial 
constraints on Metrolink’s ability to expand 
service must be addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

6. Additional costs and impacts in the vicinity of 
station locations related to street and highway 
congestion must be address in the document.  

7. Adding an Overhead Catenary System to these 
joint passenger and freight corridors must be 
addressed, if proposed.  

8. There may be several opportunities to mitigate 
the impact of the HST system that will reduce the 
impacts of other rail operations. 

9. Concerned that already scarce federal, state and 
local resources will be diverted to meet operating 
and maintenance subsidy and debt service if 
revenue projections are not met.  

10. Detailed analysis is needed to determine if it is 
financially feasible for Metrolink to become a 
cost-effective HST feeder rail service. 

11. The EIR/EIS should address the mitigation of loss 
of revenue opportunity to the SCRRA and its 
member agencies in the areas of: 

12. Fiber optic 
13. Freight dispatch 
14. Billboard 
15. Other commercial uses of our property 
16. The EIR/EIS needs to evaluate the maintenance 

windows required for joint operation and potential 
adverse impacts due to 24-hour maintenance 
operations or reductions in operating capacity 
due to speed restrictions. 

17. Concerned that construction of the HST system 
will divert already limited state and federal 
funding from Metrolink projects. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Metrolink – SCRRA 

18. Revenue estimates should be compared to other 
HST systems 

19. Thoroughly analyze the response of airline 
carriers to HST where it has been implemented 
elsewhere and show what this means for 
California. 

20. Sensitivity analysis should be conducted showing 
the cost impacts of less than expected revenue. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

MTA 
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PROJECT FUNDING/COST/PRIORITY - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

21. If previous Metro-funded improvements are 
impacted by HST, these should be mitigated. 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
22. Consider when calculating how much it costs a 

commuter to drive from point A to point B, a 
“favorite” method is to include all costs of the 
automobile and come up with a cost per mile. 

23. Sophisticated commuters realize that a new train, 
bus, etc. will only save them money on tires, gas, 
and oil and will not be versatile enough to allow 
them to get rid of their car completely.  Therefore, 
if the price is not cheap enough people will not 
use the HST system.  

24. It is a waste of taxpayer money, and a better use 
would be to widen freeways or build low speed 
local light rail that takes “real people” to “real 
places” and not just tourists and “bums” to local 
urban renewal projects.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Gene Bahlman 

25. Supports the HST project NOP Comment 
Letter 

Rafael Laceball II 

26. The idea that the HST be constructed and 
operated by public funding is more than absurd 
and should be rejected.  If a HST system is to be 
considered it should be developed and operated 
by a for profit company or consortium and not at 
the taxpayers expense. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Dave Mootchnik – 
Southern California 
Commuters Forum 

27. It is in the best interest of the people of the state 
to have this system as soon as possible. 

28. Supports HST system 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

R.J. Burns 

29. Supports the HST project NOP Comment 
Letter 

Jim Olsen 

30. Suggest getting Los Angeles World Airports 
(LAWA) on the side of the HST.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Ian Hall 

 

Topic 7: Health and Safety 

HEALTH AND SAFETY - COMMENTS COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

FEDERAL AGENCIES   
1 Any analysis of a proposed project in or adjacent 

to the Angeles National Forest (the wildland 
urban interface, or WUI) needs to consider the 
issue of wildfire risk and community protection. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Forest 
Service, Angeles 
National Forest 
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HEALTH AND SAFETY - COMMENTS COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

STATE AGENCIES   
2 The EIR/EIS should mention the potential for 

collisions of trains with motorists, bicyclists and 
pedestrians. These hazards can be significantly 
increased by HST.  

3 Recommended that the Authority arrange 
diagnostic review meetings of the safety of those 
affected crossings with the Commission’s RCES, 
the affected railroad companies, and other 
interested parties to discuss relevant safety 
issues and, if necessary, file a GO88-B request 
for authority to modify or grade separate an at-
grade crossing.   

4 Should be considered in an analysis of railroad 
crossing safety: 

5 Close existing at-grade crossings 
6 Grade separate existing at-grade crossings 
7 Improve safety of existing at-grade crossings 
8 Construct fencing along the railroad right-of-way 
9 Improve pedestrian and bicyclist safety at 

crossings 
10 Fully consider the noise impacts around 

crossings 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

California Public 
Utilities Commission 

LOCAL AGENCIES   
11 Where there is no cross vehicular traffic or no 

grade separation, the EIR/EIS should clearly 
identify what mitigation measures will be applied 
to prevent train collisions with pedestrians or any 
other types of vehicles. 

12 Should discuss how accidents such as the one 
Glendale recently experienced with a Metrolink 
train will be prevented or minimized.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Glendale 

13 Important to avoid at-grade crossings, due to 
dangerous accidents, which are “common” in 
urban areas such as Los Angeles.   

14 If the existing Metrolink tracks can be grade 
separated along with the new high speed tracks, 
construction of the new line may actually be able 
to mitigate a highly dangerous environmental 
situation we currently have with at-grade rail 
operations in densely populated urban areas here 
in the County of Los Angeles.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Burbank 
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Topic 8: Environmental/Planning Process/Support 

ENVIRONMENTAL/PLANNING PROCESS - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

FEDERAL AGENCIES   
1. The Angeles National Forest Land Management 

Plan includes program strategies for habitat 
linkage planning that should be considered in 
developing alternatives and mitigations for this 
project.   

2. The Angeles National Forest Land Management 
Plan, states that special emphasis will be given to 
acquiring private land between San Gabriel, 
Castaic, and Sierra Pelona Mountain Ranges in 
order to connect the Pacific Crest Trail.  We 
request that the Land Management Plan’s analysis 
and strategies be considered in analysis of the 
HST impacts and alternatives.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Forest 
Service, Angeles 
National Forest 

3. The General Bridge Act of 1946 requires that the 
location and plans for bridges over navigable 
waters of the United States be approved by the 
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard prior to 
commencing construction. 

4. Coast Guard Bridge permitting is subject to the 
NEPA, and the Coast Guard should be invited to 
participate as a cooperating agency for NEPA, 
during the development of the draft environmental 
document for the project. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security, 
United States Coast 
Guard 

5. Commends previous efforts of FRA and CHSRA in 
coordinating with EPA to highlight potential 
environmental impact of HST. 

6. The cumulative impacts analysis should provide 
the context for understanding the magnitude of the 
impacts of the alternatives by analyzing the 
impacts of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects or actions, then considering 
those cumulative impacts in their entirety.  

7. Recommends making both the methodology and 
the assumptions in the growth inducing analysis as 
transparent as possible to the public and decision 
makers.  

NOP Comment 
Letter 

U.S. EPA, Region IX 

STATE AGENCIES   
8. A Master Cooperative Agreement or other means 

of obtaining permitting approvals to include 
planning, design and engineering plans will be 
needed. 

 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Department of 
Transportation, 
District 7, Office of 
Public Transportation 
and Regional 
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ENVIRONMENTAL/PLANNING PROCESS - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

9. Construction Traffic Management Plans will be 
needed when construction will require detours, 
lane closures, parking restrictions to and from and 
along State Highways. 

10. Suggest 2 minor corrections to text: 
11. Sylmar station is located in the City of Los Angeles 
12. The Los Angeles County MTA should be in the Los 

Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority 

Planning 

13. Acknowledged receipt of the Project NOP and sent 
it on to the members of state agencies listed in 
their letter. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Governor’s Office of 
Planning and 
Research 

14. Recommended the following information, where 
applicable, be included in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report: 

15. A complete, recent assessment of flora and fauna 
within and adjacent to the project area 

16. A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and 
cumulative impacts expected to adversely affect 
biological resources 

17. A range of alternatives should be analyzed to 
ensure the alternatives to the proposed project are 
fully considered and evaluated 

18. A California Endangered Species Act (CESA) 
permit must be obtained, if the project has the 
potential to result in “take” of species of plants or 
animals listed under CESA 

19. Recommended a minimum natural buffer of 100 
feet from the outside edge of the riparian zone on 
each side of drainage.   

20. The document should fully identify the potential 
impacts to the lake, stream or riparian resources 
and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, 
monitoring, and reporting commitments for 
issuance of the SAA.  Early consultation is 
recommended. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

California 
Department of Fish 
and Game 

REGIONAL AGENCIES   
21. The SCRRA, our member agencies, and city and 

county station owners will need to approve zoning, 
construction and operation entitlements, and are 
therefore responsible agencies for purposes of 
CEQA.   

 
 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Metrolink – SRRA 
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ENVIRONMENTAL/PLANNING PROCESS - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

22. The SCRRA anticipates that a schedule for close 
cooperation at the Project-level will be established 
in the near future. 

23. Anticipates that the evaluation at the Project-level 
will be at a completely new level of substantive 
analysis.   

24. Need for longer EIR/EIS review period. 
25. A Traffic Impact Analysis, with highway, freeway, 

and transit components, is required under the 
State of California Congestion Management 
Program. 

26. Requested an evaluation of a HST program that 
allows existing infrastructure to support 
incremental improvements that may result in HST.  

27. Requested an evaluation of various forms of 
standard passenger service with more frequent 
stops within the HST right-of-way. Upon 
completion of the section from Los Angeles to 
Palmdale, would conventional or semi-high speed 
(125mph) passenger rail be able to operate in the 
corridor? 

28. Requested an evaluation of HST of semi-high 
speed rail service with a ticket fare structure that 
presents a reasonable alternative to shift freeway 
trips to rail. 

29. Requested that the operating energy, operating 
cost and potential energy savings of HST at initial 
speeds of 125mph be considered in addition to 
very high speed operation. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

MTA 

30. Document cites “No-Action” alternative as 
representing the region’s transportation system as 
it would exist after completion of programs or 
projects currently planned for funding and 
implementation by 2030. It should be noted that 
this is essentially the “Baseline” alternative. Please 
note this “No-Action” alternative as the “Baseline” 
alternative in future references. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

SCAG 

LOCAL AGENCIES   
31. If the HST is to be located within the existing 

UPRR right-of-way, the only permits that appear to 
be necessary are encroachment permits for work 
within the City right-of-way. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Palmdale 

32. Specify in EIR/EIS speed at which HST will travel 
through urban/built areas. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Glendale 



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 5.0  ADDITIONAL SCOPING ISSUES 

LA-Palmdale Scoping Report Final_R4_07-07-09.doc 
 

5-26

ENVIRONMENTAL/PLANNING PROCESS - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

33. The City requested that the Project EIR/EIS 
include a detailed traffic analysis of the effects the 
proposed station located at Downtown Burbank 
Metrolink Station would have on adjoining street 
intersections, and include an analysis of the 
projected share of trips arriving to the station via 
alternative transportation modes. 

34. Requested that the Authority consult with City staff 
to ensure that local impact thresholds and criteria 
are used to evaluate traffic impacts and that 
mitigation for any impacts be developed as part of 
the high-speed train project.   

35. EIR/EIS should include a study of projected 
parking needs as a result of the high-speed train. 

36. The City requested that the Project EIR/EIS 
identify and address any potential impacts to the 
ability to redevelop land in and around the 
proposed station, and address any possible 
inconsistencies with the Burbank Center Plan and 
the City’s General Plan. 

37. The Program EIR/EIS identified the possibility for 
impacts to low-income neighborhoods south of 
Olive Avenue, especially under the Combined 
UPRR/Metrolink & I-5 alignment.  The City 
requests that the Project EIR/EIS further identify 
these potential impacts and identify mitigations as 
needed.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

City of Burbank 

38. In order to promote higher density, mixed-use, 
pedestrian oriented development around the 
stations, it will be necessary for the train to reduce 
its speed as it enters highly urbanized areas such 
as Los Angeles. 

39. Requested that the Authority provide an update to 
the Ad Hoc Committee on the Los Angeles River 
and maintain an ongoing dialogue with key 
stakeholders in the region.   

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Ed P. Reyes, Los 
Angeles City Council 
Member, First District 

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES   
40. Shutting down traffic that travels through the 

Soledad Canyon will make the commute on the 
SR-14 a nightmare. 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Gene Bahlman 

41. Requested a public friendly format for the April 17, 
2007 scoping meetings at the Los Angeles River 
Center & Gardens. 

 
 

NOP Comment 
Letter 

Tim Grabiel/James 
Rojas/Raul 
Macias/Irma 
Munoz/Robert 
Garcia/Antonio 
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ENVIRONMENTAL/PLANNING PROCESS - 
COMMENTS 

COMMENT 
TYPE 

COMMENTORS 

42. Requested that the scoping meetings be 
conducted in a manner that facilitates public 
participation and meaningful opportunity to 
comment. 

43. Not enough information has been made available 
to comment on the scope of environmental review 
in anything other than “gross generalities.” 

44. Proposed a public question-and-answer period 
following the Authority’s presentations so that 
commentators may inquire as to the nature of the 
proposed activity and meaningfully comment on it.  
In addition, Spanish translation must be provided. 

45. Requested that the presentation have specific 
information on where proposed and alternative 
alignments would potentially run in the identified 
corridor.  

Gonzales/Lewis 
MacAdams 
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needed. This will provide forums for information exchange, and coordination and help to 

6.0 N E X T  S T E P S  I N  T H E  S C O P I N G  P R O C E S S  

The formal EIR/EIS scoping process followed for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Re
HST project was conducted from March 15 - April 24, 2007. However, additional 
coordination is planned by the Authority with public agencies and other interested 
parties that could be impacted by the Los Angeles to Palmdale section and other 
sections of the HST project. The following activities are planned to keep these parties 
up to date on the project and to facilitate the sharing of information necessary for proje
approvals and permits to be issued by federal, state, regional and local agencies and 
commissions for the HST project. 

6.1 S A G  

To minimize the potential for overlap and duplication among the federal and state 
agencies with jurisdiction over more than one section of the HST system, FRA and th
Authority, as lead agencies, will meet with a Statewide Agency Group, composed of 
federal and state agencies that are designated cooperation under NEPA or identified as 
responsible under CEQA. The Statewide Agency Group will be sub-divided into 
environmental and transportation agencies that may convene as working groups to 
coordinate on focused issues. Meetings of the group would be held as needed and at 
least once a year. Virtual meetings held by conference call or video conferencing may 
be used.   

The objective of the Statewide Agency Group is to address policy issues and to clarify 
agency expectations appropriate to project-level environmental review processes. The 
guidance developed through the Statewide Agency Group will be communicated to 
each of the regional teams by the Project Management team hired by the Authority to 
oversee the HST project. Common study methods, significance thresholds, standards, 
mitigation measures and agency expectations for Project-Level EIR/EIS’ will be 
identified. The Statewide Agency Group will address broader policy issues, identify and 
seek to resolve differences among agency information needs or standards and regio
team approaches, and facilitate the coordination of agency input for environmental 
document preparation. Agencies identified to participate in this group include the U.S. 
EPA; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, State 
Water Resources Control Board, California Department of Fish and Game, State 
Historic Preservation Office, California Air Resources Board; California Departm
Parks and Recreation; FHWA, Federal Aviation Administration, FTA, California 
Department of Transportation, California Transportation Commission, the California 
Public Utilities Commission and other interested agencies.    

6.2 R A C G  

Each regional HST team will form a regional agency coordination group composed of 
the federal, state, and local agencies at the regional and local levels, including those 
responsible for permits and approvals for the sections of the HST system. Each of these 
groups will meet every two months during the Project-Level EIR/EIS process or as 
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support issuance of HST project permits and approvals. Agencies identified to 
participate in these groups for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project include 
the following: USACE, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; California Department of Fish and 
Game, Regional Water Quality Control Board, California Air Quality Management 
districts, Caltrans District 7, Regional Transit Agencies, Regional Transportation 
Planning Agencies and Metropolitan Planning Organizations, County Transportation 
Commissions, freight railroad, Local Transit Agencies; SCAG; County of Los Angeles; 
and the cities of Los Angeles, Glendale, Burbank, San Fernando, Santa Clarita, 
Palmdale; local parks and recreation departments; and other interested agencies.  

6.3 STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION GROUP 

All elected officials along the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST will receive a letter 
on behalf of the project asking them to nominate up to five people they would like 
considered for membership in the Stakeholder Participation Group. Nominees must fall 
into one of the following categories: environmental; business/labor; homeowner; 
environmental justice; transportation (civic groups only); the LA River; and the Santa 
Clara River. The letter will be accompanied by a detailed list of criteria that each 
nominee will be expected to meet, prior to their selection. Criteria will include 
commitments to: regularly attend meetings (if more than three meetings are missed, a 
new group member will be selected to replace the existing member); maintain a regional 
perspective of the project; and engage in constructive dialogue with the project team 
and fellow group members to ensure a fair and practical outcome. 

Once the names of all nominees have been received, a brief survey will be mailed to 
them to gauge their willingness and availability to serve on the Stakeholder Participation 
Group, as well as their ability to meet the criteria established for participation. After the 
surveys have been collected and evaluated by the project team, the Authority, in 
consultation with the project team, will select the twenty-five members who will serve on 
the group. Stakeholder Participation Group meetings will be held monthly at rotating 
locations along the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST. Agendas will be provided for 
each meeting, and minutes will be recorded by the project team. All Stakeholder 
Participation Group meetings will be noticed to group members and key stakeholders 
two weeks prior to the scheduled meeting date, as well as placed on the project 
website. All meetings will be open to the public and a brief comment period will be 
provided at each meeting.   

6.4 ADDITIONAL COORDINATION MEETINGS 

During the formal scoping process for the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project, 
participants were advised that additional coordination meetings would be held on this 
project after the scoping process ended. The Authority and the HST regional section 
teams will continue to meet with those potentially impacted by the HST to provide 
updates on the project and obtain input from interested public agencies, organizations 
and interested parties on potential alignments for the HST to follow, design of the 
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project and its support facilities, and mitigation measures that could be implemented to 
reduce project impacts. It is anticipated that additional meetings may be held with the 
local cities adjacent to the Los Angeles to Palmdale Region HST project, including the 
cities of Burbank, San Fernando, and Palmdale, the County of Los Angeles, Antelope 
Valley Transit Authority, Glendale Chamber of Commerce, Burbank Chamber of 
Commerce, Friends of the Santa Clara River, Old Town Homeowners Association, San 
Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and Mountains Conservancy, Natural Resources 
Defense Council, The Trust for Public Land and other interested parties. 
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The preparers of the Environmental Scoping Results Report included the following:  

, 

 experience  

URS Corporation d 

 

7.0 P R E P A R E R S  

Dennis Papilion Masters of Landscape Architecture and Natural Resource  
nager     Environmental Ma Planning, Colorado State University, 1985. Has over 20

URS Corporation years of experience in conducting and managing  multi-
disciplinary environmental analysis and permitting 
processes for transportation, water resources, utility
energy, waste management and land development 
projects. Project Manager for the HST Project-Level 
EIR/EIS. 

Valarie McFall Bachelor of Arts in Environmental Analysis and Design, 
Senior Planner  University California, Irvine. She has over 11 years 
URS Corporation experience managing multi-disciplinary projects in both 

the private and public sector. Assistant Project Manager 
for the HST Project-Level EIR/EIS.   

Glenn DeBerg Bachelor of Arts Degree, in Geography, California State 
Project Planner  University, Long Beach, CA. Two years of
URS Corporation working on a variety of planning projects. 

Lindsay Patterson Bachelor of Arts Degree in Communications and Public  
t Public Involvemen Relations, California State University, Fullerton. She has  

URS Corporation 2 years experience in coordinating public outreach efforts 
such as community meetings, notices, and public 
documents for environmental planning projects in both 
the public and private sectors.   

Julia Brown Bachelor of Arts, International Relations, Minor Spanish,   
t Manager Public Involvemen 1999, University of Southern California. Has over 7 years  

of experience creating and managing public outreach an
support building programs for public and private sector 
clients, supervising staff members, developing and 
managing project budgets, planning and facilitating public 
meetings, and conducting briefings with elected officials. 
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Summary of Comments Received 
The public comment period for the scoping process conducted for the proposed Los Angeles to 
Palmdale High-Speed Rail Line began on March 15, 2007 and ended on April 24, 2007.  
Comments were gathered at elected official briefings, stakeholder group presentations, and public 
meetings. A variety of collection instruments were used to obtain public comment including 
comment sheets, formal letters from groups and individuals, and verbal comments.   

Thirty-three written comment forms and letters and numerous verbal comments were received from 
various stakeholder groups including elected officials, community, business and environmental 
groups, and private citizens. 

Key Themes 
Upon review of the comments received during the scoping process, several key themes emerged 
regarding the proposed project. These themes appear in order of their prevalence in the comments 
received. 

Alignment 
Some stakeholders expressed concern over the potential impacts the proposed alignment could 
have on the communities along the corridor, especially the outlying communities of Santa Clarita, 
Palmdale, Acton, and Agua Dulce. Concerns were also raised regarding how the train would 
traverse the canyon areas (including Soledad Canyon) via the Sylmar to Palmdale portion of the 
proposed route, while maintaining high speeds.   

Stakeholders asked whether other alignments had been previously considered and requested to be 
provided with additional alignment choices that would allow for existing train tracks to be moved to 
areas that would minimize their impacts on underground streams and public walkways. Others 
indicated the need for clarification on: 

• The exact alignment and location of the train tracks being proposed 
• If the high-speed rail line would have its own dedicated set of tracks 
• If not, what would the impacts be of industrial and Metrolink trains sharing the same tracks 

as the high-speed rail line? 

Questions and concerns raised by Los Angeles Council Member Ed Reyes’ office and several area 
stakeholders regarding the proposed alignment through the northeastern Los Angeles area 
include: 

• Concerns regarding the appropriateness of the Programmatic EIR/EIS narrowing the 
available options down to one particular route 

• Concerns that the published NOI states the alignment will follow SR-58/Soledad Canyon 
from the City of Palmdale to Sylmar and then along the Metrolink rail line to Union Station 

• The Council Member’s request that the corridor from Sylmar to Union Station in the 
Programmatic EIR/EIS be identified as an area for further study was inadequately 
responded to 
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• The Council Member has the understanding that the corridor from Burbank to Union 
Station will now be considered for further study, but, in his opinion, seems too small to 
offer many viable alternatives 

• The alignment selection process needs to be open and transparent 
• Is it too late or costly to look at other possible alignments? 
• Why is the alignment being limited to one corridor when there are two possible freeway 

alternatives? 
• Why was this route selected? 
• Does capacity exist at Union Station? 
• Implement transit-oriented development near Union Station 
• Was consideration given to alignments going down the I-5, I-10, or I-210 freeways? 
• The project needs to review opportunities for connectivity between high-speed rail and the 

Los Angeles River 
• Concerns regarding the alignment running alongside the Los Angeles River in the Cypress 

Park area, and near Cornfield State Park and El Rio de Los Angeles State Park 
(commonly referred to as Taylor Yard) 

• The State has made a significant investment in northeastern Los Angeles with the creation 
of the two State parks, and this should preclude using the existing Metrolink right-of-way 

• Place a section of the tracks on Elysian Park land where the old rail lines used to operate, 
in order to avoid the Taylor Yard area 

• The Los Angeles Community College District (LACCD) is proposing to open a satellite 
college on San Fernando Road, near Fletcher Avenue 

• The Los Angeles Unified School District is planning to open a new high school in the 
Taylor Yards area 

• The Glassell Park area is in the midst of revitalization and historic preservation efforts for 
the nearby Van de Kamp site 

• The soccer fields in the Taylor Yard area are used for recreational purposes by local youth 
and help keep them off the streets 

• Will you work with the community to get input on the preferred alignment prior to doing the 
Draft EIR/EIS? 

• Clearly defined alignments should be made available to the public prior to the next set of 
public meetings. 

General stakeholder comments regarding the current project alignment include:  

• Place the alignment along the I-210, US 101 (through Universal City), SR-170, or SR-134 
freeways 

• Place the alignment along I-5 through the Grapevine 
• Have the alignment come down off of the Vincent grade, through the less populated area 

of Palmdale, to Vincent Station 
• Have the alignment connect to Palmdale Regional Airport 
• The SR-138 bypass in Palmdale was supposed to connect to Technology Drive and 

provide access for the high-speed rail line and Palmdale Regional Airport 
• How is high-speed rail proposing to go from Sylmar to Palmdale? 
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Upon reviewing the alignment maps, stakeholders informed the project team that current zoning 
along the San Fernando Road corridor is in the process of being changed from industrial and 
commercial use to mixed-use housing, retail, and commercial, and that new boundaries had been 
established for Elysian Park, including a pie-shaped addition of 18 acres along Riverside Drive, 
northwest of Stadium Way. They raised concerns that the proposed alignment might negatively 
impact the park experience and the wildlife present in the area. 

Right-of-Way 
Regarding right-of-way throughout the corridor, several stakeholders questioned whether the high-
speed rail line would use Metrolink’s existing right-of-way or if additional right-of-way would be 
needed. If additional right-of way is needed: 

• How much would be needed? 
• What percentage of the project would use existing right-of-way and what percentage would 

need to be acquired? 
• How would this land be acquired? 
• Is there a process in place to reserve this land? 
• Would there be issues related to eminent domain? 
• Does the California High-Speed Rail Authority have the power of eminent domain? 
• Acquiring right-of-way in the Santa Clarita area could become an issue. 

Funding 
Throughout the scoping process, several elected officials and their staff members raised questions 
regarding: 

• The status of the high-speed rail project’s current and future funding 
• The total cost of the project 
• The amount of federal money available 
• The amount of money available for high-speed rail in the current fiscal year 
• The amount needed to be able to move the project forward 
• If existing and new transportation bonds could be used to fund the project 
• If the County of Los Angeles would be providing funds toward the project 
• If the environmental analysis would assess the potential of the project to generate private 

funding 
• If taxpayers would have to choose between the high-speed rail project and other local 

transportation projects or would transportation funding be shared among all of these 
projects.   

Questions and comments raised by elected officials and stakeholders regarding the 2008 bond 
issue include: 

• How likely is the bond to make it to the ballot? 
• How much is being requested? 
• Will the measure require a two-thirds vote for passage? 
• Has the Governor traditionally included high-speed rail in the annual state budget? 
• Have any attempts been made to counter efforts to postpone the bond? 
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• What do current public opinion polls say regarding this issue? 
• What is the viability of funding beyond 2008? 
• If the bond passes, when will the project be completed? 
• What would the next step be if voters do not approve the bond? 
• Is this bond solely for the high-speed rail project or is it part of a larger transportation bill 

that will include other projects? 
• Most people in the Antelope Valley are not going to support the bond measure 
• This bond is not realistic and will most likely be delayed, thereby stalling the progress of 

this project.   

With regard to project funding, some stakeholders questioned whether or not the public is ready to 
support a $40 billion project, and if high-speed rail would be self-sufficient or would require 
operating subsidies. Others worried that high oil prices could impact the feasibility of this project.   

Additional questions and comments raised by stakeholders include: 

• The project needs to determine the ability of the railroad lines to provide partial project 
funding 

• What is the amount of funding needed to solely construct the Los Angeles to Palmdale 
segment of the high-speed rail line? 

• How much would it cost to maintain the high-speed rail system? 
• What happens if the project goes over budget? 
• Use a financing structure similar to what was used for the Alameda Corridor 
• Spend the $40 billion for the project in one of the local economically-blighted areas to 

provide high-paying jobs for citizens.   

Design 
Given the number of Maglev (magnetic levitation) projects currently being discussed for the 
Southern California region, several questions and comments were raised including: 

• Why is this technology not being proposed for use on the statewide high-speed rail 
system? 

• The Authority needs to consider using a new generation of technology for this system, in 
hopes of future expansion 

• What is the relationship between this project and several Maglev projects being proposed 
throughout the region, including the Orange Line Maglev project proposed for the Santa 
Clarita area and several Maglev projects proposed to connect Southern California and Las 
Vegas, Nevada? 

• Will Maglev trains be able to use the high-speed rail infrastructure? 
• Will Maglev and high-speed rail be competing for the same ridership? 
• The project needs to provide information on the differences between Maglev and steel-

wheel-on-steel-rail technology. 

General questions and comments raised by stakeholders regarding design are:  

• Will existing Metrolink facilities be improved as a result of the high-speed rail project? 
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• Where will the source of the electricity needed to power these trains come from? 
• Will these trains have the ability to avoid possible derailment? 
• What will the designs of each proposed station look like? 
• What will the parking options and fees be for each station? 
• Parking should be provided for bicycles and non-motorized travel 
• Train cars should include storage space for bicycles 
• Incorporate sustainable practices for the design, construction, and operation of the system 
• Areas that will undergo electrification should include solar energy stations and should 

incorporate renewable energy solutions 
• What will the process be for baggage handling? 
• Is there a cargo component to this proposed train service? 
• Amtrak has had a difficult time moving goods.  How will high-speed rail overcome these 

types of problems? 
• Isn’t this project going to theoretically replace some of Amtrak’s rail service? 
• What will the travel times be for high-speed rail? 
• What is the process for engaging the community in the station development process? 

Environmental Issues 
Potential impacts to the Los Angeles River remained a top concern among many Los Angeles area 
stakeholders, as well as the local City Council Member, with many questioning whether the Los 
Angeles River and the Revitalization Master Plan are being considered in the planning process for 
high-speed rail, and wanting assurances that access to the river will be maintained throughout the 
city’s boundaries and that all mitigations deemed necessary for the project will come to fruition.  
Some asked for detailed information on any potential benefits the high-speed rail system would 
offer river area communities.   

Another major issue for Los Angeles area stakeholders is protecting and reducing impacts to 
Cornfield State Park and El Rio de Los Angeles State Park (commonly referred to as Taylor Yard). 

In Palmdale, some stakeholders questioned why the City of Palmdale still uses an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) from 1990 in evaluating the current area surrounding the Palmdale 
Transportation Center, and requested that a Blue Waterline Study and a study of the SR-138 rail 
bypass be conducted to examine potential impacts to the seasonal creek/pond near the Center. 

Other environmental issues and concerns raised along the corridor regarding the proposed high-
speed rail line include:  

• Environmental justice issues and their relation to the prioritization of alternatives that avoid 
these impacts 

• A reduction in speed as the train enters highly urbanized areas like Los Angeles, allowing 
greater flexibility in designing the track, alignment, and station locations 

• Impacts of extreme weather conditions on the high-speed rail system 
• Impacts of the electricity needs of the system on the state’s overall power grid 
• Impacts of this project on humans and animal species 
• Impacts of toxic fumes from high-speed rail stations on surrounding neighborhoods 
• Impacts of the high-speed rail system on nearby schools, parks, and hospitals 
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• Impacts of the high-speed rail system on crime 
• Impacts of tunneling on contaminated water and the underground water table near the Los 

Angeles River 
• Impacts on fairy shrimp and the natural habitats of coyotes and Mojave ground squirrels 

near the Palmdale Transportation Center 
• Protecting wildlife movement and habitat in rural areas and connecting the two sides of the 

San Gabriel National Forest 
• Maintaining access to national forests in the corridor area 
• Impacts on Soledad Canyon and the Santa Clara River 
• Impacts on the Pacific Crest Trail 
• Possible liquefaction along the Los Angeles River 
• Noise and vibration impacts along the corridor and within the trains themselves 
• Particulate matter resulting from the train system 
• Impacts on public crossings to and from El Rio de Los Angeles State Park (commonly 

known as Taylor Yard) 
• Impacts on gentrification and affordable housing 
• Security for the high-speed rail system and addressing the issue of terrorism 
• Impacts that security measures would have on train boarding times 
• Safety issues related to schools and colleges along the route 
• Safety issues related to the high-speed train being elevated or below grade 
• Earthquake safety.  

Grade Separations/Grade Crossings 
While many stakeholders agreed that grade separations are needed, some wondered how 
pedestrians would be discouraged from crossing into the secure right-of-way. A representative 
from Congresswoman Lucille Roybal-Allard’s office requested detailed information on the number 
of grade crossings that would be improved within her district as a result of this project.   

Additional stakeholder questions and comments provided consist of: 

• If high-speed rail goes below grade, can Metrolink also go below grade? 
• Existing rail lines and the high-speed rail line should have a grade separation from 

Cornfield State Park and El Rio de Los Angeles State Park (commonly referred to as 
Taylor Yard) 

• If rail lines go below grade near El Rio de Los Angeles State Park, they should be placed 
in a tunnel, not a trench 

• The trenching done for the Alameda Corridor has divided those neighborhoods and should 
not be used for this project 

• Grade separations should be implemented in hiking and riding corridors, such as the 
Pacific Crest Trail in the Soledad Canyon area 

• An elevated alignment near the SR-14 freeway would work better than an alignment 
through the canyon area 

• High-speed rail should either be above or below grade, since the existing Metrolink rail 
lines currently cut Palmdale in half 
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• Emergency vehicles currently run into problems getting to the local hospital in Palmdale 
because they must first wait for trains to pass 

• Elevated rail lines in Palmdale should begin at Avenue S and reach at-grade levels after 
Avenue P or Avenue M, thereby freeing up Avenue Q 

• Avenue S in Palmdale was recently widened to become a major transportation corridor 
• Grade separations would improve overall transportation in Palmdale 
• Use cut and cover to construct grade separations 
• What are the length of intervals between planned overpasses and underpasses with 

regard to the Central Valley area? 
• Will property owners still be able to easily access their large farms and tracts of land? 
• Will these large tracts remain intact or be bisected by the project? 

Station Locations 
Representatives from Supervisor Mike Antonovich’s office and the Santa Clarita City Council 
expressed concern over why a station is planned for Sylmar, but not for the City of Santa Clarita.  
Additional stakeholders inquired whether stations would be located:  

• In a median area along the SR-14 freeway 
• At or near the junction of the I-5 and SR-14 freeway interchange 
• At or near existing Indian Casinos (including Pechanga, near Murrieta) 
• At Vincent Station on the other side of Palmdale, where there is more space and less 

homes 
• Between Rancho Vista Boulevard or Avenue P, Avenue Q, 10th Street East, and 20th 

Street East in Palmdale, where there is available land 
• At Palmdale Regional Airport 
• Near the Centennial Project currently under development, which will include a significant 

number of homes and businesses and will allow for a station stop in Santa Clarita 
• Behind the existing Union Station in downtown Los Angeles.   

General questions and comments raised regarding the proposed station locations are: 

• Will Palmdale Transportation Center be able to handle the additional cars and people 
resulting from the high-speed rail line? 

• The current Metrolink station in Palmdale impacts the surrounding neighborhood, which 
includes a nearby school and park 

• Palmdale Transportation Center may need to be relocated to connect it to other forms of 
transportation and make it truly intermodal 

• Palmdale Transportation Center needs to be linked to Palmdale Regional Airport to 
support air travelers using bus or train to access the airport 

• Palmdale Transportation Center is not the best location for a high-speed rail station 
• Travelers will need a convenient connection from Los Angeles to Palmdale Regional 

Airport 
• The current location for a high-speed rail station in Palmdale will not be convenient to 

those trying to reach the airport because they will have to carry their luggage onto a trolley 
or shuttle to get to Palmdale Transportation Center 
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• Additional station location alternatives need to be considered further up Sierra Highway, 
although Palmdale Plant 42 Heritage Airpark’s safety protection zone needs to be taken 
into account (this safety protection zone is for flying in and out of Plant 42 and Palmdale 
Regional Airport) 

• Since Palmdale is a fast growing city, the current Metrolink stops in Lancaster and 
Palmdale could be combined into one station stop at a midway point; this would also serve 
as the high-speed rail station 

• Is there competition for station locations in the San Fernando Valley? 

Several asked why no stations were being planned for Burbank Airport and Los Angeles 
International Airport (LAX), and if a shuttle would be provided to link LAX to the high-speed rail line.  
Another stakeholder wanted details on how the train’s schedule might be impacted by the creation 
of additional stations along the route. 

General Comments 
Many stakeholders along the corridor were eager to learn the timeline for the project, from the 
environmental schedule through actual construction of the project. One stakeholder suggested that 
a pilot project be implemented, in order to accelerate the current project timeline.   

Regarding fares, many wanted to know how much one-way and roundtrip fares would cost, and 
asked that they be reasonably priced, especially for local commutes. Some wondered if the high-
speed rail project would cause Metrolink fares to increase and if fares would cost more or less than 
airfare.   

Several elected officials and their staff members encouraged the use of partnerships with other 
agencies, such as SCAG (Southern California Association of Governments) and LAX, as well as 
the railroads, to ensure connectivity between the different transportation projects being proposed 
and key destination areas throughout the corridor. 

Additional general questions and comments provided by stakeholders are: 

• How long before the public would be able to see tangible project benefits? 
• Will this project replace Amtrak or Metrolink? 
• What benefits will a new alignment provide for Metrolink? 
• Does the California High-Speed Rail Authority supersede Metrolink? 
• How slow can this train go and still be considered high-speed rail? 
• Will the train have a business section? 
• Does the project require that you buy locally manufactured equipment? 
• Why hasn’t high-speed rail already been built in this country? 
• How does this proposed system compare to those already in operation overseas? 
• Which will be more challenging for this project—long distance travel or the typical daily 

commute? 
• Metrolink should be viewed as a local provider, while high-speed rail will provide longer 

trips 
• What will the train schedule be for the proposed system? 
• What type of freight are you anticipating for this system? 
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• Have studies been conducted regarding the expected ridership? 
• To guarantee ridership levels, there needs to be a focus on ways to get people out of their 

cars and link to other modes of transportation 
• Rail lines will not provide better service than buses, but will cost more to use 
• High-speed rail will not work in the Antelope Valley because very few people use the 

existing Metrolink service 
• The intended ridership and communities to be served by the high-speed rail have not been 

made clear 
• The State of California should become a leader in high-speed transit by using new 

technologies and offering real opportunities for progress and development 
• The Authority should consider creating a system that could eventually serve the entire 

West Coast 
• The project should include local hiring and allow for a fair process in distributing contracts 
• Northern Los Angeles County ridership will be a huge player in future transportation 

projects. 

Level of Support and Public Outreach 
Many stakeholders expressed their support for the high-speed rail line, but also expressed concern 
about the level of support for the project and possible opposition from local airlines or other large 
opposition groups. They urged continued outreach efforts to elected officials and communities 
along the corridor, as well as the use of advisory groups and other methods to keep stakeholders 
engaged throughout the environmental review process. 

Additional questions and comments provided by the public include: 

• What does Union Pacific think about this project? 
• What are the major roadblocks for this project? 
• Is there a champion of the project in the Legislature? 
• Are you actively seeking endorsements from organizations? 
• Where should letters of support for this project be sent? 
• How can the public access all of the environmental and engineering studies related to the 

project? 
• Who should people talk to if they are interested in joining a project committee at the local 

and/or state levels? 
• High-speed rail will provide many critical benefits for the present and future of the Antelope 

Valley and will compress space and time between the Antelope Valley and downtown Los 
Angeles 

• High-speed rail will help fulfill the goal of regionalizing air travel in Los Angeles County by 
making LA-Palmdale Regional Airport a viable facility, which will be even more readily 
accessible than Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) from downtown Los Angeles 

• Project representatives should continue to meet with influential groups and organizations 
about high-speed rail. 
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APPENDIX E 

COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM ELECTED OFFICIALS 



Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type
Is the project fully funded?  Funding Verbal
Is this project statewide?  General Verbal
Will this project connect to Las Vegas?    General Verbal
Is all the funding coming from the State? Funding Verbal
How far away are we from seeing the full build out and 
development of the project?  

Timeline Verbal

Will the project by grade separated? Design Verbal
How will you deal with providing access to the river 
throughout the City of Los Angeles?        

LA River Verbal

Who have you met with in the City Council? General Verbal
Have you met with Council members Ed Reyes and Tom 
LaBonge?

General Verbal

How do you discourage people from crossing the secure 
right-of-way?

Design Verbal

What is the authority of the California High Speed Rail 
Authority?

General Verbal

 Is it a State agency? General Verbal
What are the community benefits of High Speed Rail, 
especially along the River area communities?

LA River Verbal

What is the total cost of the project?    Funding Verbal
How much do you need to keep the project moving forward?Funding Verbal

What is the timeline for this phase? Timeline Verbal
How high speed is high-speed?  General Verbal
How long will it take to develop the work plan?  Timeline Verbal
Will there be a separate contract to get to the 30%?  Funding Verbal
Who will be informed of the upcoming Scoping Meetings? Outreach Verbal

Can names be added to the database? Outreach Verbal
Will Metrolink facilities be improved?         Design Verbal
Will additional right of way be required?  Design Verbal
Can the existing and new transportation bonds be used to 
finance HSR?  

Funding Verbal

Has SCAG done work on the HSR? General Verbal
Does this alignment have anything to do with the MAGLEV 
line that is currently being considered?

MagLev Verbal

Why isn't there a connector to LAX? Design Verbal
Will the train be electric? Design Verbal
What will be the power source for the train?  Design Verbal
Will there be additional parking built at the existing stops? Design Verbal

Is the LA River and the Master Plan being considered in 
HSR discussions?

LA River Verbal

Los Angeles, CA

Los Angeles City Council 
Member Jose Huizar, 14th 
District

Dan Tempelis, Brew Clark, 
Lilian DeLoza, Sylvia Novoa

2/8/2007 @ 
2:00 pm

Los Angeles, CA

Los Angeles City Council 
Member Jan Perry, 9th District

Dan Tempelis, Brew Clark, 
Jose Martinez, Lilian DeLoza

2/12/07 @ 
2:00 pm

Los Angeles City Council 
President Eric Garcetti, 13th 
District

Jose Martinez, Dan 
Tempelis, Brew Clark, Lilian 
DeLoza, Sylvia Novoa

2/21/07 @ 
12:00 pm

Los Angeles, CALos Angeles County 
Supervisor Gloria Molina, 1st 
District

Dan Tempelis, Brew Clark, 
Jose Martinez, Lilian 
DeLoza, Sylvia Novoa

2/21/07 @ 
10:00 am

Comments Received from Elected Officials (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Los Angeles, CA

E-1



Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Elected Officials (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Wasn't there a presentation given to the LA River 
Committee regarding HSR?  

LA River Verbal

How long has the Authority been in existence? General Verbal
Who makes appointments to the HSRA Board?  General Verbal
 Is there any federal money for the project now?  Funding Verbal
Which segment would be built first?  Timeline Verbal
How much funding is available for the project in this fiscal 
year? 

Funding Verbal

Has the Governor traditionally put funding for the HSR in his
budget? 

Funding Verbal

Who is the biggest advocate for the project?  Level of Support Verbal
 Is there any money available for this project in the current 
bond?

Funding Verbal

Why does the conceptual alignment not include a station in 
Santa Clarita?

Design Verbal

Is the Authority open to the possibility of a Santa Clarita 
station?

Design Verbal

What are the reasons a Santa Clarita Station is not 
possible?

Design Verbal

Why does Sylmar have an HSR Station? Design Verbal
How will the porposed alignment affect communities 
between Santa Clarita and Palmdale, specifically Acton, 
Agua Dulce, etc.?

Design Verbal

What benefits will a new alignment provide for Metrolink? General Verbal

Will Metrolink and HSR share tracks through the Santa 
Clarita area?

General Verbal

Will this project provide an opportunity to address grade 
crossings?

Design Verbal

Is the HSR project funded in the current bond money? Funding Verbal
Will right of way (ROW) be an issue in the Santa Clarita 
area?

Design Verbal

How does the HSR Authority engage the community in 
developing a station in the area?

Outreach Verbal

Is there any possibility of a median station along the 14 
freeway?

Design Verbal

How often can the public catch the train, and what is the 
headway?

General Verbal

Does capacity exist at Union Station? General Verbal
Will another station be created at the backside of Union 
Station?

Design Verbal

Is there a possibility of linking the HSR to Burbank airport? Design Verbal

What is the difference between HSR and the MagLev 
system?

MagLev Verbal

Los Angeles, CALos Angeles County 
Supervisor Mike Antonovich, 
5th District

Dan Tempelis, Jose 
Martinez, Sylvia Novoa

3/5/07 @ 
10:00 am

Los Angeles, CALos Angeles City Council 
Member Wendy Greuel, 2nd 
District

Jose Martinez, Dan 
Tempelis, Sylvia Novoa

2/27/07 @ 
3:30 pm
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Type
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Will the HSR be in the same San Fernando/Colorado 
corridor?       

Design Verbal

Will you blow out railroad tracks? Design Verbal
How is the HSR funded? Funding Verbal
What does Union Pacific think about the HSR project? Level of Support Verbal
What do the Mayors of Fresno and Bakersfield think of the 
whole thing?  

Level of Support Verbal

Are airlines the biggest opponents?  Level of Support Verbal
What does Los Angeles MTA's Roger Snoble, think of all 
this?

Level of Support Verbal

Will Maglev be able to use the HSR infrastructure?  MagLev Verbal
Could you still flip the technology? MagLev Verbal
Who is pushing Maglev? MagLev Verbal

Jose Martinez, Dan 
Tempelis, Sylvia Novoa

3/7/07 @ 2:30 
pm

Los Angeles, CA Concerns regarding the appropriateness of limiting the 
Programmatic EIR/EIS down to one particular route

Environmental Process; 
Alignment

Verbal

Other options from Burbank to Union Station should be 
reviewed and all alternatives looked at

Alignment Verbal

Why is the alignment being limited to one corridor when 
there are two freeway alternatives?

Alignment Verbal

Why was this route selected?  Was consideration given to 
alignments going down the I-5, I-10, or the I-210 freeways?

Alignment Verbal

Is it too late or costly to look at other possible alignments? Alignment Verbal

The Authority needs to ensure there would be guarantees 
on what is promised as mitigations for the project.  
Credibility issues exist with this project, given how long it 
has taken to get this far.

Environmental Verbal

How can the future opportunities resulting from this project 
be leveraged for the community?

General Verbal

Concerns regarding the potential impact of this project on 
the Los Angeles River, in light of the new Master Plan.

Environmental; LA River Verbal

Is there any connectivity between HSR and the LA River 
and is it too late to contemplate these opportunities?

Connectivity; LA River Verbal

What are the right-of-way requirements for this project? Right-of-Way Verbal
Does this project have the ability to provide mitigations? Environmental Verbal
How long before the public can appreciate project benefits? General Verbal

Could Metrolink go underground if HSR goes underground? Grade Separations Verbal

What does Union Pacific think about the HSR project? Level of Support Verbal
Los Angeles City Council 
Member Tony Cardenas, 1st 
District

Jose Martinez, Dan 
Tempelis, Sylvia Novoa

3/7/07 @ 3:30 
pm

Los Angeles, CA What is the impact of industrial trains on the line? Design Verbal

Los Angeles City Council 
Member Ed Reyes, 1st District

Los Angeles, CA3/5/07 @ 2:00 
pm

Jose Martinez, Dan 
Tempelis, Sylvia Novoa

Los Angeles City Council 
Member Tom LaBonge, 4th 
District
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Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Elected Officials (LA to Palmdale Segment)

What's the relationship between High-Speed Rail and 
SCAG?     

General Verbal

Does the CHSR Authority supersede Metrolink? General Verbal
Will the environmental analysis assess the economic 
potential or the potential to obtain private funding? 

Funding Verbal

How firm are the routes and stations?  Design Verbal
Are there any other considerations?  General Verbal
Is there competition for stations in the San Fernando 
Valley? 

General Verbal

How is LA looking at High-Speed Rail?  General Verbal
Are they supportive of it?  Level of Support Verbal
Have you spoken to the newly elected LA Councilman 
Richard Alarcon?

Level of Support Verbal

Burbank City Council Member 
Dave Golanski

Dan Tempelis, Jose 
Martinez, Annette Cortez

3/13/07 @ 
4:00 pm

Burbank, CA Is long distance travel or the typical commute to work the 
challenge?

General Verbal

How is this project funded?       Funding Verbal
How much has been allocated thus far? Funding Verbal
Did the $13 million allocated this year provide the ability to 
study the Palmdale to LA route?  

Funding Verbal

How many members are on the HSR Board?  General Verbal
Do you anticipate that significant additional funds will come 
from private sources? 

Funding Verbal

Is the County allocating money towards this project? Funding Verbal
Have you hosted other meetings on this project? Outreach Verbal
What will the meeting format be?  Outreach Verbal
 Is there an opportunity to merge the Maglev project from 
LA to Vegas with this one?

MagLev Verbal

Who funded the $14.3 million?   Funding Verbal
Were there federal funds involved? Funding Verbal
Have you met with the Office of Congresswoman Grace 
Napolitano?  

Level of Support Verbal

How many grade-crossings will be improved within the 
Congressional District?  

Design Verbal

Where are future funds for this project coming from?  Funding Verbal
Will federal funds be required?  Funding Verbal
Who are the champions for HSR at the State legislature? Level of Support Verbal

San Fernando, CA3/9/07 @ 1:00 
pm

Dan Tempelis, Marina PerezSan Fernando City Manager 
Jose Pulido

Burbank, CA3/13/07 @ 
4:30 pm

Dan Tempelis, Jose 
Martinez, Annette Cortez

Burbank Vice Mayor Marsha 
Ramos, Council Member Jeff 
Vander Borght, and City Staff

Los Angeles, CA3/19/07 @ 
4:30 pm

Dan Tempelis, Brew Clarke, 
R. Diaz, Lillian De Loza

Office of Congresswoman 
Lucille Roybal-Allard
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Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Elected Officials (LA to Palmdale Segment)

I know the route is going through the area, but where 
exactly will the track run?        

Design Verbal

Will the scoping period answer these questions?  General Verbal
Since the Orange Line Maglev is also a rail project, how 
does this proposed project compete with HSR?

MagLev Verbal

Will they run along the same corridor? MagLev Verbal
Will taxpayers have to pick one project over the other or will 
all of their money go into all projects?  

Funding Verbal

Why isn't a Maglev system being proposed for the HSR 
project?

MagLev Verbal

Will the train be elevated or at-grade?  Design Verbal
How will this affect the safety of people? General Verbal
How will this impact humans and animal species? General Verbal
 If the train runs through the canyons, how will the canyons 
be impacted?

General Verbal

City of Palmdale Mayor James 
Ledford

Dan Tempelis, Mike 
Hawkins, Eric Von Berg, 
Ingrid Chapman, Robert 
Vanderstok, Julia Brown

4/4/07 @ 
10:30 am

Palmdale, CA How likely is the bond measure to happen?            Funding Verbal

Has there been any movement toward solidifying the 
placement of the transportation bond on the ballot?  Has 
there been any move to counter the Governor's attempt to 
stall the bond?  Maybe other non-governmental entities can 
promote the bond issue.

Funding Verbal

I don't think the 2008 bond is realistic and it will probably get
delayed.  This doesn't bring any money to the table, and 
sooner or later we'll need some real funding to get this 
project moving.

Funding Verbal

What is the funding level being requested in the bond?  This
amount seems small compared to the current transportation 
funding available.  

Funding Verbal

Public/private funding competes with public projects and 
circumvents the decision-making process.  It also lacks 
adequate performance evaluation measures. 

Funding Verbal

Will riders care about how this project is funded (public vs. 
private funds)?

Funding Verbal

Can Metrolink and HSR operate on the same track? Design Verbal
What type of freight are you anticipating for this system?  General Verbal

Do you have any details to provide to the City? General Verbal
Are your Scoping Meetings being conducted for a project-
level environmental document? 

General Verbal

Is it premature to look at alternatives at the Scoping 
Meetings? 

Timeline Verbal

What type of presentation will begiven at the Palmdale 
Scoping Meeting?  

Outreach Verbal

Santa Clarita, CA3/27/07 @ 
6:00 pm

Dan Tempelis, Jennie 
Campos

City of Santa Clarita Mayor 
and City Council Members

E-5



Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Elected Officials (LA to Palmdale Segment)

City of Palmdale Mayor James 
Ledford (cont)

4/4/07 @ 
10:30 am 
(cont)

Palmdale, CA 
(cont.)

What is the difference between the 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 
p.m.and 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. sessions of the Scoping 
Meetings?  Which one would members of the media 
attend?  

Outreach Verbal

Will you show this same DVD at your upcoming 
presentation to the Antelope Valley Board of Trade?  

Outreach Verbal

The Antelope Valley Board of Trade is a key group for your 
team to meet with.  Media will most likely be in attendance.  

Outreach Verbal

What are the criteria for deciding which segments move 
forward?  

Design Verbal

The Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) has done some 
high-speed rail studies as well.  There may be opportunities 
for partnership and connectivity with them.  Is this being 
studied, along with a regional airport system?  This study 
would determine how best to move people from LA Union 
Station to regional airports.

Connectivity; Partnerships Verbal

The same money being spent on the "Subway to the Sea" 
project in Los Angeles could be used for this or a similar 
project.

Funding Verbal

There are several groups including SCAG (Southern 
California Association of Governments) and LACMTA (Los 
Angeles County Metropolitian Transporation Authority), that 
are lobbying for the same goal but ridership is the key issue 
for all of these projects.

Ridership; Connectivity; 
Partnerships

Verbal

This project presents the opportunity to correct a failed 
Amtrak system between Los Angeles and the Central 
Valley.

Connectivity Verbal

What about a Las Vegas to Palmdale line?  How can we 
partner with other projects?

Connectivity; Partnerships Verbal

What is the likelihood of getting both the Orange Line 
MagLev and the HSR projects in Palmdale?

Connectivity Verbal

There are too many projects competing to go to the same 
place, and that competition keeps us seperated politically.

Partnerships Verbal

Instead of competing, can these different projects work 
together, since they would be targeting the same ridership?

Partnerships Verbal

Both a rail and a MagLev (magnetic legitation) system are 
being proposed from Victorville to Las Vegas.

MagLev Verbal

I view Metrolink as being a local provider, while HSR will 
provide longer trips.

General Verbal

A train going through Colton would cut off Northern Los 
Angeles County.

Design Verbal

Dan Tempelis, Mike 
Hawkins, Eric Von Berg, 
Ingrid Chapman, Robert 
Vanderstok, Julia Brown 
(cont)
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City of Palmdale Mayor James 
Ledford (cont)

4/4/07 @ 
10:30 am 
(cont)

Palmdale, CA 
(cont.)

Northern Los Angeles County ridership will be a huge player
in future transportation projects.

Ridership Verbal

There is a lot of competition for building and improving 
roads in the area, and a lot of politics is involved in this.

General Verbal

What exactly is the testimony from Palmdale mentioned on 
the "List of Supporters" in the CHSRA information packet?

Outreach Verbal

What do you need to be able to do your environmental 
work?

General Verbal

Are the Los Angeles to Palmdale and Los Angeles to 
Orange County segments ahead of the other HSR 
aegments?

Timeline Verbal

How much will your current work cost? Funding Verbal
If the environmental study is completed and certified in 
three years, how long will it remain valid?

Timeline Verbal

Is there any other option for preserving potential right-of-
way?

Right-of-Way Verbal

What is the amount of right-of-way needed for this project?  
Is Metrolink included in this?

Right-of-Way Verbal

The HSR project will attract both short-distance (communter
trips) and long-distance (regional trips) riders.

Ridership Verbal

Developing these high-speed alignments is the critical first 
step in moving this project forward.

General Verbal

Which comes first in this process - the political will for this 
project or demponstrating a need for such a project?

General Verbal

I hope to see this project become a reality in my lifetime. Level of Support Verbal

Dan Tempelis, Mike 
Hawkins, Eric Von Berg, 
Ingrid Chapman, Robert 
Vanderstok, Julia Brown 
(cont)
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Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type
Will HSR use the Metrolink right-of-way?   Right-of-Way Verbal
Can you comment on the Bond issue? Funding Verbal
Why don't any of the proposed HSR lines connect to LAX?  Alignment Verbal
What happened to putting the corridor along Interstate 5 through 
the Grapevine?  

Alignment Verbal

What is the propulsion technology proposed to use?  Technology Verbal
Do you think the public is ready to support a $40 billion project?  Funding Verbal

Can HSR move cargo or just passengers?  General Verbal
 Who is your target audience?  Commuters?  General Verbal
 What would the fare be?  Fares Verbal
What is the expected completion date? Timeline Verbal
Wouldn't passengers have to factor in terrorism, cost, and time 
factors for both the high-speed train and air travel?

Safety; Funding; Timeline Verbal

Does this replace Amtrak?           General Verbal
If I'm going to San Diego, would I need to switch trains? General Verbal
Will the train stop in Yorba Linda? Alignment Verbal
If someone is in Irvine, would they have to go to Los Angeles to 
get to San Diego?  

Alignment Verbal

What about Ontario Airport?  Was it considered? Alignment Verbal
What about Palmdale? Alignment Verbal
Does the train connect directly from Los Angeles to get to San 
Francisco?  

Alignment Verbal

Since this goes to the voters in 2008 and since there have been 
postponements, will this require a 2/3 approval?  

Funding Verbal

Has there been any polling on how the bond will fare? Funding Verbal
How slow can this train go and still be considered High Speed 
Rail? 

HSR Speed Verbal

This station is Truckston, where is it? Station Location Verbal
Can the train go out of state?  General Verbal
This technology can't deal with the Sierra Mountains? Technology Verbal
What can you say about operating subsidies?  Funding Verbal
 How will this project compare to other projects being promoted 
like the "mag" projects?  

MagLev Verbal

Is there a segment from Anaheim to Riverside?  Alignment Verbal
What is the first segment to be built?  Timeline Verbal
What's next for you guys? Timeline Verbal
What is your biggest challenge to making this a reality?    General Verbal
What is your projected completion date? Timeline Verbal
Can the train stop at the Indian Casinos? Station Location Verbal
Does the High-Speed Rail Authority have the power of eminent 
domain?  

General Verbal

The High-Speed Train seems as if it would be a lot quieter than 
other trains.  Is this the case?  

Environmental Verbal

There's been a lot of discussion about Maglev.  What is this? MagLev Verbal
Is there any communication taking place with LAWA regarding the 
new airport?  

Outreach Verbal

Will there be a stop in Santa Clarita?  Station Location Verbal
Who will finalize which alignment goes first and how will this 
decision be made?  

Timeline Verbal

 Is it correct that it runs close to Pechanga, near Murrieta?  Alignment Verbal
Is funding the biggest way to support your project? Funding Verbal

Brew Clark 2/27/07 @ 7:00 
pm

Los Angeles, CA

Greater Antelope Valley 
Economic Alliance (GAVEA), 
Executive Committee

Dan Tempelis, Marina Perez 3/8/07 @ 8:30 
am

Lancaster, CA

Comments Received from Interested Associations and Other Groups (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Los Angeles Area Chamber of 
Commerce Transportation & 
Goods Movement Committee

Dennis Papilion, Lindsay 
Patterson, Betsy Lindsay, 
Andrea Campbell

2/21/07 @ 
10:00 am

Los Angeles, CA

The Transit Coalition Dinner 
Meeting
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Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Interested Associations and Other Groups (LA to Palmdale Segment)

What would be the cost of a ticket for High-Speed Rail?        Fares Verbal
How will the cars be accommodated? Design Verbal
Will you build a parking facility? Design Verbal
Are there plans for parking options? Design Verbal
Do project costs include grade separations?  Funding; Grade Separations Verbal
What type of security do you anticipate on the train?  Security Verbal
Won't security measures increase the time it takes to board the 
trains?  

Security Verbal

Will the train service have a business section?  General Verbal
 Is there any coordination with the Orange Line? Outreach Verbal
Is there support to build both projects (Orange Line and HSR)?  Level of Support Verbal
Will there be shuttles between this line and LAX? Alignment Verbal
Is this a question of building in hopes that people will use this 
system or have studies been conducted?                   

General Verbal

Could you elaborate on the transit centers? Design Verbal
Does this mean that the trains would stop in Burbank, Sylmar, and 
Palmdale?  

Station Location Verbal

Could you get on a train in Burbank to go to San Francisco? Station Location Verbal
What is the political and financial status? Funding; Level of Support Verbal
According to the timetable, the whole thing seems to rest on the 
bond.  Is this correct?  

Timeline Verbal

Is there access to LAX?  HSR would help if there was connectivity 
with LAX. 

Alignment Verbal

If this project gets funded, can it make its own money and fund 
itself? 

Funding Verbal

Do you expect the fare to be less or more than airfare? Fares Verbal
Is it fair to say that this will go to the Bay Area? Alignment Verbal
Will the railroad be funding some of this project? Funding Verbal
Were there any considerations to alternate alignments?  Like near 
the 101 through Universal City or 170?

Alignment Verbal

What are the projected costs? Funding Verbal
Why the alignment to San Diego when you already have a railroad 
that goes to San Diego?

Alignment Verbal

HSR alignments do not include LAX, but include Ontario and 
Palmdale Airports

Alignment Written

There are not good connections at traffic-generating hubs and this 
will cause congestion at these points, similar to the Alameda 
Corridor for freight (this corridor is fast, but very inefficient at each 
end point and modal change)

Connectivity Written

There is no station proposed for Tulare County, yet organizations 
there support it

Station Location Written

Eliminate grade crossings on existing right-of-way; this would go a 
long way toward improving Metrolink and Amtrak services if a 
much smaller capital investment is made

Grade crossings Written

Improving the frequency, speed, and feeder bus/Metro access to 
existing stations would be much more cost effective

Connectivity Written

Don't need 2.5 hours to San Francisco, but beating net air and car 
travel of 4-6 hours would allow a real choice to be made

General Written

HSR will not bring cleaner air to the local area because of all the 
new electric/coal plants needed

Environmental Written

HSR will not reduce traffic at LAX because there is no direct link 
on any mode

Connectivity Written

Santa Clarita Chamber of 
Commerce - Transportation 
Committee

Dan Tempelis, Marina Perez 3/15/07 @ 
11:45 am

Santa Clarita, CA

Neighborhood Council Pre-
Scoping Meeting

Dan Tempelis, Bob Rusby, 
Sylvia Novoa, Valarie 
McFall, Veronica Seyde, 
Annette Cortez, Jose 
Martinez, Marina Perez

Los Angeles, CA3/21/07 @ 6:30 
pm
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Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Interested Associations and Other Groups (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Need an integrated transportation plan, not a predetermined moda
choice so that big contractors can get rich

General Written

HSR might provide a safer means of travel Safety Written
Poor planning has eliminated the existing freight railroad (the right-
of-way owners) from cooperating in this process; help them and 
there will be a net improvement with shared costs and benefits; 
there's no room for 5 or 6 tracks at the existing right-of-way, 
without making eminent domain land expansions

Right-of-Way Written

All high-speed train services in other countries are high premium 
priced, and such a policy here eliminates many potential users of a
transport system because of this kind of a weak link

Fares Written

Build HSR now and get it on the ballot; HSR will bring cleaner air, 
traffic improvements, improved railroad crossings, reduced traffic 
at LAX, and safer means of travel

Level of Support Written

Build it; HSR will reduce traffic at LAX; use BNSF Harbor 
subdivision to join LAX

Alignment; Level of Support Written

This project is magnificent; use financing similar to what was done 
for the Alameda Corridor and build it as economically as possible; 
if we are going to spend $40 billion, let's spend the money here 
and build in one of our local economically blighted areas; our 
poorer, less educated kids of today could use the high-paying jobs 
this would provide; let's give our working class citizens these jobs 
and rebuild South Central

Funding; Economic Benefits Written

This project may not reduce traffic at LAX, but smaller regional 
airports are the wave of the future and will handle this growth

Level of Support Written

Please don't rip us off! General Written
Growing up in metropolitan New York, I have a profound 
appreciation for transit; I believe the better you are able to move 
people and goods, the better you are able to encourage an 
exchange of ideas and promote a better economy

General Written

You can accelerate the process by experimenting with a pilot line Timeline Written

HSR will bring cleaner air, traffic improvements, improved railroad 
crossings, reduced traffic at LAX, a safer means of travel, and 
better accessibility to other areas

Level of Support Written

I would stay in California if a commitment was made to these 
transit systems

General Written

Let's do it, the sooner the better; HSR will bring cleaner air, traffic 
improvements, improved railroad crossings, reduced traffic at 
LAX, and a safer means of travel; traffic is terrible and we really 
need this

Level of Support Written

Great idea, but I am skeptical that people will actually use it in 
numbers sufficient to support it

Level of Support Written

Supports the project and suggests transportation to the hubs 
and/or sufficient low cost parking

Parking; Level of Support Written

HSR needs to be a hassle-free alternative to driving General Written
Fares for local commutes (Union Station to Burbank or Sylmar) 
should be at a reasonable cost.  Currently, Metrolink is too 
expensive for me.  Will this project make Metrolink even more 
expensive?

Fares Written

Supports the project and thinks it will bring cleaner air, traffic 
improvements, and a safer means of travel.

Level of Support Written

Please consider an alignment through Hollywood (ex. CA-170 to 
US 101 to Union Station)

Alignment Written

Neighborhood Council Pre-
Scoping Meeting (cont)

Dan Tempelis, Bob Rusby, 
Sylvia Novoa, Valarie 
McFall, Veronica Seyde, 
Annette Cortez, Jose 
Martinez, Marina Perez 
(cont)

3/21/07 @ 6:30 
pm (cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)
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Office/Agency Team Members Date/Time City/State Question/Comments Issue Area
Comments 

Type

Comments Received from Interested Associations and Other Groups (LA to Palmdale Segment)

If this project is approved, when would it be ready for use? Timeline Verbal
Will existing rails parallel the HSR? Design Verbal
How are you going to acquire land? Right-of-Way Verbal
How are you going to deal with eminent domain issues? Right-of-Way Verbal
Does the project require that you buy American (locally 
manufactured) equipment?

General Verbal

I heard that Hyundai wants to purchase land in the US to build rail 
carts.  Do you know anything about this?

General Verbal

Is there a cargo component to this proposed train service? Design Verbal
What would be the price of a one-way fare?  Around $70?  How 
much would roundtrip fares cost?

Fares Verbal

How is the high-speed rail proposing to go from Sylmar to 
Palmdale?

Alignment Verbal

Amtrak has a difficult time moving goods.  How will high-speed rail 
overcome Amtrak's problem?

Design Verbal

How much is the bond set for in November 2008? Funding Verbal
What's the viability of this bond beyond 2008? Funding Verbal
Is there a champion in the legislature? Level of Support Verbal
Will you be looking for endorsement or support from this group? Level of Support Verbal

Let us know specifically who you would like to see letters sent to 
so that we can bring this up at our next meeting.

Level of Support Verbal

It would be a good idea to meet in conjunction with this group, as 
well as with other groups (like the LA Area Chamber of 
Commerce) to spread the word.

Outreach Verbal

What is the travel time for the high-speed train? Design Verbal
How many trains do you plan on running (per day) from Los 
Angeles to San Francisco?

Design Verbal

It seems rather optimistic that this will be on the bond measure for 
2008.  What if the bond doesn't pass?

Funding Verbal

Am I misreading the map, or is there actually a direct link to San 
Francisco?

Alignment Verbal

What is the theory behind the train not traveling directly from 
Orange County to San Diego?

Alignment Verbal

Aren't you theoretically replacing some of the Amtrak rail service? Design Verbal

What percentage of this program uses existing right-of-way and 
what percentage will be required?

Right-of-Way Verbal

Do you have the Authority to obtain right-of-way? Right-of-Way Verbal
What does the funding look like right now for the project? Funding Verbal
If someone travels from Anaheim to Los Angeles Union Station, 
will they be able to embark at Union Station?

Alignment Verbal

What will the fare be to ride the train? Fares Verbal
If the 2008 bond passes, when will the project be complete? Funding/Timeline Verbal
What kind of opposition have you faced, if any? Level of Support Verbal
What are major roadblocks for this project? Level of Support Verbal
How long will it take to build the system? Timeline Verbal
Where will the electricity come from for operation of the system? Environmental Verbal

How will parking be addressed at each of the stations? Design Verbal

Glassell Park Neighborhood 
Council

Dennis Papilion, Annette 
Cortez

4/3/07 @ 6:00 
pm

Los Angeles, CA

Valley Industry & Commerce 
Association (VICA)

Dan Tempelis, Marina Perez 4/9/07 @ Noon Sherman Oaks, CA

Central City Association (CCA) Brew Clarke, Mike Hawkins, 
Peter Gertler, Dan Tempelis, 
Roderick Diaz, Betsy 
Lindsay, Elise McCollister, 
Marina Perez

4/10/07 @ 8:00 
a.m.

Los Angeles, CA

Valencia Industrial Association 
of Santa Clarita (VIA)

Dan Tempelis, Lilian De 
Loza

4/17/07 @ 
11:30 a.m.

Santa Clarita, CA
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Has the MagLev been completely ruled out? MagLev Verbal
Will there be no station in Santa Clarita? Design Verbal
How safe is High Speed Rail with the number of earthquakes we 
get in this area?

Safety Verbal

Can you explain MagLev? MagLev Verbal
The Chinese government recently instituted High Speed Rail.  
Why are we so behind the curve?

General Verbal

When you place a station as a stop along the route, how much 
time does it slow the train down?

Train Speed Verbal

Is there a definite route where the train will go? Design Verbal
Is this system still just a discussion?  If not, what's the holdup?  
How do we make this happen?

General Verbal

Will the price of oil affect the possibility of this being built? Funding Verbal
How much will this cost? Funding Verbal
What about the issues of security and terrorism? Security; Terrorism Verbal
What if there's not enough money? Funding Verbal
Will you be working with the community? Outreach Verbal
How can we access the engineering information? Outreach Verbal
If people are interested in participating in the Advisory Committee, 
how can they get more information?

Outreach Verbal

If it's $40 billion overall, how much would it cost just for the Santa 
Clarita segment?

Funding Verbal

Will the California High Speed Rail Authority use the power of 
Eminent Domain to acquire land?

Right-of-Way Verbal

How does the system compare to the system in France? General Verbal
Is there a US-based manufacturer (to build the train)? General Verbal
Are these trains designed to avoid derailing? Design; Safety Verbal
What's the noise level like inside? Noise Verbal
How will luggage be handled? Design Verbal
Will the Central Valley be sharing the lines? Design Verbal
Will High Speed Rail have its own track? Design Verbal
Will High Speed Rail replace Metrolink? General Verbal
Is the Governor still against this project? Level of Support Verbal
What's the projected total number of riders heading in one 
direction in one day?

Ridership Verbal

What is the simple majority required to pass the bond measure?  
What are the current polls saying about public opinion?

Funding; Outreach Verbal

Maintenance costs for current travel systems are astronomical.  
How much would it cost to maintain the HSR system?

Funding Verbal

Are there any large groups lobbying against HSR? Level of Support Verbal
Will HSR be comparable to air travel? General Verbal
What kind of talk is there about expanding security for rail lines 
and projects?

Security Verbal

At what intervals will you have overpasses and underpasses 
located (especially in the Central Valley area and near farmland)?  
People would need to be able to access their large farmland 
properties and would want to keep large tracts together.

Design Verbal

What percentage of the seats are filled in the current systems in 
Japan and Europe?

Ridership Verbal

What is the timeframe for the train to be constructed and 
operational?

Timeline Verbal

Palmdale, CAAntelope Valley Board of Trade Dennis Papilion, Julia Brown 4/24/07 @ 
11:30 am

Newhall, CA4/19/07 @ 8:30 
am

Dan Tempelis, Marina PerezPrudential Realty Group

Lancaster, CA4/19/07 @ 
11:30 am

Dan Tempelis, Marina PerezGreater Antelope Valley 
Economic Alliance (GAVEA)-
General Membership
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Concerned about the impacts a preferred alignment would have on 
the LA River Master Plan, Taylor Yard State Park, and recreational 
areas near Cornfield State Park

Alignment; 
Environmental

Written

Strongly objects to the designation of this route as the proposed 
preferred alignment

Alignment Written

This alignment will undo area stakeholder's efforts to create a series 
of recreational areas, parks, and trails along LA River corridor in one 
of the most park-deprived urban regions

Alignment Written

Defer selection of a preferred alignment between Burbank and Union 
Station and designate it as a corridor for further study

Alignment Written

The I-5 freeway alignment is a less harmful alternative Alignment Written
H.R. Nyholm 4/12/2007 Lancaster, CA I moved or relocated to the Rosamond area about one year ago, and 

I will be out of town at the time of these meetings.  As per the article 
enclosed (April 4th LA Daily News article), I wanted to write regarding
my support of the high-speed rail system proposed for the Palmdale 
area.  But, unless you can get the support of the "car" driven oriented 
person in some manner and/or the lobbies in government, the system
will never succeed!  I was looking for information at the Lancaster 
Metrolink station and found about 20 people waiting, many looking for
information too.  Plus, I found little parking for my vehicle at the 
station.  Again, I'll be out of town, but I wanted to show my support for
whatever way the vote goes!

Level of Support Written

Gene Bahlman 4/14/2007 Lancaster, CA I believe this project is just another expensive, publicly funded 
boondoggle to create a monument to and legacy for state politicians.  
High-speed rail from San Francisco to LA will appeal to very few who 
commute by automobile.  It will only attract peopel from short hop 
airlines and people on weekend trips, but very few commuters.

Level of Support; 
Ridership

Written (E-mail)

You need to find out where people commute from and to if you want 
to get people out of their cars.  I think the vast majority of people in 
the Antelope Valley work in the San Fernando Valley.  Are you 
planning a stop in the San Fernando Valley, and if so, how are yiou 
planning to get people from the station to their workplace?

Ridership; Station 
Location

Written (E-mail)

What would motivate me to get out of my car is public transportation 
that takes me from home to my workplace and vice versa, and it 
needs to either be cheaper or faster than driving.  I am not going to 
sacrifice both time and money to ride public transportation, which I 
consider both more uncomfortable and more dangerous than driving.

Ridership Written (E-mail)

Additional Comments Received from Interested Associations & Parties (LA to Palmdale Segment)

North East Trees, Inc. Larry Smith, Executive 
Director

4/4/2007 Los Angeles, CA
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Gene Bahlman (cont) 4/14/2007 
(cont)

Lancaster, CA (cont) If you can get me from Palmdale to the San Fernando Valley in 10 
minutes for $5, it does me no good if I have to spend another 2 hours
and $15 riding buses to get to work from the station.  American 
municipalities seem really deficient at providing any support 
infrastructure for the rail systems they are foisting on us.

Fares; Connectivity Written (E-mail)

There's a lot of commuter traffic going through Soledad Canyon.  If 
you shut it down to improve your rail right-of-way, you'll make the 
commute a nightmare.

Alignment Written (E-mail)

When you calculate how much it costs a commuter to drive from 
Point A to Point B, a favorite method is to include all costs of the 
automobile and come up with a cost per mile.  It costs me $40/day to 
drive from Lancaster to Woodland Hills and back, but only $18.18 for 
gas, oil tires, and all mileage related maintenance.  If you can't get 
me portal to portal both ways for less than $20/day, I'm not buying it 
unless you can save me some significant time.

Fares; Connectivity Written (E-mail)

I think this is a waste of taxpayer money.  A better use would be to 
widen freeways or build low speed local light rail that takes real 
people real places.  This system will only attract tourists and 
business travelers, but will have no impact on freeway congestion or 
air quality because the everyday working stiff will never be able to 
utilize it.

Level of Support; 
Ridership; Fares

Written (E-mail)

Jim Olsen, The Olsen Team 4/14/2007 Lancaster, CA As a resident of the Antelope Valley, I see only good for a high-speed
rail.  Not only would this open doors and opportunity to the Antelope 
Valley, but all along the route from Point A to B!  If public usage is a 
concern, look at gas prices.  I think that in and of itself is reason 
enough.  Let's get it done!

Level of Support Written (E-mail)

Ian Hall 4/15/2007 Lancaster, CA I fully support the HSR and have several ideas that could help it 
become reality.  First, HSR needs a new route to LA.  The proposed 
route takes it through LA's primary north-south access corridor.  The 
freeway collapsed near SR-14 and I-5 in the 1971 Sylmar quake and 
again  during the Northridge quake.  This bottleneck also brings LA 
it's water from the Owens Valley via aqueduct, and is the primary 
north-south high voltage power supply in the States power grid.

Level of Support; 
Alignment

Written (E-mail)

For contingency purposes of having a second path in and out of LA, I 
propose the HSR route be a straight line from Palmdale to LA.  
Tunnel through the mountain, which would enable higher speeds, 
less travel time, and less track to maintain.  The HSR would also be 
away from the general public, thus reducing the chance of incidents 
on the rails.

Alignment; Grade 
Separation

Written (E-mail)
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Ian Hall (cont) 4/15/2007 
(cont)

Lancaster, CA (cont) Regarding funding, I suggest getting LA World Airports (LAWA) on 
the side of HSR.  LAWA owns 18,000 acres of land just east of 
Palmdale.  There was once a plan to relocate LAX to the desert.  I 
can see that plan being revived if HSR became reality.  The funding 
for a new mega airport and HSR could come from the sale of LAX 
real estate.  If these two ideas are implemented, Palmdale would 
become not only the gateway to the world, but also the entry point to 
the entire State via HSR.

Funding; Alignment Written (E-mail)

The Honorable Senator 
George Runner & The 
Honorable Assemblywoman 
Sharon Runner

4/16/2007 Sacramento, CA Proposed rail line is estimated to cost tens of billions of dollars.  
Multiple bond measures to support construction and operation of the 
project have already been postponed due to fear that voters are 
unwilling to continue adding to the State's high debt level.  We share 
these concerns, especially given the recent approval of $40 billion 
worth of infrastructure bonds, portions of which are already dedicated
to transit.  While building the entire line from Los Angeles to San 
Francisco may not be feasible in the immediate future, we believe the
Los Angeles to Palmdale segment can attract significant ridership 
and is a perfect candidate for a public-private partnership.  We urge 
the High-Speed Rail Authority to consider this innovative approach to 
financing this segment of the project.

Funding Written

Rafael & Jocelyn Lacebal 4/16/2007 Palmdale, CA We strongly support the project.  We have just moved to Palmdale 
and surely a transportation like this would be convenient for us and 
good for the freeways.  I hope the fare will be affordable.

Level of Support; Fares Written (E-mail)

The Mt. Washington Homeowners Association supports the addition 
of rail mass transit and a high speed rail line would be a tremendous 
asset to the City of LA.

Level of Support Written

The rail yards that have been converted to parks at Taylor Yard and 
Cornfield will erode the physical barriers to the LA River and parks 
will reconnect people to the river.

LA River Written

It's imperative that the existing rail lines and the possible high-speed 
rail lines have a grade separation from these parks.

Grade Separation Written

The park could be built over the rail lines and prevent the enormous 
environmental impacts of the proposed project.

Grade Separation; 
Environmental

Written

Concerns regarding the proposed location of CHSRA trains running 
along the LA River in the Cypress Park neighborhood

Alignment Written

The timing of this decision is of concern due to the recent opening of 
a CA State park at Rio de Los Angeles, Future High School #13, and 
the future revitalization of the Los Angeles River

General Written

Request access to the EIR when it is made available so that we can 
have the opportunity to respond in a timely manner

Environmental Review 
Process

Written

Greater Cypress Park 
Neighborhood Council

Rourk Regan, Chair, Land 
Use and Planning 
Committee

4/17/2007 Los Angeles, CA

Mt. Washington Association Elizabeth Herron, Architect; 
Land Use Chair, Mt. 
Washington Association

4/17/2007 Los Angeles, CA
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Additional Comments Received from Interested Associations & Parties (LA to Palmdale Segment)

R.J. Burns 4/18/2007 Lancaster, CA I recently read another newspaper article on the proposed high-
speed rail system.  I think it would be in the best interest of the the 
state to have this system as soon as possible.  Going to LA is really a
chore and our valley is expected to continue to grow as predicted.  
Go for it.

Level of Support Written

Matthew Mackey 4/21/2007 Glendale, CA The most important "side effect" of the HSR system will be the grade 
separation of existing rail lines.  As a benefit to the communities it 
effects, it becomes an important selling point for the whole project.  
The rail crossings in Glendale and Burbank, including lines that run 
both freight and Metrolink, are of the most concern to me.  Grade 
separating the Metrolink may be difficult due to its use of double-
decker cars, but I hope that this issue could be resolved.  Perhaps it 
can be shown that the improvements to the rail lines and increased 
capacity from HSR will allow Metrolink to switch to single-deck cars 
for the lines that run through Burbank/Glendale.  They can no doubt 
continue to use those cars on other lines that won't be affected by 
HSR.

Grade Separation Written (E-mail)

Several crossings south of the Burbank station (Grandview, Sonora 
Ave., and Allen Ave.) should be easy to separate.  I use the Sonora 
Ave. crossing regularly, and such a change would be welcome.  The 
later crossings (Bekins, Doran, and Broadway) may be trickier, but 
are perhaps more important due to the industrial traffic in the area.  
In Glendale, it may be tempting to just ran an elevated section for the 
HSR instead of using existing lines, but that becomes trickier moving 
into Burbank due to existing overpasses (and some people might not 
like what it does to their views).

Grade Separation Written (E-mail)

North of the station, I think that the section that lies between the 
Burbank Blvd. underpass and Buena Vista St. would be ideal to 
transition to a trenched/tunneled segment, as it is fairly long.  It also 
narrows to a single track at the end of that stretch, so it would make 
for a good opportunity to widen the system.  The San Fernando Blvd. 
underpass (in the middle of this stretch) would likely need to be 
closed and perhaps permanently eliminated, but I'm not certain that 
would be a major political issue.  That segment of road, while nice, 
seems to get limited use.  (I don't drive through that exact spot much 
myself, so I could be wrong.)  

Grade Separation Written (E-mail)

I also think that once the rail was moved down, some or all of the San
Fernando segment could be re-worked.  My only concern, from a rail 
standpoint, about making a grade change here is that I've often seen 
freight trains parked full stop along this stretch.  Provisions would 
need to be made to add more room elsewhere, since I doubt that 
stopping a freight train on an incline is a good idea.

Alignment; Grade 
Separation

Written (E-mail)
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Matthew Mackey (cont) 4/21/2007 
(cont)

Glendale, CA (cont) I believe we should grade-separate as much rail as possible.  It is 
conceivable that local communities may be willing to chip in to 
improve existing rail and integrate the HSR if the alternative is to 
leave it alone and run the HSR separately.

Grade Separation Written (E-mail)

I would like to see details on how street traffic will be directed to the 
Burbank rail station.  At the moment it is not easily located by an 
unfamiliar traveler.  In terms of signage on highways and surface 
streets and road improvements, there will need to be improvements 
laid out.  

Traffic; Signage Written (E-mail)

Access to the station from traffic traveling north on I-5 is not direct 
and may add congestion to areas that are already very busy.  That 
area has already gone through some construction to improve certain 
spots (the Burbank off-ramp and associated I-5/rail overpass), but it 
still suffers from congestion.  Northbound I-5 traffic could possibly be 
routed off at Olive, through the Verdugo Ave. I-5 underpass.  This 
stretch of I-5 could use some tweaks, so any alterations that aid 
access to the station may also benefit road travelers.  One possibility 
involves Olive Ave., since it passes right over the station, and the 
current I-5 Olive Ave. off-ramp is aimed only at the north side of the 
highway.  It is not favorable for those heading for the south side of 
the highway.  A better interchange in this spot, along with better 
access to the station, would be a large benefit, if done correctly.  
Done poorly, it could be a traffic nightmare.

Access; Traffic Written (E-mail)

A broader issue is how parking will improve at any given station.  
This will need to be abundantly clear for any area not already well 
equipped.  While there will no doubt be access to the stations via 
mass transit, Southern California is still very auto-oriented.  Both 
short- and long-term parking will have to be addressed.  Best of luck 
on moving this project forward.  I eagerly await its construction and 
eventual operation.

Parking; Level of 
Support

Written (E-mail)

Les Jundy 4/25/2007 Santa Clarita, CA What about the Three Spin Stickleback Fish?  What will happen for 
access to Soledad Canyon if high-speed rail  goes through there?  
This would be from the North side of the tracks?

Environmental Written

Laura Sickler 4/25/2007 Acton, CA I'm a resident in Soledad Canyon.  The realignment of the tracks 
would greatly impact homeowners.  It would also impact Santa Clara 
River, the last naturally flowing river in LA County.  The property 
owners in the beautiful canyon don't want their properties used for 
railroad tracks, and if the tracks are straightened to accommodate a 
train traveling at 220 mph, almost all the homes would have to be 
destroyed.  Even a Wild Animal Preserve (Shambala) and 6 privately-
owned recreational vehicle parks would be impacted.  Also, Soledad 
Canyon is a wildlife corridor to the Santa Clara River.  I have had 
cougars, bobcats, deer, and bears on my property and also racoon, 
coyote, etc.

Alignment; Right of Way; 
Santa Clara River; 
Environmental

Written
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Keith Brown 4/26/2007 Agua Dulce, CA The Pacific Crest Trail crosses the tracks at one point.  Will it be 
affected?  My home is north of the tracks.  For 29 years, I've crossed 
the railroad tracks to reach Soledad Canyon Road.  What will be 
done to assure my access?  Dozens of homes cross the tracks 
between Santa Clarita and Acton.

Environmental; Access Written

Ann Walnum 4/26/2007 Northeast Los 
Angeles, CA

In the same week of our happiness over the long-awaited opening of 
Rio de Los Angeles State Park, we receive news that the "California 
Bullet Train" will be added to the continuing impact of freight and 
passenger rail traffic on the edge of the park.  I like high-speed 
trains, having travelled on them in Europe and Japan.  But I will only 
like this one ELSEWHERE.  Existing rail facilities in Fullerton, San 
Bernardino, and Riverside offer viable opportunities to route the high-
speed train to an area of lesser impact.  We should not have to suffer
further environmental injustice.

Alignment; 
Environmental Justice

Written

John 4/27/2007 Mission Hills, CA The deviation for Palmdale Airport is mistake on 3 counts and must 
be corrected.  #1-It adds unnecessary miles to the high-speed 
alignment.  The main alignment must return to the I-5/Grapevine 
corridor, or better still, the one discovered by Quantm Engineering, 
the Australian firm hired to do peer review on this project's 
preliminary engineering.  They describe this area as "the next 
canyon(s) to the East".  Every railroad with the least mileage enjoys a
competitive advantage, and every railroad reduces curves and 
grades whereever it can.  

Alignment Written

#2-Palmdale is a particularly unsuitable location for an airport.  It's 
heat and altitude both work against lift and control for aircraft and it's 
much less safe than other airports.  A LAWA Commissioner told me 
this at a public hearing regarding LAX expansion.  

Station Location Written

#3-It is an extra unneeded stop that hurts HSR running times.  No 
stop is needed between LA or LAX and Bakersfield!  This is not a 
Greyhound or City Tram.  Besides, the HSR system does not reach 
LAX!  This will result in an unbelievable loss of time and passengers 
with a forced transfer to--a flyaway bus at Union Station?  There 
should be a junction near Sylmar where some trains go to LAX and 
others go to LA Union Station, with the choice by passengers made 
at Bakersfield.  If not, no SFO-LAX trains!

Alignment; Station 
Location

Written
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John (cont) 4/27/2007 
(cont)

Mission Hills, CA 
(cont)

I've attached a letter I sent to LA Mayor Villaraigosa about the LA 
Basin's totally ignorant, unprepared status as a HSR terminal.  I 
would like this information added to the record.  Item 3 is adequate 
and most pertinent.  Unfortunately, CHSRA's studies have not 
produced an adequate assessment of the scale and terminal needed.
LA Union Station's current facilities will all be absorbed by future 
Metro, Metrolink, and Amtrak/Caltrans Division of Rail projects.  I 
also wrote about this in detail and with inspiring illustrations, including
planning for CHSRA on Union Station's "run through tracks" scoping. 
Unfortunately, this is disregarded as "outside their scope" while 
concluding with a locally preferred alternative that will block the 
maximization of a CHSRA station immediately south of Union Station 
forever.   I implore you to overlay CHSRA patterns on a map of Union
Station (nobody gets it because they haven't seen this).

Station Location Written

Letter to the Mayor: #1-You support HSR right?  It can bring a high 
volume of people downtown without cars.  Has higher capacity than 
airliners meaning more on-time CA connections at LAX, shifting 
existing air gates to more valuable international flights, without 
adding jet takeoffs/landings.  CHSRA's safety is superior and it's 
compact footprint is great news for LA's environment.  It's 
regenerative braking puts electric power back in the grid and routes 
can be extended if pulled by other locomotives.  You should come out
publicly and announce your support!

Level of Support Written

#2-It's time for you to step up and tell the Governor that you want him 
to get the $103 million CHSRA needs in the state budget he's 
preparing now for HSR or forever lose the chance to do it right the 
first time.  HSR is not a sure thing.  Central Valley developers are not 
standing around waiting until the State acquires enough right-of-way 
and agricultural buffers necessary for HSR done right.

Funding; Right of Way Written

#3-There is still no plan for world-class HSR terminals in LA.  Your 
leadership is needed to make room for HSR facilities in Los Angeles. 
HSR needs very long, straight platforms for its trains.  The notion that
HSR can occupy tracks miraculously supported above existing tracks
at Union Station ignores the realities of scale, engineering, 
passenger volume, and the space required.  In short, another facility 
the size of Union Station is needed for HSR.  

Station Location; Design Written
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John (cont) 4/27/2007 
(cont)

Mission Hills, CA 
(cont)

City Planning and Zoning should be directed to clear a "Rail and Bus 
Terminal District".  This would be like: A) "Run-Through" all existing 
Union Station tracks and platforms (with some assigned to HSR) 
across the 101 fwy to 1st Street, from Alameda to the riverbank Rail 
Yards, removing all the junk buildings there or B) Demolish recent 
low-grade-use buildings north of the former Post Office (for tracks) 
and rehabilitate it for a new HSR terminal.  Demolish "snipers' 
apartments" aka "Mozaic" at Union Station and cnnect Union Station 
to the former Post Office with bridges (passenger concourses) 
across Cesar Chavez Ave.  C) HSR needs the most convenient 
station at LAX; underground between the air terminals is probably 
best for train-to-plane connections.  HSR is 21st Century mobility.  
Can I count on you to be Southern CA's champion for HSR?

Alignment; Station 
Location

Written

Office of LA City Council 
Member Ed Reyes

The Honorable Ed Reyes, 
LA City Council Member & 
Chair of the Ad Hoc 
Committee for the Los 
Angeles River

4/27/2007 Los Angeles, CA Voiced his objection in 2005 to a preferred alignment through LA 
State Historic Park (Cornfields) or Taylor Yard, and asked that the 
corridor from Sylmar to Union Station be identified as an area for 
further study and that it be wide enough to consider several viable 
alternatives; feels the response to his request was inadequate and 
urges the project team not to repeat the same mistake in the project-
level environmental documentation process

Alignment; 
Environmental

Written

His understanding is that the area from Burbank to Union Station will 
be considered as the corridor for further study, but believes that this 
seems too small a corridor to offer many viable alternatives

Alignment Written

Concerned that the NOI published in the Federal Register says the 
alignment will follow SR-58/Soledad Canyon from the City of 
Palmdale to Sylmar and then along the Metrolink Railroad line to Los 
Angeles Union Station

Alignment Written

The significant investment the state has made at Taylor Yard (now 
renamed Rio de Los Angeles State Park) should preclude using 
existing Metrolink right-of-way, and every effort should be made to 
identify alternatives that don't impact the park

Alignment Written

Environmental justice concerns need to be adequately addressed in 
the project level EIR/EIS and the prioritization of alternatives that 
avoid these impacts altogether; designs that could avoid impact and 
potential mitigation measures should be included early on in the 
process and included in the budget

Environmental Justice; 
Alignment

Written

The intended ridership and communities to be served by the high-
speed rail have not been made clear

Ridership Written
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Office of LA City Council 
Member Ed Reyes (cont)

The Honorable Ed Reyes, 
LA City Council Member & 
Chair of the Ad Hoc 
Committee for the Los 
Angeles River (cont)

4/27/2007 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

The NOI statement re: station area development policies suggests 
that in addition to providing intercity travel options, the intent is also 
to provide local options for commuters; as Chair of the Planning and 
Land Use Committee, I am actively promoting land uses that are in 
line with these goals and look forward to additional progress in this 
regard

Transit-Oriented 
Development

Written

In order to achieve transit-oriented development and  be compatible 
with local communities, the train will need to reduce speed as it 
enters highly urbanized areas like Los Angeles; speed reduction 
allows greater flexibility in designing the track, alignment, and station 
locations; these issues need to be analyzed in the EIR/EIS

Speed; Environmental Written

Need to ensure that the process for alignment selection is open and 
transparent

Outreach; Environmental 
Process

Written

Request that HSRA provide an update to the Ad Hoc Committee on 
the LA River and maintain an ongoing dialogue with key stakeholders
in the region

Outreach Written

The LA River Revitalization Master Plan is nearing completion and it 
will be important to work together during implementation to ensure 
the needs of the region are met

Outreach; Partnership Written
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Councilmember Jose Huizar
Councilmember, 14th District

Introduction:
Dan Tempelis introduced the project team members and gave an overview of the High Speed Rail (HSR) project from San Diego to
Sacramento. Mr. Tempelis explained the status of the project to the Councilman and indicated that the goal of the meeting was to
provide the Councilman with a history of the project, a description of the route and a schedule of upcoming activities. Mr. Tempelis
also wanted to make sure that the Councilman understood that the proposed HSR would be partially in his district (Glassell Park /
Boyle Heights), and that we were interested in hearing his comments and concerns before we went public on this phase of the project.

Questions Asked:
Councilmember Huizar asked a number of questions including:

 Is the project fully funded?
 Is this project statewide?
 Will this project connect to Las Vegas?
 Is all the funding coming from the State?
 How far away are we from seeing the full build out and development of the project?
 Will the project be grade separated?

Issues Raised:
While the Councilman indicated that he thought this system was incredible and long overdue, he asked that the team manage public
expectations with regard to the timing of this project. Councilmember Huizar did not want the public to think this project would be
happening soon. He wants to make sure that the team explains to the public that this project would not be built out until at least 2020.

The Councilman also asked that the team coordinate closely with Council Member Ed Reyes. As chair of the LA River Committee,
Councilman Reyes and LA River supporters are interested in ensuring improvements along the LA River and may have concerns
regarding the role of HSR on this corridor.

With regard to public outreach, Council Member Huizar asked that the team be sensitive to literacy and language issues along the
corridor.

Meeting Date: February 8, 2007 Time: 2:00 p.m.

Location: Councilman Huizar’s Eagle Rock Field Office
2035 Colorado Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90041

Attendees: Councilman Huizar; Field Deputies Paul Habib and Garth Weir; Carrie Pourvahidi, CAHSR;
Dan Tempelis, Project Manager, Hatch Mott, URS, ARUP-JV; Brew Clark, STV;
Lilian DeLoza, Consensus Planning Group; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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Action Items:
Meet with Council Member Reyes and LA River supporters regarding the proposed HSR route.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles City Council Member Jan Perry
9th District

Introduction:
 Provided G. Fischer with a project update.
 Shared study schedule between now and June.

Questions Asked:
 How will you deal with providing access to the river throughout the City of Los Angeles?
 Who have you met with in the City Council? Have you met with Council Members Ed Reyes and Tom LaBonge?
 How do you discourage people from crossing the secure right-of-way?
 What is the authority of the California High Speed Rail Authority? Is it a State agency?
 What are the community benefits of High Speed Rail, especially along the River area communities?

Issues Raised:
 Concerned about the design aspect of the system given its proximity to Little Tokyo and specifically the Los Angeles River Master

Plan efforts.
 Councilwoman Jan Perry will not support any alignment outside of the Los Angeles River area.
 Cautioned that Little Tokyo will be vocal if alignments cut through the community.
 If the alignment comes out of Union Station and veers towards the Los Angeles River south of First Street, G. Fischer believes that

will be okay because that area is largely a commercial area.
 Councilwoman Perry chairs the Energy and Environmental Quality Committee and has been very supportive of the Los Angeles

River revitalization because the City owes its existence to the river. The idea of restricting access to the river because of the
potential for High Speed Rail along it will not go over very well.

 Timing for the discussion of High Speed Rail is lousy. If the California High Speed Rail Authority would have done this 10 years
ago, it would have been easier to convince stakeholders that an alignment along the Los Angeles River was a good idea.

 The idea is wonderful, but rail is difficult to sell.
 In messaging for this project, the team should focus on the benefits High Speed Rail will bring to Los Angeles.
 You may want to identify project “champions” for pushing forth high speed rail (e.g., Eli Broad, among others).
 It will be difficult to do, but you may want to get Councilman Ed Reyes to get a motion on the floor of the council to support the

concept of High Speed Rail if you can demonstrate the benefit to Los Angeles residents.

Action Items:
 Call Jane Galbrieth to schedule a meeting with Councilman Tom LaBonge

Meeting Date: February 12, 2007 Time: 2:00 p.m.

Location: Council Member Jan Perry’s City Hall Office
200 N. Spring St., Room 420
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attendees: Greg Fischer, Transportation Deputy; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Brew Clarke,
STV; Jose Martinez, Cordoba; Lilian De Loza, CPG

Notes by: Lilian De Loza
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 Schedule a briefing with Councilwoman Wendy Greuel.
 You need to include the Little Tokyo Community Council, Central City East Association and Los Angeles River Area Business

Association in the scoping process.
 Recommended that team speaks with the new Executive Director of LAWA to discuss the Palmdale and Ontario station areas for

high speed rail.
 Suggested a conversation with G. Knatz at the Port of Los Angeles might be a good idea.
 Try to get a meeting with Gloria Jeff via John Fisher at LADOT.
 Meet with Ana Figueroa and Kim Takishi of Congresswoman Lucille Roybal-Allard’s office.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles City Council President Eric Garcetti
13th District

Introduction:
Dan Tempelis gave an overview of the High Speed Rail project and its projected alignment through the City of Los Angeles to Ms.
Berner and Ms. Leung. Mr. Tempelis indicated that it made more sense to expand High Speed Rail, which requires the equivalent of
two highway lanes and can carry 25% more capacity, than it does to expand any other transportation infrastructure.
Mr. Tempelis indicated that the project team would be meeting with all City Council members whose districts would be impacted by
HSR, but that the team felt it was important to meet with representatives of Mr. Garcetti’s office since he currently serves as City
Council President.

Questions Asked:
 Will Metrolink facilities be improved?
 Will additional right of way be required?
 Can the existing and new transportation bonds be used to finance HSR?
 Has SCAG done work on the HSR?
 Does this alignment have anything to do with the MAGLEV line that is currently being considered?
 Why isn’t there a connector to LAX?
 Will the train be electric?
 What will be the power source for the train?
 Will there be additional parking built at the existing stops?
 Is the LA River and the Master Plan being considered in HSR discussions?

Issues Raised:
 There needs to be coordination with LAWA.

Action Items:
 None at this time.

Meeting Date: February 21, 2007 Time: 12:00 p.m.

Location: Council President Eric Garcetti’s City Hall Office
200 N. Spring St., Room 470
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attendees: Jane Berner, Associate Planner (CD 13); Helen Leung, Planning
Deputy (CD 13); Jose Martinez, CHSR; Dan Tempelis, HSR Joint Venture;
Brew Clark, STV; Lilian De Loza, CPG; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce
Transportation & Goods Movement Committee

Introduction
The Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce Transportation & Goods Movement Committee meeting was brought to order by Co-
Chair Fran Inman of Majestic Reality Company. The meeting started with introductions and a presentation by Sam Morrissey of Wilbur
Smith Associates on the Metro Multi-County Goods Movement Action Plan. Dennis Papilion then began the presentation on the High
Speed Rail (HSR) project in the state of California, and specifically, the region from Palmdale to Los Angeles and Los Angeles to Irvine.
Mr. Papilion began with an overview of the establishment of the HSR Authority and referenced the packet of maps and figures that
were presented to meeting attendees. He explained that a programmatic EIR was completed for the entire project and that studies
were beginning for the separate corridors. The five corridor segments were broken down into Sacramento to Fresno, Fresno to
Palmdale, Palmdale to Los Angeles Union Station, Los Angeles Union Station to Irvine, and Irvine to San Diego. He also noted that we
are in the Scoping phase of this project.

Mr. Papilion explained the benefits of the project, including grade separations and air quality improvements. He further explained the
route the high-speed train will take from Palmdale to LA Union Station: passing through the Palmdale Transportation Center, the
Sylmar Metrolink Station, the Burbank Metrolink Media City Station, and Los Angeles Union Station. Mr. Papilion also noted that the
train is planned to travel through Taylor Yard. He then reviewed the planned Scoping Meeting dates and noted that the NOP/NOI is
due out in March.

Mr. Papilion went on to explain the corridor from LA Union Station to Norwalk, Anaheim, and possibly Irvine. Betsy Lindsay from Ultra
Systems noted that the high-speed train will travel along the existing Los Angeles – San Diego (LOSSAN) rail corridor. She also
mentioned that Anaheim is building a new transportation center that will be a major center point for transportation in the area, including
the high-speed train station. She noted that the LA Union Station to Irvine section is split into two phases. Phase I will study from LA
Union Station to Anaheim and Phase II is proposed to study from Anaheim to Irvine at a later time period. It is not yet determined if the
high-speed train will continue on to Irvine or just stop in Anaheim.

Mr. Papilion encouraged support of the 2008 transportation bond. At present time, Governor Schwarzenegger has not allocated funds
for HSR in California’s future budget. If the public does not support and pass the 2008 bond, the HSR project will end in June 2007.
Mr. Papilion restated some of the benefits of HSR, such as grade separations and improved transportation.

Questions Asked
Dennis Papilion then opened the meeting up to discussion. The following questions were asked:
 Will HSR use the Metrolink Right of Way?

Meeting Date: February 21, 2007 Time: 10:00 a.m.

Location: Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce
350 South Bixel Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Attendees: Dennis Papilion, URS; Lindsay Patterson, URS; Betsy Lindsay, Ultrasystems;
Andrea Campbell, Consensus Planning Group; 30 Chamber Members

Notes
by:

Lindsay Patterson
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 Can you comment on the Bond issue?
 Why don’t any of the proposed HSR lines connect to LAX?
 What happened to putting the corridor along Interstate 5 through the Grapevine?
 What is the propulsion technology proposed for use?
 Do you think the public is ready to support a $40 billion project?
 Can HSR move cargo or just passengers?
 Who is your target audience? Commuters?
 What would the fare be?
 What is the expected completion date?
 Wouldn’t passengers have to factor in terrorism, cost, and time factors for both the high speed train and air travel?

Issues Raised
Safety concerns with shared tracks between Metrolink and HSR were expressed. Mr. Papilion and Ms. Lindsay explained that there
will be possible shared tracks, but additional tracks will be built, as well as the likelihood of aerial tracks in some areas. The issue of
connectivity between the high-speed train and other major transportation venues, such as LAX, was also raised. It was expressed that
the project might be more acceptable if the public can use it to further simplify their transportation options. Mr. Papilion explained that
possible alignments were examined during the early programmatic stage of the project and that the current alignment was determined
to be the most beneficial for the state, as a whole.

Action Items
No Action Items were determined.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles County Supervisor Gloria Molina
1st District

Introduction:
Mr. Tempelis introduced the project team and the purpose for the meeting. Mr. Tempelis indicated that the project teams for LA to
Palmdale and LA to Irvine were both present to answer any questions regarding either of the alternatives, as they both intersect at
Union Station and both routes were in sections of District 1, Supervisor Molina’s district. Mr. Tempelis then went on to explain the
planning process, size of the statewide corridor and the type of technology to be used.

Questions Asked:
 What is the total cost of the project?
 How much do you need to keep the project moving forward?
 What is the timeline for this phase?
 How high speed is high-speed?
 How long will it take to develop the work plan?
 Will there be a separate contract to get to the 30%?
 Who will be informed of the upcoming Scoping Meetings?
 Can names be added to the database?

Issues Raised:
 Will all grade crossings be separated? There is an area on the San Fernando corridor, near the Ribet Academy, that the

community wants to make more pedestrian-friendly and having a high speed train going through there would not help achieve
this goal.

 Both Ms. England and Ms. Manriquez suggested that the team focus the outreach message on the fact that the High-Speed
Rail (HSR) would take a number of cars off the I-5 freeway.

 Ms. England indicated that the joint developers of Taylor Yards were supporting the HSR and have put aside approximately
seven acres for station options.

Action Items:
 Ms. Manriquez suggested, and Ms. England concurred, that the team contact the Arroyo Seco

Neighborhood Council in order to distribute information regarding the upcoming public meetings.

Meeting Date: February 21, 2007 Time: 10:00 a.m.

Location: Supervisor Molina’s Downtown Office
500 W. Temple, Room 856
Los Angeles, CA

Attendees: Nicole England, Transportation Deputy; Suzanne Manriquez, Field Deputy;
Dan Tempelis, HSR Joint Venture; Brew Clark, STV; Jose Martinez, CHSR;
Lilian De Loza, Consensus Planning Group; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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 Both deputies requested that they continue to receive updates regarding the project, and offered to help
in any way they can.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles City Council Member Wendy Greuel
2nd District

Introduction:
Jose Martinez and Dan Tempelis introduced the project and explained the six different segments of the HSR. Mr. Tempelis then
indicated exactly where the HSR would go through the Councilwoman’s district. Councilwoman Greuel indicated that she was familiar,
in concept, with the planned HSR extension and she thanked the team for coming in to brief her.

Questions Asked:
 Wasn’t there a presentation given to the LA River Committee regarding HSR?
 How long has the Authority been in existence?
 Who makes appointments to the HSRA Board?
 Is there any federal money for the project now?
 Which segment would be built first?
 How much funding is available for the project in this fiscal year?
 Has the Governor traditionally put funding for HSR in his budget?
 Who is the biggest advocate for the project?
 Is there any money available for this project in the current bonds?

Issues Raised:
Councilwoman Greuel is supportive of any type of public transit project, but realizes that no one is willing to change his/her behavior or
pay for it. With all the discussion currently underway regarding transportation, this is a good time to talk about HSR. Councilwoman
Greuel indicated that she would be willing to lobby for the project, but she needed to know who the main proponent of the project is at
the State level. Councilwoman Greuel also indicated that she and a contingent of Council Members go up to Sacramento on a regular
basis, and that she would be willing to champion this cause and try to help secure additional funding. However, she reminded the team
that it is about priorities.

Action Items:
 Provide Councilwoman Greuel with the name of the project champion at the State level.
 Provide her office with notices regarding the upcoming public meetings.

Meeting Date: February 27, 2007 Time: 3:30 p.m.

Location: Council Member Wendy Greuel’s City Hall Office
200 N. Spring St., Room 475
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attendees: Councilwoman Wendy Greuel; Jennifer Cohen, Transportation Deputy; Jose
Martinez, CHSR; Dan Tempelis, HSR Joint Venture; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Introduction
The presentation was conducted by Brewerton Clarke to the Transit Coalition during their dinner meeting. The Transit Coalition is a
broad based group of citizens mobilized to demonstrate community support for the economic development and improved transportation
in the Los Angeles region. The following is a summary of questions and comments made:

Questions Asked
 Does this replace Amtrak?
 If I’m going to San Diego, would I need to switch trains?
 Will the train stop in Yorba Linda?
 If someone is in Irvine, would they have to go to Los Angeles to get to San Diego?
 What about Ontario Airport? Was it considered?
 What about Palmdale?
 Does the train connect directly from Los Angeles to San Francisco?
 Since this goes to the voters in 2008 and since there have been postponements, will this require a 2/3 approval?
 Has there been any polling on how the bond will fare?
 How slow can this train go and still be considered High Speed Rail?
 This station is Truckston, where is it?
 Can the train go out of state?
 This technology can’t deal with the Sierra Mountains?
 What can you say about operating subsidies?
 How will this project compare to other projects being promoted like the “mag” projects?
 Is there a segment from Anaheim to Riverside?
 What is the first segment to be built?
 What’s next for you guys?

Issues Raised
 We went to the LA River Group hearings. They don’t want the trains. You need to elevate the tracks. You need to think

about it creatively and make it happen so it doesn’t break up their areas. We have attended meetings and these River folks
aren’t open to trains. You need to expand on the elevated structures as a possible solution. Also, something to keep in mind
the environmental problems in that area. There’s a long history of toxicity in those rails.

 I think the demand would be to go to San Jose.
 The State Bond will need 50% + 1 to happen. One of the key issues is who has the money and the stakeholders. If you get

the mayor and the governor to push, then there’s a good chance of this happening. A big issue is bringing in $10B in bonds.
 This year is really critical. If it’s going to happen there needs to be organization quickly. There are many lobbyists in

Sacramento for High Speed Rail; you need to morph it into community support.
 This project has major impacts to the Metrolink and airport service
 This would be a big boom for connecting the center of the state with the rest of the state.

Meeting Date: Tuesday, February 27, 2007 Time: 7:00 PM – 8:23 PM

Location: The Transit Coalition Dinner Meeting
Phillipe The Original Restaurant
1001 N. Alameda St., Los Angeles

Attendees: 12

Notes by: Marina Perez,
Consensus Planning Group
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles County Supervisor Mike Antonovich
5th District

Introduction:
Mr. Tempelis introduced the project team and the purpose for the meeting. Mr. Tempelis explained that the project is
"undergoing the preliminary environmental review process known as the Scoping Phase for the high-speed rail alignment
from Union Station in downtown Los Angeles to Palmdale." Mr. Tempelis explained the size of the statewide corridor and
what type of technology was going to be used. Mr. Tempelis also indicated that the expected travel time from the Palmdale
Transportation Center to Union Station will be approximately 25 minutes.

Questions Asked:
 Why does the conceptual alignment not include a station in Santa Clarita?
 Is the Authority open to the possibility of a Santa Clarita station?
 What are the reasons a Santa Clarita Station is not possible?
 Why does Sylmar have a HSR Station?
 How will the proposed alignment affect communities between Santa Clarita and Palmdale, specifically Acton, Agua

Dulce, etc.?
 What benefits will a new alignment provide for Metrolink?
 Will Metrolink and HSR share tracks through the Santa Clarita area?
 Will this project provide an opportunity to address grade crossings?
 Is the HSR project funded in the current bond money?
 Will right of way (ROW) be an issue in the Santa Clarita area?
 How does the HSR Authority engage the community in developing a station in the area?
 Is there any possibility of a median station along the 14 freeway?
 How often can the public catch the train, and what is the headway?
 Does capacity exist at Union Station?
 Will another station be created at the backside of Union Station?
 Is there a possibility of linking the HSR to Burbank airport?
 What is the difference between HSR and the Maglev system?

Meeting Date: March 5, 2007 Time: 10:00 a.m.

Location: LA County Supervisor Mike Antonovich’s Downtown Office
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 W. Temple, Room 869
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attendees: Michael Cano, Transportation Deputy; Dan Tempelis, HSR Joint Venture; Jose
Martinez, CHSR; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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Issues Raised:
 HSR should look at the opportunity to partner with the airlines so they are part of the solution. There is nothing

to say that the airlines cannot be the operators of HSR.
 This project has the possibility of redefining suburbs by providing community members with the ability to move

up and down the corridor quickly.
 FRA has made trains too heavy by placing too many restrictions on them. Trains need to be lightweight.
 Make sure that local jurisdictions are not NIMBY’s (Not In My Backyard).
 Mr. Cano does not believe that residents of Santa Clarita will drive to Sylmar, park their cars and take the train.
 Supervisor Antonovich wants to be the funnel for discussion of HSR in the Santa Clarita area.

Action Items:
 Supervisor Antonovich will introduce the project team to each city council along the corridor via a letter, in order

to demonstrate that he is the facilitator for community input into this project.
 The HSR public outreach team will provide a list of meetings planned in District 5 to Mr. Cano, so that he can

identify likely issues and introduce the project to community groups and elected officials.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles City Council Member Tom LaBonge
4th District

Introduction:
Jose Martinez and Dan Tempelis introduced the project and explained the six different segments of the HSR. Mr. Tempelis then
indicated exactly where the HSR would go through the Councilman’s district. Councilman LaBonge indicated that he was familiar, in
concept, with the planned HSR extension and he thanked the team for coming in to brief him.

Questions Asked:
 Will the HSR be in the same San Fernando/Colorado corridor?
 Will you blow out railroad tracks?
 How is the HSR funded?
 What does UP think about the HSR project?
 What do the Mayor of Fresno and Bakersfield think of the whole thing?
 Are airlines the biggest opponents?
 What does Los Angeles MTA’s Roger Snoble, think of all this?
 Will Maglev be able to use the HSR infrastructure?
 Could you still flip the technology?
 Who is pushing Maglev?

Issues Raised:
Councilman LaBonge is supportive of the HSR project and liked the Alameda Corridor and park on top. He has concerns about
Councilmember Ed Reyes and also doesn’t want the project to get stopped before it gets started. He raised the issue of the
private/public partnerships with this project. He expressed his concern that Right of Way will need to be obtained. Councilmember
LaBonge explained the struggle between the greater good versus the individual need for this high-speed train. He also expressed
concern that the state government is pulling back on High Speed Rail.

Action Items:
 Councilmember LaBonge agreed to sponsor a meeting for the high-speed train with neighborhood council groups so they can

learn about the project.

Meeting Date: March 5, 2007 Time: 2:00 p.m.

Location: Council Member Tom LaBonge’s City Hall Office
200 N. Spring St., Room 480
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attendees: Councilman Tom LaBonge; Transportation Deputy; Jose Martinez, CHSR; Dan
Tempelis, HSR Joint Venture; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Los Angeles City Council Member Tony Cardenas
District 1

Introduction:
Mr. Tempelis introduced the project team and the purpose for the meeting. Mr. Tempelis then went on to explain the planning process,
size of the statewide corridor and the type of technology to be used for the project.

Questions Asked:
 What is the impact of industrial trains on the line?

Issues Raised:
 No issues raised at this time.

Action Items:
 Mr. Soriano-Hewitt suggested that we coordinate with the District field office. He stated that he would coordinate those efforts.

Meeting Date: March 7, 2007 Time: 3:30 p.m.

Location: Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring St., Room 455
LA, CA 90012

Attendees: Eduardo Soriano-Hewitt, Deputy; Jose Martinez, Cordoba Corporation;
Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Sylvia Novoa, URS

Notes by: Sylvia Novoa
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California High Speed Rail 
Presentation / Meeting Notes 

 
Robin Kramer, Chief of Staff 

Office of Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 

 

 

Introduction:   

Jose Martinez introduced the project and described the three segments that occur in the LA area.  Mr. Martinez then introduced the 
Project Manager’s handling each segment (LA-Orange County, LA-San Diego, LA-Palmdale).  The project video simulation was then 
presented to Ms. Kramer. 
 
Questions Asked:  

Ms. Kramer was open and interested in the project. She would like to obtain more details about the project, including how it will impact 
freight movement.   
 

Issues Raised:  
A discussion was held regarding the upcoming City Council resolution by Councilman Tom LaBonge and the possibility of participation 
in the planned press conference. 
 
Action Items:  

The Mayor has developed a working group related to freight movement.  Ms. Kramer recommended we access information about the 
group and get involved.  Ms. Kramer requested the following information: 
 

• New ridership study  
• A breakdown of how we’re going to use the $103 million we’re requesting for the budget allocation  
• Business Plan – she specifically asked for our 12-year and 15-year plans.  Her intent is to determine how we plan to build this 

system.  
 
 

 

 

 

Meeting Date: March 7, 2007 
 

Time: 11:00 a.m. 

Location:     Los Angeles City Hall 
                     200 N. Spring St., Room 303 
                     Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Attendees:  Robin Kramer, Chief of Staff; Carrie Pourvahidi, CHSRA; Jose Martinez, 
                     Cordoba Corporation; Peter Gertler, HNTB; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott 
                     MacDonald; Brew Clarke, STV; Valerie Martinez, VMA Communications; 
                     Richard Alatorre; Mike Roos 

Notes by: Valerie Martinez  
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Greater Antelope Valley Economic Alliance (GAVEA), Executive Committee

Introduction:
President Mel Layne welcomed the High Speed Rail team to the Executive Committee. Marina Perez thanked the group for the
opportunity to share the information on CAHSR and shared the CAHSR DVD to the group and followed with an informal presentation
which was followed by questions.

Questions Asked:
 What is your biggest challenge to making this a reality?
 What is your projected completion date?
 Can the train stop at the Indian Casinos?
 Does the High-Speed Rail Authority have the power of eminent domain?
 The High Speed Train seems as if it would be a lot quieter than other trains. Is this the case?
 There’s been a lot of discussion about Maglev. What is this?
 Is there any communication taking place with LAWA regarding the new airport?
 Will there be a stop in Santa Clarita?
 You don’t want to have too many stops, otherwise it’s not High-Speed Rail.
 Who will finalize which alignment goes first and how will this decision be made?
 If the alignment goes from the L.A. basin to here, this would be a win-win situation since it would increase usage of the

Palmdale Airport. There’s your ridership.
 This looks like it runs close to Pechanga, near Murrieta. Is this correct?
 Is funding the biggest way to support your project?

Issues Raised:
 The HSR team should speak to Drew Mercy from the Antelope Valley Board of Trades. They meet the 3rd Thursday of the

month at 11:30 AM and with Superintendent Antonovich.
 Two key people the HSR team should contact are Senator Runner and his wife, Assembly Member Runner.

Action Items:
 Schedule a meeting with the Antelope Valley Board of Trades.
 Inform the URS Public Outreach team of suggested contact with area elected officials.

Meeting Date: Thursday, March 8, 2007 Time: 8:30 AM

Location: Greater Antelope Valley Economic Alliance (GAVEA)
42060 10th Street West, Lancaster, CA 93534

Attendees: Daniel Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Marina Perez, Consensus Planning Group; Six
Members of the GAVEA Executive Committee

Notes by: Marina Perez
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California High Speed Rail 
Presentation / Meeting Notes 

 
Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) 

 

Introduction: 

The meeting attendees introduced themselves before an informal presentation led by Jose Martinez and Lilian Yan was conducted with 
Mike Doucette. Materials from the briefing packets were used to explain the various aspects and details of high-speed rail. 
 
Questions Asked: 

• Are there priorities as to which segment will be delivered first? 

• How much additional background traffic will this bring? 

• What is the anticipated funding? 

• Is the infrastructure in place for this project? 
 

Issues Raised: 

• We’re in the process of finalizing a master plan within the next few months (Palmdale area). 

• This is great.  This can be beneficial to the areas in the east.  You can definitely get ridership. We see a lot of people going to 
Ontario, especially from LA to Ontario. 

• I’m encouraged to see the segment go to Ontario and not LAX. 

• Managers in Ontario are excited about High-Speed Rail. 
 
Action Items: 

Mike Doucette suggested we speak with the following: 

• Mayor James Ledford, City of Palmdale 

• Laurie Lile, Assistant City Manager, City of Palmdale 

• Kim Shaw, Economic Development Consultant, City of Palmdale 
 
 

Meeting Date: March 8, 2007 Time: 4:30 PM 

Location:     Los Angeles World Airports 
                     One World Way (Administration Building) 
                     Los Angeles, CA 90045 
 
Attendees:  Mike Doucette, Chief Planner, LAWA; Jose Martinez, Cordoba Corporation; 
                     Marina Perez, Consensus Planning Group; Lilian Yan, HNTB 

Notes by: Marina Perez 

H-20



Prepared by

California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

San Fernando City Manager Jose Pulido

Introduction
Jose Pulido -City of San Fernando City Manager
Paul Deibel - Community Development Director
Ron Ruiz – Public Works Director

Questions Asked
 What’s the relationship between High Speed Rail and SCAG?
 Does the CHSR Authority supersede Metrolink?
 Will the environmental analysis assess the economic potential or the potential to obtain private funding?
 How firm are the routes and stations? Are there any other considerations?
 Is there competition for stations in the San Fernando Valley?
 How is L.A. looking at High Speed Rail? Are they supportive of it?
 Have you spoken to the newly elected LA Councilman Richard Alarcon?

Issues Raised
 Shifting the station to the center of San Fernando would be something we would like to further discuss.
 We like High Speed Rail, but it needs to be below grade, and you would have to trench the area, probably near Estoria and

Hubbard. There have been many suicides and there’s also a middle school close to the tracks.
 Metrolink has been hosting meetings regarding safety in San Fernando.
 In order for High Speed Rail to work, you will have to have some authority.

Action Items
 Follow up with Ron Ruiz and Paul Deibel for additional contacts of key individuals, community based organizations, etc. for

database and promotion of upcoming Scoping Meetings.

Meeting Date: March 9, 2007 Time: 1:00 PM

Location: San Fernando City Hall
117 N. Macneil Street
San Fernando, CA 91340

Attendees: José Pulido, San Fernando City Manager; Ron Ruiz, Public Works Director;
Paul Deibel, Community Development Director; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott;
Marina Pérez, Consensus Planning Group

Notes by: Marina Pérez
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Burbank City Council Member Dave Golanski

Introduction:
 The project team presented the HSR video, in addition to project background and scoping meeting information.

Questions Asked:
 Is long distance travel or the typical commute to work the challenge?

Issues Raised:
 Exciting project. I’d be happy to have the HSR access to Palmdale Airport.
 If I had millions of dollars available, I would probably tackle the local issues first.
 The City of Burbank is planning a grade separation on San Fernando Road and Buena Vista.
 The City of Burbank would benefit from the connection to Palmdale.
 Don’t take our local money for this project.

Action Items:
None

Meeting Date: March 13, 2007 Time: 4:00 p.m.

Location: Burbank City Hall
275 E. Olive Avenue, 2nd Floor
Burbank, CA 91510

Attendees: Dave Golanski, Burbank Council Member; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott;
Jose Martinez, Cordoba; Annette Cortez, URS

Notes by: Annette Cortez
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Burbank Vice Mayor Marsha Ramos, Council Member Jeff Vander Borght, and City Staff

Introduction:
 The project team presented the HSR video, in addition to project background and scoping meeting information.

Questions Asked:
 How is this project funded?
 How much has been allocated thus far?
 Did the $13 million allocated this year provide the ability to study the Palmdale to LA route?
 How many members are on the HSR Board?
 Do you anticipate that significant additional funds will come from private sources?
 Is the County allocating money towards this project?
 Have you hosted other meetings on this project?
 What will the meeting format be?
 Is there an opportunity to merge the Maglev project from LA to Vegas with this one?

Issues Raised:
 Conceptually, I would imagine the community will embrace the project, until they feel an impact to their property.
 Could you provide our city channel with the HSR video?

Comments:
 We are excited about the possibility of having a station in Burbank.
 Contact our city channel for advertising opportunities.

Action Items:
 Confirm that the following City of Burbank contacts are in the HSR database: Traffic and Transportation Commission;

Transportation Committee; Transit Task Force, Planning Commission. Contact Greg Herrmann, AICP, Chief Asst. Community
Development Director, City Planner, Planning and Transportation Division at 818-238-5250 or at gherrmann@ci.burbank.ca.us for
contact information of members to the groups listed.

 Contact City channel to discuss the placement of the HSR video. Cinda Cates at 818-238-5843 or at ccates@ci.burbank.ca.us.

Meeting Date: March 13, 2007 Time: 4:30 p.m.

Location: Burbank City Hall
275 E. Olive Avenue, 2nd Floor
Burbank, CA 91510

Attendees: Vice Mayor, Marsha Ramos; Council Member Jeff Vander Borght; Greg
Herrmann, Chief Assistant Community Development Director, Planning and
Transportation Division; David L. Kriske, Senior Planner, Transportation
Community Development Department; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Jose
Martinez, Cordoba; Annette Cortez, URS

Notes by: Annette Cortez
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 Add briefing attendees to the HSR database.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Santa Clarita Chamber of Commerce—Transportation Committee

Introduction
The project team conducted a presentation of the HSR DVD.

Questions Asked
What would be the cost of a ticket for High Speed Rail?
How will the cars be accommodated? Will you build a parking facility?
Are there plans for parking options? It will be important.
Do project costs include grade separations?
What type of security do you anticipate on the train?
Won’t security measures increase the time it takes to board the trains?
Will the train service have a business section?
Is there any coordination with the Orange Line?
Is there support to build both projects (Orange Line and HSR)?
Will there be shuttles between this line and LAX?

Issues Raised
It will be highly important for Santa Clarita to work closely with the Antelope Valley.

Meeting Date: March 15, 2007 Time: 11:45 AM – 1:00 PM

Location: Santa Clarita Chamber of Commerce – Transportation Committee

Attendees: Daniel Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Marina Perez, Consensus Planning Group; Eight
Members of the Transportation Committee

Notes by: Marina Perez

H-25



CA High Speed Rail
Los Angeles – Palmdale

Los Angeles – Orange County

Prepared by

Meeting Notes

Office of Congresswoman Lucille Roybal-Allard

Meeting With: Office of Congresswoman Lucille Roybal-Allard
Ana Figueroa – District Chief of Staff
Benjamin Escobedo, Field Deputy

Meeting Date: March 19, 2007

Attending: D. Tempelis Hatch Mott; B. Clarke, STV; R. Diaz,
STV and L. De Loza, CPG

Notes by: Lilian De Loza

Summary:
 Roderick Diaz provided Ana Figueroa and Benjamin Escobedo with a project update and walked them through

the High Speed Rail power point presentation.

Issues Raised:
 A. Figueroa shared that the Congressional District goes through Downtown, East Los Angeles and Commerce

and they were interested in learning about how HSR will run within these areas.
 A. Figueroa stressed that there might be problems if federal funds are required for HSR because there is a

competition for these funds from regional agencies for projects like the Gold Line Extension and Subway to the
Sea, among others.

Questions Addressed:
 Who funded the $14.3 million? Were there federal funds involved?
 Have you met with the Office of Congresswoman Grace Napolitano?
 How many grade-crossings will be improved within the Congressional District?
 Are you coordinating with Councilman Ed Reyes and the Los Angeles River groups?
 Where are future funds for this project coming from? Will federal funds be required?
 Who are the champions for HSR at the State legislature?

Action Items:
 E-mail A. Figueroa and B. Escobedo a copy of the power point presentation.
 E-mail A. Figueroa and B. Escobedo a copy of the scoping meeting notice in PDF format for their distribution to

their community-based organizations.
 Maintain B. Escobedo apprised with project updates and information.
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Neighborhood Councils Meeting

Introduction:
The Project Team was introduced and the purpose of the meeting shared, followed by the DVD presentation of “High Speed Rail”. LA
City Council Member Tom LaBonge then gave a brief welcome and a statement of support for the HSR project. A PowerPoint
presentation on HSR was then provided by Dan Tempelis. Approximately 20 members of the public were in attendance at this
meeting.

Questions Asked:
 Is this a question of building in hopes that people will use this system or have studies been conducted?
 Could you elaborate on the transit centers?
 Does this mean that the trains would stop in Burbank, Sylmar and Palmdale?
 Could you get on a train in Burbank to go to San Francisco?
 What is the political and financial status of this project? According to the timetable, the whole thing seems to rest on bond

money. Is this correct?
 Is there access to LAX? HSR would help if there was connectivity with LAX.
 If this project gets funded, can it make its own money and fund itself?
 Do you expect the fare to be less or more than airfare?
 Is it fair to say that this will go to the Bay Area?
 Will the railroad be funding some of this project?
 Were there any considerations to alternate alignments like near the 101 freeway through Universal City or near the 170

freeway?
 What are the projected costs?
 Why is there an alignment to San Diego when you already have a railroad that goes to San Diego?

Issues Raised:
 Terrorism is a concern with High Speed Rail.
 High Speed Rail and the LA River Revitalization Plan can work together with the right alternatives worked out.

Action Items:
 None

Meeting Date: March 21, 2007 Time: 6:30 – 8:00pm

Location: Friendship Auditorium
3201 Riverside Drive
Los Angeles, 90027

Attendees: LA City Council Member Tom LaBonge; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Bob Rusby,
URS; Sylvia Novoa, URS; Valarie McFall, URS; Veronica Seyde, URS; Annette
Cortez, URS; Jose Martinez, Cordoba Corporation; Marina Perez, Consensus
Planning Group (LA-Orange County Team)

Notes by: Annette Cortez, URS;
Marina Perez,
Consensus Planning
Group
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

City of Santa Clarita Mayor and City Council Members

Introduction:
An introduction was provided by City of Santa Clarita Mayor Marsha McLean. The City Council Members in attendance included Tim
Ben Boydston, Frank Ferry, Laurene Weste, and Mayor Pro-Tem Bob Kellar. Due to the limited presentation time, a brief PowerPoint
presentation was shown and hard copies of the presentation and briefing packets were distributed to attendees. This was followed by a
brief question and answer session.

Questions Asked:
 I know the route is going through the area, but where exactly will the track run? Will the scoping period answer these

questions?
 Since the Orange Line Maglev is also a rail project, how does this proposed project compete with HSR? Will they run along

the same corridor? Will taxpayers have to pick one project over the other or will all of their money go into all projects?
 Why isn’t a Maglev system being proposed for the HSR project?
 Will the train be elevated or at-grade? How will this affect the safety of people? How will this impact humans and animal

species?
 If the train runs through the canyons, how will the canyons be impacted?

Issues Raised:
 The City Council acknowledged receiving a letter from Supervisor Mike Antonovich introducing the HSR project.
 Mayor McLean stated Supervisor Antonovich proposes a station stop in Santa Clarita.
 The City Council would like the HSR Authority to fully consider a station in Santa Clarita.
 The City Council has recently been briefed on the Orange Line Maglev project and feels that HSR is using an “old” technology

(steel wheel on steel rail) instead of the newer Maglev technology.

Action Items:
 None noted.

Meeting Date: March 27, 2007 Time: 6:00 pm

Location: Santa Clarita City Hall, Council Chambers
23920 Valencia Blvd., 1st Floor
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Attendees: Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott; Jennie Campos, Consensus Planning Group;
Approximately 30 members of the public

Notes by: Jennie Campos
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Glassell Park Neighborhood Council

Introduction:
Dennis Papilion provided a PowerPoint presentation on the HSR project, including project background and scoping meeting
information, to the Glassell Park Neighborhood Council Board. Meeting attendees included a field representative from LA City Council
Member Jose Huizar’s office, a representative from the Community Planning Bureau, and about 15 community members.

Questions Asked:
 If this project is approved, when would it be ready for use?
 Will existing rails parallel the HSR?
 How are you going to acquire land?
 How are you going to deal with eminent domain issues?
 Does the project require that you buy American (locally manufactured) equipment?
 I heard that Hyundai wants to purchase land in the US to build rail carts. Do you know anything about this?

Issues Raised:
 I believe this is a good project for our community, but we would like to learn how it will directly affect our community.
 I would prefer to receive electronic copies of future meeting notices and project fact sheets. This makes it easier for me to forward

on to my contacts, plus it’s more efficient.

Action Items:
Add the following contacts to the stakeholder database:
 Craig Weber, City of Los Angeles Community Planning Bureau, 200 N. Spring Street, Rm. 667, LA CA 90012, 213-978-1213, fax

213-978-1477, craig.weber@lacity.org
 Tony Butka, Mediator, Department of Industrial Relations, State Mediation/Conciliation Services, 642 Moulton Ave., #W-9, LA CA

90031, 323-791-7367 cell, 323-343-1140 fax, butka2@yahoo.com.
 Gloria Leonard, Spanish Translator/Interpreter, 323-665-6486, 323-253-1192 cell, wordaddict@earthlink.net.
 Bradley, Glassell Park Neighborhood Council President, Glassell Park Community Center - 3750 Verdugo Road, Los Angeles, CA

90065, Bradley@ebeassociates.com

Meeting Date: April 3, 2007 Time: 6:00pm

Location: Glassell Park Community & Senior Center
3750 N. Verdugo Rd.
Los Angeles, CA 90065

Attendees: Dennis Papilion, URS; Annette Cortez, URS

Notes by: Annette Cortez
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

City of Palmdale Mayor James Ledford

Introduction:
Dan Tempelis introduced the project and the team members present, and explained the differences between the LA to Palmdale and
the Palmdale to Fresno high-speed rail segments. The official California High-Speed Rail Authority DVD was then played for
attendees, followed by a brief PowerPoint presentation regarding the LA to Palmdale HSR segment. Mr. Tempelis also discussed
current funding for the project and the 2008 bond issue.

Questions Asked:
 How likely is the bond measure to happen?
 Has there been any movement toward solidifying the placement of the transportation bond on the ballot? Has there been any

move to counter the Governor’s attempt to stall the bond? Maybe other non-governmental entities can promote the bond
issue.

 I don’t think the 2008 bond is realistic and it will probably get delayed. This doesn’t bring any money to the table, and sooner
or later we’ll need some real funding to get this project moving.

 What is the funding level being requested in the bond? This amount seems small compared to the current transportation
funding available.

 Public/private funding competes with public projects and circumvents the decision-making process. It also lacks adequate
performance evaluation measures.

 Will riders care about how this project is funded (public vs. private funds)?
 Can Metrolink and HSR operate on the same track?
 What type of freight are you anticipating for this system?
 Do you have any details to provide to the City?
 Are your Scoping Meetings being conducted for a project-level environmental document?
 Is it premature to look at alternatives at the Scoping Meetings?
 What type of presentation will be given at the Palmdale Scoping Meeting?
 What is the difference between the 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. sessions of the Scoping Meetings?

Which one would members of the media attend?
 Will you show this same DVD at your upcoming presentation to the Antelope Valley Board of Trade?
 The Antelope Valley Board of Trade is a key group for your team to meet with. Media will most likely be in attendance.
 What are the criteria for deciding which segments move forward?

Meeting Date: April 4, 2007 Time: 10:30 a.m.

Location: Palmdale City Hall, Conference Room
38300 Sierra Hwy, Suite A
Palmdale, CA 93550

Attendees: Mayor James Ledford; Steve Williams, City Manager; Laurie Lile, Assistant City
Manager; Laura Biery, Administrative Analyst; Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott
MacDonald; Mike Hawkins, PB; Eric Von Berg, URS; Ingrid Chapman, Chapman
Communications; Robert Vanderstok, Chapman Communications; Julia Brown,
URS

Notes by: Julia Brown

H-39



Prepared by

 The Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) has done some high-speed rail studies as well. There may be opportunities for
partnership and connectivity with them. Is this being studied, along with a regional airport system? This study would
determine how best to move people from LA Union Station to regional airports.

 The same money being spent on the “Subway to the Sea” project in Los Angeles could be used for this or a similar project.
 There are several groups including SCAG (Southern California Association of Governments) and LACMTA (Los Angeles

County Metropolitan Transportation Authority), that are lobbying for the same goal but ridership is the key issue for all of these
projects.

 This project presents the opportunity to correct a failed Amtrak system between Los Angeles and the Central Valley.
 What about a Las Vegas to Palmdale line? How can we partner with other projects?
 What is the likelihood of getting both the Orange Line MagLev and the HSR projects in Palmdale?
 There are too many projects competing to go to the same place, and that competition keeps us separated politically.
 Instead of competing, can these different projects work together, since they would be targeting the same ridership?
 Both a rail and a MagLev (magnetic levitation) system are being proposed from Victorville to Las Vegas.
 I view Metrolink as being a local provider, while HSR will provide longer trips.
 A train going through Colton would cut off Northern Los Angeles County.
 Northern Los Angeles County ridership will be a huge player in future transportation projects.
 There is a lot of competition for building and improving roads in the area, and a lot of politics is involved in this.
 What exactly is the testimony from Palmdale mentioned on the “List of Supporters” in the CHSRA information packet?
 What do you need to be able to do your environmental work?
 Are the Los Angeles to Palmdale and Los Angeles to Orange County segments ahead of the other HSR segments?
 How much will your current work cost?
 If the environmental study is completed and certified in three years, how long will it remain valid?
 Is there any other option for preserving potential right-of-way?
 What is the amount of right-of-way needed for this project? Is Metrolink included in this?
 The HSR project will attract both short-distance (commuter trips) and long-distance (regional trips) riders.
 Developing these high-speed alignments is the critical first step in moving this project forward.
 Which comes first in this process—the political will for this project or demonstrating a need for such a project?
 The City of Palmdale is very supportive of this project.
 I hope to see this project become a reality in my lifetime.

Issues Raised:
Mayor Ledford stated that the City of Palmdale is supportive of the project and indicated his interest in receiving a template for writing a
letter of support. He also expressed his hope that the HSR project and other similar projects being planned in the area can work
together to achieve their mutual goal of improving transportation options in the area.

Action Items:
 Provide the City of Palmdale with a HSR DVD and a template for writing a letter in support of the HSR project.
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California High Speed Rail 
Presentation / Meeting Notes 

 
Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA) 

 

Introduction: 

HSR briefing packets were provided to meeting attendees as they walked in. Brendan Huffman provided a welcome and introduced 
Dan Tempelis as a representative from the California High-Speed Rail Authority. Technical difficulties were incurred with both the 
laptop computer and the in-house audio visual equipment.  The HSR DVD was partially aired due to lack of audio in the in-house audio 
visual equipment.  A PowerPoint presentation tailored to VICA was presented to the group and was followed by a question and answer 
session. 
 
Questions Asked: 

• Is there a cargo component to this proposed train service? 
• What would be the price of a one-way fare?  Would it be $70?  What would be the one-way and round trip fares? 
• How is the HSR proposing to go from Sylmar to Palmdale? 
• Amtrak has a difficult time moving goods, how will high speed rail overcome Amtrak’s problem? 
• How much is the bond set for in the November 2008? 
• What’s the viability of this beyond 2008? 
• Is there a champion in the legislature? 

 
Issues Raised: 
None 
 
Action Items: 
None 

Meeting Date: Monday, April 9, 2007 Time: Noon 

Location:     Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA) 
                      5121 Van Nuys Blvd, Suite 203 
                     Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 
 
Attendees:  Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott MacDonald; Marina Pérez, Consensus Planning  
                     Group; Ten Meeting Attendees 

Notes by: Marina Pérez 
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California High Speed Rail 
Presentation / Meeting Notes 

 
Central City Association of Los Angeles (CCA) 

 

Introduction: 

HSR briefing packets were provided to the eight meeting attendees present. David Wright, Chair of the Transportation Committee 
opened the meeting by having participants introduce themselves. HSR staff present included Brew Clarke (STV), Mike Hawkins ( PB), 
Peter Gertler (HNTB), Dan Tempelis (Hatch Mott MacDonald), Roderick Diaz (STV), Betsy Lindsay (UltraSystems), Elise McCollister 
(UltraSystems) and Marina Pérez (Consensus Planning Group).  
 
Due to time constraints, the presentation was limited to a  PowerPoint presentation which was led by Brew Clarke discussing the LA to 
Orange County segment, followed by Dan Tempelis and Peter Gertler  discussing the LA to Palmdale and LA to San Diego segments 
respectively. Betsy Lindsay provided the information on the environmental aspects of the project. Questions were received at the end 
of the presentation (see below). The HSR DVD was aired after the question and answer session and viewed by a few members of the 
CCA. 
 
Questions Asked:  

• Will you be looking for endorsement (or support) from this group? 

• Let us know specifically who you would like to see letters sent to so that we can bring this up at our next meeting. 

• Would be a good idea to meet in conjunction with this group as well as with other groups (e.g., Los Angeles Area Chamber of 
Commerce) to spread the word. 

• What is the travel time for the HST? 

• How many trains do you plan on running (per day) from Los Angeles to San Francisco? 

• It seems rather optimistic that this will be on the bond measure for 2008.  What if the bond doesn’t pass? 

• Am I misreading the map, or is there actually a direct link to San Francisco? 

• What is the theory behind the train not traveling directly from Orange County down to San Diego? 

• Aren’t you theoretically replacing some of the Amtrak rail service?   

• What percentage of this program uses existing ROW, and what percentage will be required? 

• Do you have the authority to obtain ROW? 

• What does the funding look like right now for the project? 

• If someone travels from Anaheim to L.A. Union Station, will they be able to embark at Union Station? 

• What will the fare be to ride the train? 

• If the 2008 bond passes, when will the project be complete? 

• What kind of opposition have you faced, if any? 
 
 

Meeting Date: April 10, 2007 Time: 8:00 a.m. 

Location:      Central City Association of Los Angeles (CCA) 
                      626 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 200 
                      Los Angeles, CA 90017 
 
Attendees:  Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott MacDonald; Brew Clarke, STV; Mike Hawkins, PB;  
                     Peter Gertler, HNTB; Roderick Diaz, STV; Betsy Lindsay, UltraSystems; Elise 
                     McCollister, UltraSystems; Marina Perez, Consensus Planning Group 

Notes by: Marina Pérez 
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Action Items: 

• HSR DVDs were requested and made available to the CCA at the meeting. 

• CCA offered to prepare a letter of support to the HSR. 
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California High Speed Rail 
Presentation / Meeting Notes 

 
Valley Industrial Association of Santa Clarita (VIA) 

 
 
Introduction: 
An introduction was provided by Connie Worden-Roberts, transportation chair of the Santa Clarita Valley Industrial Association. Due to 
the limited presentation time, the California High-Speed Rail video was shown and briefing packets were distributed to the attendees. 
This was followed by a brief question and answer session. 
 
Questions Asked: 

• What are the major roadblocks for this project? 

• How long will it take to build the system? 

• Where does the electricity come from for the operation of the high-speed trains? 

• How will parking be addressed at each of the station locations? 
 
Action Items: 
None noted. 
 

Meeting Date: April 17, 2007 Time: 11:30 am 

Location:    Hyatt Valencia 
                         24500 Town Center Drive 
                         Valencia, CA  91355 
 
Attendees:  Daniel Tempelis, Hatch Mott MacDonald; Lilian De Loza, Consensus Planning 
                         Group; Approximately 150 Attendees 

Notes by: Lilian De Loza 
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Greater Antelope Valley Economic Alliance (GAVEA)

Introduction
Participants were provided with a HSR briefing packet before the start of the meeting. After a brief welcome, the Vice President of
GAVEA introduced Dan Tempelis to the group. Dan introduced himself and provided a quick introduction to High Speed Rail before
airing the HSR DVD followed by a PowerPoint presentation. Dan then fielded questions from the audience.

Questions Asked
 What’s the noise level like inside?
 How will luggage be handled?
 Will the Central Valley be sharing the lines?
 Will High Speed Rail have its own track?
 Will High Speed Rail replace Metrolink?

Issues Raised
None

Action Items
None

Meeting Date: Thursday, April 19, 2007 Time: 11:30 AM

Location: Greater Antelope Valley Economic Alliance (GAVEA)
42060 10th Street West
Lancaster, CA 93534

Attendees: Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott MacDonald; Marina Pérez, Consensus Planning
Group; 35 Meeting Attendees

Notes by: Marina Pérez
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California High Speed Rail
Presentation / Meeting Notes

Prudential Realty Group

Introduction
Roxy from Prudential Realty Group introduced Dan Tempelis from California High Speed Rail Authority. The HSR DVD and a
PowerPoint presentation tailored to this organization was provided by Dan. HSR briefing packets were also distributed to all attendees.

Questions Asked
 Has the Maglev been completely ruled out?
 Will there be no station in Santa Clarita?
 How safe is High Speed Rail with the number of earthquakes we get in this area?
 Can you explain Maglev?
 The Chinese government recently instituted High Speed Rail. Why are we so behind the curve?
 When you place a station as a stop along the route, how much time does it slow the train down?
 Is there a definite route where the train will go?
 Is this system still just a discussion? If not, what’s the holdup? How do we make this happen?
 Will the price of oil affect the possibility of this being built?
 How much will this cost?
 What about the issues of security and terrorism?
 What if there’s not enough money?
 Will you be working with the community?
 How can we access the engineering information?
 If people are interested in participating in the Advisory Committee, how can they get more information?
 If it’s $40 billion overall, how much would it cost just for the Santa Clarita segment?
 Will the California High Speed Rail Authority use the power of Eminent Domain to acquire land?
 How does this system compare to the system in France?
 Is there a US-based manufacturer (to build the train)?
 Are these trains designed to avoid derailing?

Issues Raised
 I strongly suggest we have a station built in Santa Clarita. We will have a bigger growth in population by the time this system

is built, so we will need it.
 It’s important to have groups identified prior to the workshop.

Action Items

Meeting Date: Thursday, April 19, 2007 Time: 8:30 AM

Location: IHOP Restaurant
24737 Pico Canyon Road
Newhall, CA 91381

Attendees: Dan Tempelis, Hatch Mott MacDonald; Marina Pérez, Consensus Planning
Planning; 45 Meeting Attendees

Notes by: Marina Pérez
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 Mike Jenkins requested the team schedule additional presentations to groups in the area. He stated he would be in contact
with us and provide a list.
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California High Speed Rail 
Presentation / Meeting Notes 

 
Antelope Valley Board of Trade 

 

 

Introduction:  
John Currado Jr., President of the Antelope Valley Board of Trade, introduced Dennis Papilion as a member of the LA to Palmdale 
High-Speed Rail team.  The official California High-Speed Rail Authority DVD was then played for attendees, followed by a PowerPoint 
presentation given by Mr. Papilion.  A brief question and answer session followed the presentation. 
 
Questions Asked: 

• Is the Governor still against this project? 

• What is the projection for the total number of riders heading in one direction in one day? 

• What is the simple majority required to pass the bond measure? 

• What are the current polls saying about the bond measure? 

• Maintenance costs for current travel systems are astronomical.  How much would it cost to maintain the high-speed rail 
system? 

• What large groups are lobbying against high-speed rail? 

• Will high-speed rail be comparable to air travel? 

• What kind of discussion is taking place regarding expanding security for rail lines and projects? 

• At what intervals would you have overpasses and underpasses, especially in the Central Valley area and with regard to 
farmland?  People would need to be able to access their large farmland and would want to keep large tracts of land together. 

• What percentage of the seats is filled in the rail systems currently used in Japan and Europe? 

• What is the timeframe for the train to be built and operational? 
 

Issues Raised: 
None 
 
Action Items: 
None 

 

Meeting Date: April 24, 2007 Time: 11:30 a.m. 

Location:     Cascades Grill 
                     3905 Club Rancho Drive 
                     Palmdale, CA 93551 
 
Attendees:  Dennis Papilion, URS; Eric Von Berg, URS; Ingrid Chapman, Chapman 
                     Communications; Robert Vanderstok, Chapman Communications; Julia Brown,  
                     URS; Approximately 30 Meeting Attendees 

Notes by: Julia Brown 
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CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

APPENDIX I 

SCOPING MEETING HANDOUTS 



LOS ANGELES UNION STATION TO PALMDALE
       HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority), in cooperation with the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA),
recently completed a Final Program Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for a 
high-speed train (HST) system in California. The Authority and FRA are now starting to prepare a separate next-tier
Project-Level EIR/EIS to help identify a preferred corridor/general alignment and station locations to connect the 
Los Angeles Union Station to the Palmdale segment of the HST system.

To ensure that the issues most important to 
residents, public agencies, and other involved
parties are addressed in the Project-Level EIR/EIS, 
the Authority is inviting your participation in 
scoping meetings, which have been 
scheduled to collect public input. Your

the range of alternatives and environmental
issues to be addressed in the Project-Level EIR/EIS.

Additional information about the project is 
available at www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov.

Future Growth in Demand for Intercity
Travel

Capacity Constraints That Will Result 
in Increasing Congestion and Travel
Delays

Unreliability of Travel Stemming from
Congestion and Delays, Weather
Conditions, Accidents, and Other

Economic Well Being of Residents,
Businesses, and Tourism in California

Increasing Frequency of Accidents on 
Intercity Highways and Passenger Rail
Lines in Congested Corridors of Travel

Reduced Mobility as a Result of 
Increasing Demand on Limited Modal 
Connections between Major Airports,
Transit Systems, and Passenger Rail in 
the State

Poor and Deteriorating Air Quality and 
Pressure on Natural Resources as a 
Result of Expanded Highway and 
Airports

Provide Intercity Travel Capacity to Supplement 
Critically Overused Interstate Highways and Commercial
Airports

Meet Future Intercity Travel Demand That Will Be Unmet 
by Present Transportation Systems and Increase
Capacity for Intercity Mobility

Maximize Intermodal Transportation Opportunities by
Locating Stations to Connect with Local Transit,
Airports, and Highways

Improve Intercity Travel Experience for Californians by
Providing Comfortable, Safe, Frequent, and Reliable 
High-Speed Travel

Provide a Sustainable Reduction in Travel Time between
Major Urban Centers

System

Preserve Environmental Quality and Protect California’s
Sensitive Environmental Resources by Reducing 
Emissions and Vehicle Kilometers/Vehicle Miles Traveled
for Intercity Trips

Consult with Resource and Regulatory Agencies during 
the Tier 1 Environmental Review and Use All Available
Information for Assessing the Alternative That Is Most
Likely to Yield the Least Damaging Practicable
Alternative by Avoiding Sensitive Natural Resources
(Wetlands, Habitat Areas, Conservation Areas) Where
Feasible

Maximize the Use of Existing Transportation Corridors
and Rights of Way, to the Extent Feasible

Develop a Practical and Economically Viable
Transportation System That Can Be Implemented in 
Phases by 2030 That Would Generate Revenues in 
Excess of Operations and Maintenance Costs

TECHNOLOGY EXAMPLESNEED FOR STATEWIDE SYSTEM

PURPOSE OF STATEWIDE SYSTEM

Japan —Shinkansen

Germany —ICE

Britain, France, Belgium—Eurostar
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Biological Resources—Section 7
Wetlands/Waters of the United States—Section 404 
Flood Hazards, Floodplains, and Water Quality
Air Quality
Noise Vibration
Community Impacts/Environmental Justice
Historical/Archeological Resources—Section 106
Land Use, Development, Planning, and Growth
Farmlands
Visual Quality and Aesthetics
Energy
Electromagnetic Fields/Interference

Public Utilities
Hazardous Materials/Waste
Geology/Soils
Parks and Recreational Facilities—Section 4(f )
Construction Impacts
Cumulative Impacts

Builds on Recent Statewide Program EIR/EIS

Addresses State and Federal Environmental Requirements

Is Appropriate for Project-Level of this Scale and Magnitude

Formally Engages Public and Agencies

Considers Environmental Impacts at Project Level

Analyzes a Range of HST Alignment Alternatives

Streamlines Overall Environmental Process

Supports Selection of a Preferred Corridor/General Alignment and 
Station Locations from Los Angeles Union Station to Palmdale

WHY PROJECT-Level EIR/EIS? A PROJECT-Level EIR/EIS: CONTACT INFORMATION: 

QUESTIONS?

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES TO BE ANALYZED INCLUDE:

California High-Speed Rail Authority

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

www.fra.dot.gov

Federal Railroad Administration

200920082007PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

TASKS

Notice of Determination / 
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Final EIR/EIS

Public Circulation / Comment

Draft Environmental Impact Report / 
Statement (EIR/EIS)

Engineering and Environmental 
Studies

Scoping (Public and Agency)

Notice of Preparation / 
Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1

200920082007PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

TASKS

Notice of Determination / 
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Final EIR/EIS

Public Circulation / Comment

Draft Environmental Impact Report / 
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EJEMPLOS DE TECNOLOGÍA

NECESIDAD DE UN SISTEMA EN TODO EL ESTADO

PROPÓSITO DEL SISTEMA EN TODO EL ESTADO

Japón - Shinkansen

Alemania - ICE

EIR/EIS A NIVEL DE PROYECTO DEL TREN DE ALTA VELOCIDAD
 DESDE LA ESTACIÓN UNION DE LOS ÁNGELES HASTA PALMDALE

La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad de California (Autoridad), en cooperación con la Administración Federal de Ferrocarriles (FRA), completó 
recientemente un Informe Final del Impacto Ambiental del Programa y Declaración del Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) para un sistema ferroviario de alta 
velocidad (HST) en California.  La Autoridad y FRA están empezando ahora a elaborar un EIR/EIS separado a Nivel de Proyecto para el siguiente nivel 
para ayudar a identificar un corredor preferido/alineamiento general y ubicación de las estaciones para conectar la Estación Union de Los Ángeles con el 
tramo de Palmdale del sistema HST.

Para asegurar que los asuntos más importantes para los 
residentes, oficinas públicas y otras partes involucradas sean 
abordados en el EIR/EIS a Nivel de Proyecto, la Autoridad 
está invitando su participación en juntas investigativas, las 
cuales han sido programadas para recolectar ideas del 
público.  Su participación y comentarios ayudarán a definir el 
rango de alternativas y asuntos ambientales a ser abordados 
en el EIR/EIS a Nivel de Proyecto. 

Información adicional acerca del proyecto está a disposición 
en www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov.

Proveer capacidad de viaje entre ciudades para 
suplementar carreteras interestatales y aeropuertos 
comerciales peligrosamente sobre usados.

Satisfacer la demanda futura de viaje entre ciudades que 
no será satisfecha por los sistemas de transporte actuales 
e incrementar la capacidad para la movilidad entre 
ciudades.

Maximizar las oportunidades de transporte ínter modal 
ubicando estaciones para la conexión con el tránsito, 
aeropuertos y carreteras locales.

Mejorar la experiencia de viaje entre ciudades para 
californianos proporcionando viajes de alta velocidad 
cómodos, seguros, frecuentes y confiables. 

Proveer una reducción sostenible en el tiempo de viaje 
entre los grandes centros urbanos.

Incrementar la eficiencia del sistema de transporte entre 
ciudades.

Preservar la calidad ambiental y proteger los recursos 
ambientales delicados de California reduciendo las 
emisiones y los kilómetros/millas de los vehículos 
transitados en viajes entre ciudades.

Consultar con agencias de recursos y reguladoras 
durante la revisión ambiental del Tramo 1 y usar toda la 
información disponible para evaluar la alternativa que sea 
más probable de rendir la alternativa practicable de menor 
daño evitando recursos naturales delicados (tierras 
pantanosas, áreas de hábitat, áreas de conservación) 
donde sea posible.

Maximizar el uso de corredores de transporte existentes y 
derechos de vía, en la medida de lo posible.

Desarrollar un sistema de transporte práctico y económica-
mente factible que pueda ser implementado en las fases 
para el 2030 que pueda generar ingresos sobre los costos 
de operación y mantenimiento.

Crecimiento futuro en demanda para viaje 
entre ciudades.

Restricciones de capacidad que resultarán 
en congestionamiento incrementado y 
demoras de viaje.

Falta de fiabilidad de viaje resultante del 
congestionamiento y las demoras, 
condiciones del clima, accidentes, y otros 
factores que afectan la calidad de vida y el 
bienestar económico de residentes, 
negocios y turismo en California.

Incremento en la frecuencia de accidentes 
en carreteras entre ciudades y líneas de 
ferrocarriles de pasajeros en corredores de 
viaje congestionados.

Movilidad reducida como resultado del 
incremento en la demanda en conexiones 
de modal limitado entre aeropuertos 
grandes, sistemas de tránsito y ferrocarriles 
de pasajeros en el Estado.

Baja calidad del aire o en deterioro y la 
presión sobre los recursos naturales como 
resultado de la expansión de carreteras y 
aeropuertos.

Gran Bretaña, Francia, Bélgica - Eurostar
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¿POR QUÉ EL EIR/EIS A NIVEL DE PROYECTO? UN EIR/EIS A NIVEL DE PROYECTO: INFORMACIÓN DE CONTACTO:

¿PREGUNTAS?

LOS ASUNTOS AMBIENTALES A SER ANALIZADOS INCLUYEN:

California High-Speed Rail Authority

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

www.fra.dot.gov

Federal Railroad Administration

200920082007PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

TASKS

Notice of Determination /
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Final EIR/EIS

Public Circulation / Comment

Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Statement (EIR/EIS)

Engineering and Environmental
Studies

Scoping (Public and Agency)

Notice of Preparation /
Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1

200920082007EIR/EIS A NIVEL DE PROYECTO

TAREAS Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1

Edifica sobre el reciente EIR/EIS del programa en todo el Estado.

Aborda los requerimientos ambientales Estatales y Federales.

Es apropiado para el nivel de proyecto de esta escala y magnitud.

Involucra formalmente al público y a las agencias.

Considera impactos ambientales a nivel de proyecto.

Analiza un rango de alternativas de alineamiento de HST.

Moderniza el proceso ambiental en general.

Apoya la selección de un corredor/alineamiento general preferido y ubicaciones 
de estaciones desde la Estación Union de Los Ángeles hasta Palmdale.

Office of Passenger Programs

Para más información en español, llame al (916) 324-1541.

Aviso de Preparación / Aviso de Intento 
(NOP/NOI)

Alcance (Público y Agencia)

Estudios de ingeniería y ambientales

Borrador del Informe de Impacto Ambiental / 
Declaración (EIR/EIS)

Circulación Pública /Comentario

EIR/EIS Final

Aviso de Determinación / Registro de la 
Decisión (NOD/ROD)

Llame a la Autoridad de Ferrocarriles de Alta Velocidad de 
California al (916) 324-1541

Recursos Biológicos--Sección 7.
Tierras pantanosas/Aguas de los Estados Unidos--Sección 404.
Peligros de Inundación, llanuras de inundación, y calidad del agua.
Calidad del aire.
Vibración de ruido.
Impactos en la comunidad/Justicia ambiental.
Recursos históricos/arqueológicos--Sección 106.
Uso de terrenos, urbanización, planificación y crecimiento.
Terrenos de cultivo.
Calidad visual y estética.
Energía.
Campos electromagnéticos/Interferencia.
Tránsito/Circulación.
Servicios públicos.
Materiales peligrosos/Basura.
Geología/Tierra.
Parques e instalaciones recreativas--Sección 4(f).
Impactos de construcción.
Impactos acumulativos.

Teléfono (916) 324-1541
Fax (916) 322-0827

925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

1120 Vermont Avenue (Mail Stop 20)
Washington, D.C. 20590

Teléfono (202) 493-6368

 Sistema Conceptual de Camino de Guía
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îºÊÜàÈà¶Æ²ÚÆ úðÆÜ²ÎÜºð

ØÆæÜ²Ð²Ü¶²ÚÆÜ êÆêîºØÆ Î²ðÆøÀ

ØÆæÜ²Ð²Ü¶²ÚÆÜ êÆêîºØÆ Üä²î²ÎÀ

Ö³åáÝÇ³ - Shinkansen

¶»ñÙ³ÝÇ³ - ICE

Èàê ²ÜæºÈºêÆ ÚàôÜÆàÜ Î²Ú²ð²Ü ¸ºäÆ ö²ÈØ¸ºÚÈ 
 ÖºäÀÜÂ²ò ºðÎ²ÂàôÔàô Ìð²¶Æð ÂèâºÈ Î²ÈÆüàðÜÆ²Úàì 

Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó ºñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ì³ñãáõÃÛáõÝÁ, Ñ³Ù³·áñÍ³Ïó»Éáí ºñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ü»¹»ñ³É ì³ñãáõÃÛ³Ý Ñ»ï í»ñç»ñë 
³í³ñï»ó Þñç³å³ïÇ ²½¹»óáõÃÛ³Ý ¢ Þñç³å³ïÇÝ ²½¹áÕ Ð³Ûï³ñ³ñáõÃÛáõÝ Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó ºñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ëÇëï»ÙÇ í»ñ³µ»ñÛ³É 
Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛáõÙ ì»ñçÝ³Ï³Ý ¼»ÏáõÛóÁ £ ì³ñãáõÃÛáõÝÁ ¢ FRA ³ÛÅÙ å³ïñ³ëïáõÙ »Ý ³é³ÝÓÇÝ Ìñ³·Çñ ÁÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ ÙÇç³ÝóÇÏ 
áõÕÕáõÃÛ³Ý ¢ Ï³Û³ñ³ÝÝ»ñÇ í³Ûñ»ñÁ å³ñ½»Éáõ Ñ³Ù³ñ, áñÁ ÏÏ³åÇ Èáë ²Ýç»É»ëÇ ÚáõÝÇáÝ Ï³Û³ñ³ÝÁ ö³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉÇ HST ëÇëï»ÙÇ 
ë»·Ù»ÝïÇ Ñ»ï£ 

Ð³Ùá½í»Éáõ Ñ³Ù³ñ, áñ µÝ³ÏÇãÝ»ñÇÝ, Ñ³ë³ñ³Ï³Ï³Ý 
Ï³½Ù³Ï»ñåáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇÝ, ¢ ³ÛÉ Ý»ñ·ñ³íí³Í 
ÏáÕÙ»ñÇÝ í»ñ³µ»ñáÕ Ï³ñ¢áñ Ñ³ñó»ñÁ å³ïß³× 
Ï»ñåáí ßáß³÷í³Í »Ý Ìñ³·ñÇ Ù»ç, ì³ñãáõÃÛáõÝÁ 
Ññ³íÇñáõÙ ¿ Ò»ñ Ù³ëÝ³ÏóáõÃÛáõÝÁ ì»ñ³Ý³ÛÙ³Ý 
ÄáÕáíÝ»ñÇÝ, áñáÝù ·áõÙ³ñí³Í »Ý Ñ³ë³ñ³ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
Ý»ñ¹ñáõÙÁ Ñ³ßíÇ ³éÝ»Éáõ Ñ³Ù³ñ£ Ò»ñ 
Ù³ëÝ³ÏóáõÃÛáõÝÁ ¢ Ï³ñÍÇùÝ»ñÁ Ïû·Ý»Ý å³ñ½»Éáõ 
ÑÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ ë³ÑÙ³ÝÝ»ñÁ ¢ ßñç³å³ïÇÝ 
í»ñ³µ»ñáÕ Ñ³ñó»ñÁ Ìñ³·ñÇ ùÝÝ³ñÏÙ³Ý Å³Ù³Ý³Ï£ 

Ìñ³·ñÇ í»ñ³µ»ñÛ³É Éñ³óáõóÇã ï»Õ»ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ 
Ï³ñ»ÉÇ ¿ ëï³Ý³É www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov.

²å³Ñáí»É ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
ÐÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ Ð³Ù³Éñ»Éáí 
Ø³ÛñáõÕÇÝ»ñÇ ¢ ú¹³Ý³í³Ï³Û³ÝÝ»ñÇ 
Ì³Ûñ³Ñ»Õ Í³Ýñ³µ»éÝí³ÍáõÃÛáõÝÁ

´³í³ñ³ñ»É ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
ä³Ñ³ÝçÝ»ñÁ, áñáÝù ã»Ý µ³í³ñ³ñí³Í 
Ý»ñÏ³ÛáõÙë ³ÛÅÙÛ³Ý îñ³Ýëåáñï³ÛÇÝ êÇëï»Ùáí 
¢ ´³ñ»É³í»É ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
Í³í³ÉÝ»ñÁ

´³ñ»É³í»É Î³åáÕ îñ³Ýëåáñï³ÛÇÝ 
ÐÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ áñáß»Éáí Ï³Û³ñ³ÝÝ»ñÁ, 
áñáÝù ÏÏ³å»Ý î»Õ³Ï³Ý îñ³Ý½ÇïÇ, 
ú¹³Ý³í³Ï³Û³ÝÝ»ñÇ ¢ Ø³ÛñáõÕÇÝ»ñÇ Ñ»ï

´³ñ»É³í»É ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛáõÝÁ 
Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ µÝ³ÛÇãÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ ¹³ñÓÝ»Éáí 
³ÛÝ Ð³ñÙ³ñ, ²Ýíï³Ý·, Ð³×³Ë³ÏÇ ¢ 
ìëï³Ñ»ÉÇ Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó áõÕÇ

²å³Ñáí»É »ñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý ï¢áÕáõÃÛ³Ý ½·³ÉÇ 
Ïñ×³ïáõÙ Êáßáñ ø³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ Ï»ÝïñáÝÝ»ñÇ ÙÇç¢

²í»É³óÝ»É ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
êÇëï»ÙÇ û·ï³Ï³ñáõÃÛáõÝÁ 
²å³Ñáí»É Þñç³å³ïÇ å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý àñ³ÏÁ ¢ 
å³ßïå³Ý»É Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ ´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý 
½·³ÛáõÝ è»ëáõñëÝ»ñÁ Îñ×³ï»Éáí 
³ñï³ÃáÕáõÙÝ»ñÁ ¢ Ø»ù»Ý³Ý»ñÇ ÏáÕÙÇó ³Ýó³Í 
ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
ÎÇÉáÙ»ïñ»ñÁ/ØÕáÝÝ»ñÁ
ÊáñÑñ¹³Ïó»É è»ëáõñë³ÛÇÝ ¢ Î³ÝáÝ³íáñáÕ 
ì³ñãáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ñ»ï Tier 1 ´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý 
ì»ñ³Ý³ÛÙ³Ý Å³Ù³Ý³Ï ¢ ú·ï³·áñÍ»É ´áÉáñ 
Ø³ïã»ÉÇ ï»Õ»ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ Ñ³ßíÇ ³éÝ»Éáí ³ÛÝ 
î³ñµ»ñ³ÏÝ»ñÁ, áñáÝù Ýí³½³·áõÛÝ ´³ó³ë³Ï³Ý 
³½¹»óáõÃÛáõÝ ÏáõÝ»Ý³Ý Êáõë³÷»Éáí ¼·³ÛáõÝ 
´Ý³Ï³Ý è»ëáõñëÝ»ñÇ (æñ³ÛÇÝ ï³ñ³ÍùÝ»ñÇ, 
Î»Ý¹³ÝÇÝ»ñÇ µÝ³ÏÙ³Ý í³Ûñ»ñÇ, 
²ñ·»É³ÝáóÝ»ñÇ) íñ³, ÑÝ³ñ³íáñÇÝ ã³÷áí

Àëï ÑÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛ³Ý ²é³í»É³·áõÛÝë ³í»É³óÝ»É 
Ü»ñÏ³ÛÇë îñ³Ýëåáñï³ÛÇÝ ÙÇç³ÝóùÝ»ñÁ ¢ 
ÃáõÛÉ³ïñí³Í ×³Ý³å³ñÑÝ»ñÁ 

¼³ñ·³óÝ»É ¶áñÍÝ³Ï³Ý ¢ îÝï»ë³å»ë 
ÊÝ³ÛáÕ³Ï³Ý îñ³Ýëåáñï³ÛÇÝ êÇëï»Ù, áñÁ 
ÑÝ³ñ³íáñ ÏÉÇÝÇ ·áñÍ³¹ñ»É öáõÉ»ñáí 2030  -ÇÝ, 
áñÁ Ï³ñï³¹ñÇ »Ï³Ùáõï ¶»ñ³½³Ýó»Éáí 
·áñÍ³¹ñÙ³Ý ÆÝùÝ³ñÅ»ùÁ ¢ í»ñ³Ýáñá·Ù³Ý 
Ì³Ëë»ñÁ

ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý
å³Ñ³Ýç³ñÏÇ ³å³·³ ³×
Ì³í³ÉÇ ê³ÑÙ³Ý³÷³ÏáõÙÝ»ñ, áñÁ 
å³ï×³é ¿ ¹³éÝáõÙ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
·»ñÍ³Ýñ³µ»éÝí³ÍáõÃÛ³Ý ¢ 
×³Ý³å³ñÑáñ¹áõÃÛ³Ý áõß³óáõÙÝ»ñÇ 
Ö³Ý³å³ñÑáñ¹áõÃÛ³Ý
³Ýíëï³Ñ»ÉÇáõÃÛáõÝÁ
·»ñÍ³Ýñ³µ»éÝí³ÍáõÃÛ³Ý ¢ 
×³Ý³å³ñÑáñ¹áõÃÛ³Ý áõß³óáõÙÝ»ñÇ, 
ºÕ³Ý³ÏÇ, ìÃ³ñÝ»ñÇ ¢ ³ÛÉ 
¶áñÍáÝÝ»ñÇ å³ï×³éáí, áñáÝù 
³½¹áõÙ »Ý ÎÛ³ÝùÇ áñ³ÏÇ ¢ 
µÝ³ÏÇãÝ»ñÇ ïÝï»ë³Ï³Ý 
µ³ñ»Ï»óáõÃÛ³Ý íñ³, ÇÝãå»ë Ý³¢ 
Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ îáõñÇ½ÙÇ ¢ ´Ç½Ý»ëÇ 
íñ³

ìÃ³ñÝ»ñÇ Ñ³×³Ë³ÏÇáõÃÛ³Ý ³× 
ØÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý 
Ù³ÛñáõÕÇÝ»ñáõÙ ¢ »ñÃ¢»ÏáÕÝ»ñÇ 
Ñ»ñÃ ×³Ý³å³ñÑÝ»ñÇ 
·»ñÍ³Ýñ³µ»éÝí³Í ÙÇç³ÝóùÝ»ñáõÙ
Þ³ñÅáõÝ³ÏáõÃÛ³Ý ½·³ÉÇ Ïñ×³ïáõÙ 
å³ÛÙ³Ý³íáñí³Í ë³ÑÙ³Ý³÷³Ï 
×³Ý³å³ñÑÝ»ñÇ Ï³å»ñáí 
ÑÇÙÝ³Ï³Ý ú¹³Ý³í³Ï³Û³Ý»ñÇ, 
îñ³Ý½Çï³ÛÇÝ êÇëï»ÙÝ»ñÇ 
ºñÃ¢»ÏáÕÝ»ñÇ Ïáõï³ÏáõÙÝ»ñáí

ú¹Ç ì³ïÃ³ñ³óíáÕ áñ³Ï ¢ ×ÝßáõÙ 
´Ý³Ï³Ý è»ëáõñëÝ»ñÇ íñ³ 
å³ÛÙ³Ý³íáñí³Í ï³ñ³ÍíáÕ 
Ø³ÛñáõÕÇÝ»ñÇ ¢ û¹³Ý³í³Ï³Û³ÝÝ»ñÇ 
å³ï×³éáí

´ñÇï³ÝÇ³, üñ³ÝëÇ³,
´»É·Ç³  ºíñáëï³ñ
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Î»Ýë³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý è»ëáõñëÝ»ñ - Ø³ë 7
ØÇ³óÛ³É Ü³Ñ³Ý·Ý»ñÇ æñ³Ùµ³ñÝ»ñ/æñ»ñ - Ø³ë 404
æñÑ»Õ»Õ³ÛÇÝ ìÃ³ñÝ»ñ, æñÇ àñ³Ï
ú¹Ç àñ³Ï
²ÕÙÏ³ÛÇÝ ìÇµñ³óÇ³Ý»ñ
Ð³Ù³ÛÝù³ÛÇÝ ³½¹»óáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ/µÝ³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý 
³ñ¹³ñ³¹³ïáõÃÛáõÝ
ä³ïÙ³Ï³Ý/ÐÝ³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý è»ëáõñëÝ»ñ - Ø³ë 106
ÐáÕÇ û·ï³·áñÍáõÙ, Øß³ÏáõÙ, Ìñ³·ñáõÙ ¢ ²×
ÐáÕ³·áñÍáõÃÛ³Ý ï³ñ³ÍùÝ»ñ 
î»ëáÕ³Ï³Ý àñ³Ï ¢ ¾ëÃ»ïÇÏ³
¾Ý»ñ·Ç³
¾É¿ÏïñáÙ³·Ý»ïÇÏ ¸³ßï»ñ/ÀÝ¹Ñ³ïáõÙÝ»ñ

Ð³ë³ñ³Ï³Ï³Ý úÅ³Ý¹³ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ
ìï³Ý·³íáñ ÜÛáõÃ»ñ/²Õµ
ºñÏñ³µ³ÝáõÃÛáõÝ/ÐáÕ
¼µáë³Û·ÇÝ»ñ ¢ ¼í³ñ×³ÝùÇ ì³Ûñ»ñ - Ø³ë 4 (f)
ÞÇÝ³ñ³ñáõÃÛ³Ý Ð»ï¢³ÝùÝ»ñ 
²ÙµáÕç³Ï³Ý Ð»ï¢³ÝùÝ»ñ

ÆÜâàô Ð²îÎ²äºê ²Úê Ìð²¶ÆðÀ± Èñ³óáõóÇã ï»Õ»ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ

Ð³ñó»ñ±

´Ü²ä²Ðä²ÜØ²ÜÀ ìºð²´ºðàÔ ìºðÈàôÌìàÔ Ð²ðòºðÜ ºÜ

California High-Speed Rail Authority

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

www.fra.dot.gov

200920082007PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

TASKS

Notice of Determination /
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Final EIR/EIS

Public Circulation / Comment

Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Statement (EIR/EIS)

Engineering and Environmental
Studies

Scoping (Public and Agency)

Notice of Preparation /
Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1

200920082007Ìð²¶ðÆ EIR/EIS 

²è²æ²¸ð²ÜøÜºðÀ Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1

¶³Õ³÷³ñ³ÛÇÝ àõÕ»óáõÛó êÇëï»Ù

Î³½Ùí³Í ¿ ÑÇÙÝí»Éáí ì»ñçÇÝ ØÇçÝ³Ñ³Ý·³ÛÇÝ Ìñ³·ñÇ íñ³

Ð³Ù³å³ï³ëË³ÝáõÙ ¿ Ü³Ñ³Ý·³ÛÇÝ ¢ ü»¹»ñ³É ´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý 
ä³Ñ³ÝçÝ»ñÇÝ

Ð³Ù³å³ï³ëË³ÝáõÙ ¿ Ìñ³·ñÇ ³Ûë Í³í³ÉÇÝ ¢ Ð½áñáõÃÛ³ÝÁ

ä³ßïáÝ³å»ë Ý»ñ·ñ³íáõÙ ¿ Ñ³ë³ñÏ³Ï³Ý ì³ñãáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ 

Ð³ßíÇ ¿ ³éÝáõÙ ´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝáõÙÁ Ìñ³·ñÇ Ù³Ï³ñ¹³Ïáí 

ì»ñÉáõÍáõÙ ¿ HST àôÕÇÝ»ñÇ î³ñµ»ñ³ÏÝ»ñÇ ë³ÑÙ³ÝÝ»ñÁ

ÐáõÝÇ Ù»ç ¿ ·óáõÙ ÀÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ ´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý ÁÝÃ³óùÁ

²ç³ÏóáõÙ ¿ Ü³ËÁÝïñí³Í ØÇç³ÝóùÇÝ/ÀÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ áõÕÇÝ»ñÇÝ ¢ 
Ï³Û³ñ³ÝÝ»ñÇ ï»Õ³¹ñÙ³ÝÁ Èáë ²Ýç»É»ëÇó ÚÛáõÝÇáÝ Ï³Û³ñ³ÝÇó 
¹»åÇ ö³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉ 

Office of Passenger Programs

¼³Ý·³Ñ³ñ»ù Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ ºñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ì³ñãáõÃÛáõÝ 
(916) 324-1541

ºñÃ¢»ÏáõÙ/ßñç³Ý³éáõÃÛáõÝ

ä³ïñ³ëïÙ³Ý
Ì³Ýáõó³·Çñ/ÜÏ³ï³éÙ³Ý
Ì³Ýáõó³·Çñ (NOP/NOI)

ì»ñ³Ý³ÛáõÙ (Ð³ë³ñ³Ï³Ï³Ý ¢ 
ì³ñã³Ï³Ý)

Ö³ñï³ñ³·Çï³Ï³Ý ¢ 
´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý Ð»ï³½áïáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ 

´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý ì»ñ³µ»ñÛ³É 
Ü³ËÝ³Ï³Ý ¼»ÏáõÛó (EIR/EIS)

Ð³ë³ñ³Ï³Ï³Ý Þñç³Ý³éáõÃÛáõÝ/ 
Ø»ÏÝ³µ³ÝáõÃÛáõÝ

ì»ñçÝ³Ï³Ý EIR/EIS

àñáßÙ³Ý Ì³ÝáõóáõÙ/ì×ÇéÇ ¶ñ³éáõÙ 
(NOD/ROD)

Federal Railroad Administration

Ð»é. (202) 493-6368

Ð»é. (916) 324-1541
ü³Ïë. (916) 322-0827
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    SCOPING MEETING 
 

 

Welcome . . . 

The purpose of tonight’s scoping meeting is to provide you with an opportunity to learn about the 
California High-Speed Rail Authority’s (CHSRA) project-segment between Palmdale and Los Angeles 
(Union Station), as well as to provide your feedback on areas of concern or focus as it pertains to the 
Environmental Impact Report / Statement.   
 
Your comments and ideas are important to us, so please visit the Comment Station to provide us your 
feedback!   
 
Today’s Schedule 
 
3:00 – 3:30 p.m. 6:00 – 6:30 p.m. Open House (Visit information stations and speak with project staff) 
3:30 – 4:00 p.m. 6:30 – 7:00 p.m. Presentation 
4:00 – 5:00 p.m. 7:00 – 8:00 p.m. Open House/Public Comments 
 
Stations 
 
¸ Welcome/Sign-In 
¸ High-Speed Rail in California  
¸ High-Speed Rail – Palmdale to Los Angeles 
¸ Environmental Issues 
¸ Next Steps 
¸ Comments 
 
Comment sheets are available at the Comment Station.  Please fill out a comment sheet.  Completed 
forms may be handed to any staff member, deposited in the comment box, or mailed to the address 
listed below.  You may also provide your feedback to our recorder. 
 
To submit completed comment sheets, mail to:                    For more information: 

Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi 
Deputy Director 
ATTN: Palmdale-Los Angeles 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 

                   
                   

           

 

Thank you for coming! 
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 JUNTA INVESTIGATIVA

Bienvenidos . . .
El propósito de la junta investigativa de esta noche es proporcionarles a ustedes una oportunidad 
de aprender acerca del segmento del proyecto entre Palmdale y Los Ángeles (Estación Union) de 
la Autoridad de Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad de California (CHSRA), así como proveerles 
reacciones en áreas de inquietud o enfoque según lo relevante al Informe / Declaración de 
Impacto Ambiental.

Sus comentarios e ideas son importantes para nosotros, de modo que visiten por favor la 
Estación de Comentarios para darnos sus reacciones. 

La Programación de Hoy

3:00 – 3:30 p.m. 6:00 – 6:30 p.m. Casa Abierta (Visite las estaciones de información y hablen 
con el personal del proyecto)

3:30 – 4:00 p.m. 6:30 – 7:00 p.m. Presentación
4:00 – 5:00 p.m. 7:00 – 8:00 p.m. Casa Abierta/Comentarios del Público

Estaciones

Bienvenida/Registro de asistencia 
Ferrocarriles de Alta Velocidad en California 
Ferrocarril de Alta Velocidad - de Palmdale a Los Ángeles 
 Asuntos Ambientales
Los Siguientes Pasos 
 Comentarios 

Las hojas de comentarios están a disposición en la Estación de Comentarios. Por favor llenen 

una hoja de comentarios.  Los formularios llenos pueden ser entregados a cualquier miembro 
del personal, depositados en la caja de comentarios, o enviados por correo a la dirección 
indicada abajo. También pueden proporcionar sus reacciones a nuestro registrador. 

Para presentar hojas completas de 
comentarios, envíe por correo a: 

Para más información: 

Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi 
Deputy Director 
ATTN: Palmdale-Los Angeles 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

¡Gracias por venir! 
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Î²ÈÆüàðÜÆ²ÚÆ ÖºäÀÜÂ²ò 
ºðÎ²ÂàôÔàô ì²ðâàôÂÚàôÜ 
ìºð²Ü²ÚØ²Ü ÄàÔàì 

´²ðÆ ¶²Èàôêî. . . 
²Ûëûñí³ í»ñ³Ý³ÛÙ³Ý ÅáÕáíÇ Ýå³ï³ÏÝ ¿ Ò»½ ÑÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝ ï³É Í³ÝáÃ³Ý³Éáõ 
Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó ºñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ì³ñãáõÃÛ³Ý (CHSRA) Íñ³·ñÇ ë»·Ù»ÝïÇ Ñ»ï 
ö³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉÇ ¢ Èáë ²Ýç»É»ëÇ ÙÇç¢ (ÚáõÝÇáÝ Î³Û³ñ³Ý), ÇÝãå»ë Ý³¢ Éë»É Ò»ñ Ï³ñÍÇùÝ»ñÁ 
Ùï³Ñá·áõÃÛ³Ý ³ñÅ³ÝÇ ÝÛáõÃ»ñÇ ßáõñç í»ñ³µ»ñáÕ ´Ý³å³Ñå³Ù³Ý 
¼»ÏáõÛóÇÝ/Ð³Ûï³ñ³ñáõÃÛ³ÝÁ£

Ò»ñ Ù»ÏÝ³µ³ÝáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ ¢ ·³Õ³÷³ñÝ»ñÁ Ï³ñ¢áñ »Ý Ù»½ Ñ³Ù³ñ, ËÝ¹ñáõÙ »Ýù ³Ûó»É»É 
Î³ñÍÇùÝ»ñ  µ³ÅÇÝÁ Ò»ñ Ù»ÏÝáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ ³ñï³Ñ³Ûï»Éáõ Ñ³Ù³ñ¯ 

²Ûëûñí³ Ìñ³·ÇñÁ

3:00 – 3:30 p.m. 6:00 – 6:30 p.m. ´³ó ¸áõé (²Ûó»É»ù ï»Õ»Ï³ïí³Ï³Ý Ï»ï»ñÁ ¢ Ëáë»ù ³ßË³ï³Ï³½ÙÇ 
Ñ»ï)

3:30 – 4:00 p.m. 6:30 – 7:00 p.m. Ì³ÝáÃ³óáõÙ
4:00 – 5:00 p.m. 7:00 – 8:00 p.m. ´³ó ¸áõé/ÀÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ Î³ñÍÇùÝ»ñ

Î»ï»ñÁ

´³ñÇ ¶³Éáõëï/¶ñ³ÝóáõÙ 
Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó ºñÏ³ÃáõÕÇÝ Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛáõÙ 
Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó ºñÏ³ÃáõÕÇ - ö³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉ Èáë ²Ýç»É»ë
´Ý³å³Ñå³ÝÙ³Ý Ð³ñó»ñ 
Ð³çáñ¹ ø³ÛÉ»ñÁ 
Î³ñÍÇùÝ»ñ

Î³ñÍÇùÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ Ã»ñÃÇÏÝ»ñÁ Ï³ñ»ÉÇ ¿ ëï³Ý³É Î³ñÍÇùÝ»ñ Î»ïáõÙ£ ÊÝ¹ñáõÙ »Ýù 
Éñ³óÝ»É Ï³ñÍÇùÝ»ñ Ã»ñÃÇÏÁ£ Èñ³óí³Í Ã»ñÃÇÏÝ»ñÁ Ï³ñ»ÉÇ ¿ Ñ³ÝÓÝ»É ó³ÝÏ³ó³Í 
³ßË³ïáÕÇ, ·ó»É Ï³ñÍÇùÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ ³ñÏÕÇ Ù»ç, Ï³Ù áõÕ³ñÏ»É ÷áëïáí ëïáñ¢ Ýßí³Í 
Ñ³ëó»áí£ Î³ñ»ÉÇ ¿ Ý³¢ Ñ³ÛïÝ»É Ò»ñ Ï³ñÍÇùÁ Ù»ñ ëÕ³·ñÇãÇÝ£

Èñ³óí³Í Ï³ñÍÇùÝ»ñÇ Ã»ñÃÇÏÝ»ñÁ Ñ³ÝÓÝ»Éáõ 
Ñ³Ù³ñ áõÕ³ñÏ»ù.

     Èñ³óáõóÇã ï»Õ»ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ.

     Ms. Carrie Purvahidi 
Deputy Director 
ATTN: Palmdale – Los Angeles 
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, Ca 95814

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

ÞÝáñÑ³Ï³É »Ýù ³Ûó»ÉáõÃÛ³Ý Ñ³Ù³ñ¯
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SCOPING MEETING

What is a Scoping Meeting?
Scoping Meetings provide a forum for the public to provide comments about what environmental issues
and concerns should be studied in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement (EIR/EIS). We are here to listen and better understand your concerns. The HST Facilitator
will be available to clarify information presented at the meeting and respond to questions as appropriate.

Would you like to make a comment?
In order to maximize the number of speakers, we ask that you please respect the following guidelines:

 Please fill out a Speaker Card if you would like to make a comment.
 No comments will be accepted from the audience without a Speaker Card.
 Speakers will be given a two minute limit.
 Time may not be banked and given to another speaker.
 If another speaker addresses your issue or question please give the next speaker the floor.
 If you have spoken once please give other attendees an opportunity to express their thoughts

before you speak again.
 The facilitator will read your comments if you prefer.
 A court reporter is available to document all comments. If you would like a response back to your

comment at a later time, please fill out and submit a Comment Form.
 Please respect your neighbors and the HST team.
 The Scoping Meeting will end at 8:00 p.m.

The 2005 PEIR/EIS resulted in a corridor selection that requires more detailed design and analysis.
There will not be changes to the selected HST corridor; however, multiple alignments will be
considered as appropriate.

Comment sheets are available at the Comment Station. Please fill out a comment sheet. Completed
forms may be handed to any staff member, deposited in the comment box, or mailed to the address
listed below by April 24, 2007. You may also provide your feedback to our recorder.

To submit completed comment sheets, mail to: For more information:
Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi
Deputy Director
ATTN: Palmdale-Los Angeles
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

Thank you for your comments!
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Reunión de Investigación

¿Que es una Reunión de Investigación?
Una Reunión de Investigación proporciona un foro para que el público proporcione comentarios acerca
de cuales son los asuntos ambientales y preocupaciones que deben ser estudiados en el Reporte de
Impacto al Medio Ambiente a Nivel de Proyecto. (EIR/EIS, por sus siglas en ingles). Estamos aquí para
escuchar sus preguntas y entender sus preocupaciones. El representante del Tren de Alta Velocidad
(HST, por sus siglas en ingles) estará disponible para aclarar información presentada en la reunión y
responder a preguntas.

¿Quisiera Usted Hacer Un Comentario?
Para llevar al máximo el número de comentarios, le pedimos que por favor respete las siguientes pautas:

• Si usted quiere hacer un comentario, por favor llena una Tarjeta de Comentarios.
• Comentarios de la audiencia no serán aceptados sin una Tarjeta de Comentarios.
• Se le dará un límite de dos minutos a cada personal que desee hacer un comentario verbal.
• No se pueden agregar sus dos minutos al tiempo de otro persona.
• Si alguien en la audiencia se dirige a su comentario, por favor seda su lugar al la próxima persona que
este esperando para dar un comentario.
• Si usted ya hablo una vez, por favor seda la oportunidad a otros para que ellos también tengan la
oportunidad de expresar sus pensamientos antes de que usted hable otra vez.
• Si usted prefiere, el representante de HST leerá su comentario en voz alta.
• Una reportera del tribunal está disponible para documentar todos los comentarios. Si usted quiere una
respuesta a su comentario/pregunta en un tiempo posterior, por favor llene y someta una Forma de
Comentarios.
• Por favor respete a sus vecinos y al equipo de HST.
• La Reunión de Investigación se terminará a las 8:00 de la noche.

El 2005 PEIR/EIS tuvo como resultado una selección de corredor que requiere un diseño y análisis más
a fondo. No habrá cambios al corredor seleccionado para HST; sin embargo, múltiples alineaciones
serán consideradas.

LasHojas de Comentario están disponibles en la Estación de Comentario. Por favor llene una hoja de
comentario. Puede entregar su formulario a cualquier miembro del equipo de HST, depositarla en la
caja de comentario, o enviarla por correo a la dirección que se encuentra abajo a más tardar el 24 de
abril de 2007. Usted puede proporcionar su comentario verbal a nuestra reportera del tribunal.

Para someter su hoja de comentario, envié la
por coreo a:

Para obtener mas información visite
nuestra página de web:

Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi
Deputy Director
ATTN: Palmdale-Los Angeles
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

¡Gracias por sus comentarios!
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The California High-Speed Rail Authority has proposed high-speed train service for intercity travel in California 
between the major metropolitan centers of the San Francisco Bay Area and Sacramento in the north, through the 
Central Valley, to Los Angeles, Orange County and San Diego in the south.  The proposed alignment will travel 
through or adjacent to Downtown LA, Cypress Park, Glassell Park, Lincoln Heights, Elysian Valley, and Atwater.  The 
proposed high-speed train system shows potential ridership in the range of 86 million to 117 million per year and 
annual revenue of between $2.6 billion and $3.9 billion by the year 2030. 

SCOPING PHASE – The Authority is currently undergoing the preliminary 
environmental review process known as the Scoping Phase for the high-speed rail 
alignment from Union Station in downtown Los Angeles to Palmdale.    

The Authority will be hosting Scoping Meetings along the high-speed rail corridor to 
give the public the opportunity to ask questions and provide comments about the 
project.  Scoping Meetings will be held on the following dates and locations:   

• Wednesday, April 4, 2007 from 3-5 pm & 6-8 pm: Glendale Public Library; 222 E. 
Harvard St, Glendale, CA 91205 

• Thursday, April 5, 2007 from 3-5 pm & 6-8 pm: LA County Metro Headquarters 
Board Room; One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

• Tuesday, April 10, 2007 from 3-5pm & 6-8 pm: Sylmar Park Recreation Center; 
13109 Borden Ave, Sylmar, CA 91342 

• Thursday, April 12, 2007 from 3-5pm & 6-8 pm: Palmdale City Hall; 38300 Sierra 
Hwy, Palmdale, CA 93550 

• Tuesday, April 17, 2007 from 3-5pm & 6-8 pm: LA River Center & Gardens; 570 
W. Ave  26, Los Angeles, CA 90065  

We encourage your input regarding this high-speed rail alignment and look forward 
to hearing from you.  Your opinions will make a difference. 

 

The proposed Los Angeles to Palmdale alignment will follow the 
existing Metrolink rail lines along San Fernando Road through Los 
Angeles, Glendale, Burbank, and San Fernando, before continuing 
through the Santa Clarita Mountains and into Palmdale. 

BENEFITS brought to the area with the implementation of 
the high-speed rail system include: 

• Eliminating delays and safety concerns at existing at-grade 
crossings where the high-speed rail system would provide grade 
separation. 

• Providing a safer, more reliable way to travel than highway or air. 
• Utilizing a new mode of transportation that would increase 

connectivity and accessibility to existing transit systems and 
airports. 

• Increasing employment opportunities by approximately 450,000 
jobs. 

• Offering lower passenger costs than auto or air travel for the same 
intercity markets. 

• Reducing congestion on highways and for air travel. 

For more information on the Los 
Angeles to Palmdale high-speed rail 
alignment, please visit our website at 

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov. 

 

 
I-14



La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Trenes Rápidos de California ha propuesto el servicio de tren rápido para viajes
interurbanos en California entre los centros metropolitanos principales del Área de la Bahía de San Francisco y
Sacramento en el norte, por el Valle Central, hasta Los Ángeles y San Diego al sur. La alineación propuesta pasará
por o va a ser adyacente al Centro de la cuidad de Los Ángeles, Cypress Park, Glassell Park, Lincoln Heights, Elysian
Valley y Atwater. Se proyecta que el sistema de tren rápido propuesto transportará no menos de 68 millones de
pasajeros para el año 2020.

FASE DE INVESTIGACIÓN – Actualmente la Autoridad lleva a cabo el proceso de
estudio ambiental preliminar conocido como la Fase de Investigación para la
alineación ferroviaria rápida de Unión Station en Los Ángeles a la ciudad de
Palmdale.
La Autoridad organizará Reuniones de Investigación a lo largo del tramo ferroviario
rápido para dar al público la oportunidad de hacer preguntas y brindar sus
comentarios sobre el proyecto. Dichas reuniones se celebrarán en las fechas y
sitios como sigue:

• El miércoles, 4 de abril de 2007 de 3-5 y 6-8 de la tarde: Biblioteca Pública de
Glendale; 222 E. Harvard St., Glendale, CA 91205

• El jueves, 5 de abril de 2007 de 3-5 y 6-8 de la tarde: Condado de Los Ángeles
MTA Board Room; One Gateway Plaza, Los Ángeles, CA 90012

• El martes, 10 de abril de 2007 de 3-5 y 6-8 de la tarde: Sylmar Park Recreation
Center; 13109 Borden Ave., Sylmar, CA 91342

• El jueves, 12 de abril de 2007 de 3-5 y 6-8 de la tarde: Ayuntamiento de
Palmdale; 38300 Sierra Hwy, Palmdale, CA 93550

• El martes, 17 de abril de 2007 de 3-5 y 6-8 de la tarde: LA River Center &
Gardens; 570 W. Ave 26, Los Ángeles, CA 90065

Contamos con su participación en la discusión acerca de esta alineación ferroviaria
rápida. Su opinión hará una diferencia.

La alineación propuesta de Los Ángeles a Palmdale seguirá la línea de
metrolink a lo largo de San Fernando Road a Los Ángeles, Glendale,
Burbank y San Fernando, antes de continuar a lo largo de Soledad Canyon
Road por las Montañas de Santa Clarita hasta Palmdale.
Las VENTAJAS para el área con la realización del sistema ferroviario rápido
incluyen:
 Eliminación de las tardanzas e inquietudes de seguridad en los pasos a

nivel presentes donde el sistema ferroviario de alta velocidad
proporcionaría separación de niveles.

 Proporcionar un modo más seguro y confiable de viajar que los de
carretera o aire.

 Utilización de un nuevo modo de transporte que aumentaría la
conectividad y la accesibilidad a los sistemas de tránsito existentes y
aeropuertos.

 Aumento de oportunidades de empleo de aproximadamente 450,000
empleos.

 Ofrecer gastos menores para los pasajeros que el transporte
automotriz o aéreo ofrece para los mismos mercados interurbanos.

 Reducción de la congestión en las carreteras y transportación aérea.

Para más información sobre la línea
ferroviaria propuesta rápida entre Los

Ángeles y la ciudad de Palmdale, por favor
visite nuestra página de internet:

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov
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Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛÇ Ö»åÁÝÃ³ó ºñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ Ô»Ï³í³ñáõÃÛáõÝÁ ³é³ç³ñÏ»É ¿ ×»åÁÝÃ³ó »ñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ëå³ë³ñÏáõÙ 
ÙÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ »ñÃ¢»ÏáõÃÛ³Ý Ñ³Ù³ñ Î³ÉÇýáñÝÇ³ÛáõÙ ê³Ý üñ³ÝóÇëÏáÇ Íáí³ÍáóÇ ¢ ÑÛáõëÇëáõÙ ê³Ïñ³Ù»ÝïáÛÇ 
ÙÇç¢, Î»ÝïñáÝ³Ï³Ý ¸³ßï³í³Ûñáí (Central Valley), ¹»åÇ Ñ³ñ³í Èáë ²Ýç»É»ë ¢ ê³Ý ¸Ç»·á£ ²é³ç³ñÏí³Í áõÕÇÝ 
Ï×³Ý³å³ñÑáñ¹Ç LA-Ç Ï»ÝïñáÝáí Cypress Park, Glassell Park, Lincoln Heights, Elysian Valley, ¢ Atwater-áí  Ï³Ù 
Ýñ³Ýó ÏÇó áõÕÇáí£ ²é³ç³ñÏí³Í ×»åÁÝÃ³ó »ñÏ³ÃáõÕÇÝ Íñ³·ñí³Í ¿ ÷áË³¹ñ»Éáõ 68 ÙÇÉÇáÝ áõÕ¢áñÝ»ñ ÙÇÝã¢ 
2020 Ãí³Ï³ÝÁ£ 

Ð²ØÀÜ¸Ð²Üàôð ìºð²Ü²ÚØ²Ü öàôÈ - Ô»Ï³í³ñáõÃÛáõÝÁ ³ÛÅÙ ³ÝóÏ³óÝáõÙ ¿ 
Ý³ËÝ³Ï³Ý ÙÇç³í³Ûñ³ÛÇÝ í»ñ³Ý³ÛáõÙ, áñÁ Ñ³ÛïÝÇ ¿ áñå»ë Ð³ÙÁÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ 
ì»ñ³Ý³ÛÙ³Ý öáõÉ, LA-Ç Ï»ÝïñáÝÇ Union Station-Çó ö³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉ Ù»ÏÝáÕ 
×»åÁÝÃ³óÇ Ï³éáõóÙ³Ý Ñ³ñóÇ í»ñ³μ»ñÛ³É£ 
 
Ô»Ï³í³ñáõÃÛáõÝÁ ÏÑñ³íÇñÇ Ð³ÙÁÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ ì»ñ³Ý³ÛÙ³Ý ÄáÕáí ×»åÁÝÃ³ó 
»ñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ ÙÇç³ÝóùáõÙ áñå»ë½Ç Ñ³ë³ñ³ÏáõÃÛ³ÝÁ ÑÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝ 
ÁÝÓ»éÝíÇ Ñ³ñó»ñ ï³Éáõ ¢ Ï³ñÍÇùÝ»ñ ³ñï³Ñ³Ûï»Éáõ ïíÛ³É Ý³Ë³·ÍÇ 
í»ñ³μ»ñÛ³É£ Ð³ÙÁÝ¹Ñ³Ýáõñ ì»ñ³Ý³ÛÙ³Ý ÄáÕáíÝ»ñÁ ÏÏ³½Ù³Ï»ñåí»Ý 
Ñ»ï¢Û³É ³Ùë³Ãí»ñÇÝ ¢ Ñ»ï¢Û³É í³Ûñ»ñáõÙ . 

• âáñ»ùß³μÃÇ, ²åñÇÉ 4, 2007 6-8 p.m.: Glendale Public Library; 222 E. 
Harvard St, Glendale, CA 91205 

• ÐÇÝ·ß³μÃÇ, ²åñÇÉ 5, 2007 6-8 p.m.: LA County MTA Board Room; One 
Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA  90012 

• ºñ»ùß³μÃÇ, ²åñÇÉ 10, 2007  6-8 p.m.: Sylmar Park Recreation Center; 
13109 Borden Ave, Sylmar, CA  91342 

• ÐÇÝ·ß³μÃÇ, ²åñÇÉ 12, 2007 6-8 p.m.: Palmdale City Hall; 38300 Sierra 
Hwy, Palmdale, CA  93550 

• ºñ»ùß³μÃÇ, ²åñÇÉ 17, 2007 6-8 p.m.: LA River Center & Gardens; 570 W. 
Ave 26, Los Angeles, CA  90065 

Ø»Ýù ù³ç³É»ñáõÙ »Ýù Ò»ñ Ý»ñ¹ñáõÙÁ ³Ûë å»×ÁÝÃ³ó »ñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ Ï³éáõóÙ³Ý 
Ï³å³ÏóáõÃÛ³Ùμ ¢ ëå³ëáõÙ »Ýù Ò»ñ ³ñÓ³·³ÝùÇÝ£ Ò»ñ Ï³ñÍÇùÁ Ï³ñ¢áñ ¹»ñ ¿ 
Ë³ÕáõÙ£  

²é³ç³ñÏí³Í Èáë ²Ýç»É»ë ä³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉ áõÕÇÝ ÏÑ³çáñ¹Ç ·áÛáõÃÛáõÝ 
áõÝ»óáÕ Ù»ïñá-»ñÏ³ÃáõÕáõÝ San Fernando Road-Çó ³ÝóÝ»Éáí Èáë 
²Ýç»É»ëáí, ¶É»Ý¹»ÛÉáí, ´ñμ³ÝÏáí ¢ ê³Ý ü»ñÝ³Ý¹áÛáí, ÙÇÝã¢ 
ß³ñáõÝ³Ï»ÉÁ Soledad Canyon Road-áí ³ÝóÝ»Éáí Santa Clarita 
Mountains-áí ¹»åÇ ä³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉ£ 
 
ú¶àôîÜºðÀ, áñáÝù ³éÏ³ ÏÉÇÝ»Ý ßñç³ÝáõÙ ×»åÁÝÃ³ó »ñÏ³ÃáõÕÇÝ 
ß³Ñ³·áñÍ»Éáõ ¹»åùáõÙ Ñ»ï¢Û³ÉÝ »Ý£ 

 
• ì»ñ³óÝ»É ³ÛÝ áõß³óáõÙÝ»ñÁ ¢ ³Ýíï³Ý·áõÃÛ³Ý 

Ùï³Ñá·áõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ ·áÛáõÃÛáõÝ áõÝ»óáÕ »ñÏ³ÃáõÕ³ÛÇÝ 
Ë³ãÙ»ñáõÏÝ»ñáõÙ, áñï»Õ ×»åÁÝÃ³ó »ñÏ³ÃáõÕÇÝ Ï³å³ÑáíÇ 
Ë³ãÙ»ñáõÏ³ÛÇÝ ï³ñ³Ýç³ïáõÙ£  

• ²í»ÉÇ ³Ýíï³Ý·, íëï³Ñ»ÉÇ ÷áË³¹ñÙ³Ý ÙÇçáó Ç Ñ³Ù»Ù³ï 
Ù³ÛñáõÕáõ ¢ û¹³ÛÇÝ áõÕÇÝ»ñÇ£  

• Îû·ï³·áñÍÇ ÷áË³¹ñÙ³Ý Ýáñ ÙÇçáó, áñÁ Ïμ³ñ»É³íÇ Ï³åÁ ¢ 
·áÛáõÃÛáõÝ áõÝ»óáÕ ïñ³Ý½Çï³ÛÇÝ ëÇëï»ÙÝ»ñÇ ¢ 
û¹³Ý³í³Ï³Û³ÝÝ»ñÇ Ù³ïã»ÉÇáõÃÛáõÝÁ£  

• Îμ³ñ»É³íÇ ³ßË³ï³Ýù Ó»éù μ»ñ»Éáõ ÑÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝÁ 
³å³Ñáí»Éáí Ùáï³íáñ³å»ë 450,000 ³ßË³ï³ï»Õ»ñáí£ 

• Î³é³ç³ñÏÇ ³í»ÉÇ ó³Íñ ³ñÅ»ùÝ»ñ Ç Ñ³Ù»Ù³ï Ù»ù»Ý³Ý»ñÇ Ï³Ù 
û¹³ÛÇÝ áõÕÇÝ»ñÇ ÏáÕÙÇó  ³é³ç³ñÏíáÕ ÙÇçù³Õ³ù³ÛÇÝ ßáõÏ³Ý»ñÇ£ 

• ÎÝí³½»óÝÇ Ù³ÛñáõÕÇÝ»ñáõÙ ¢ û¹³ÛÇÝ áõÕÇÝ»ñáõÙ ïÇñáÕ 
·»ñÍ³Ýñ³μ»éÝí³ÍáõÃÛáõÝÁ£ 

Èáë ²Ýç»É»ëÇó ¹»åÇ ä³ÉÙ¹»ÛÉ Ù»ÏÝáÕ 
×»åÁÝÃ³ó »ñÏ³ÃáõÕáõ í»ñ³μ»ñÛ³É ³í»ÉÇ 

Ù³Ýñ³Ù³ëÝ ï»Õ»ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ, 
ËÝ¹ñáõÙ »Ýù ³Ûó»É»É Ù»ñ Ï³Ûù¿çÁ 
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov
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¿Qué es?
La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad del 

Estado de California (CHSRA – por 

sus siglas en ingles) está proponiendo 

el servicio de tren de alta velocidad para 

viajar entre las áreas metropolitanas 

importantes de California. El servicio fun-

cionara entre la cuidad de Los Ángeles, los 

condados de Orange y San Diego al sur, y 

hasta el área de la bahía de San Francisco y 

Sacramento en el norte.
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California High-Speed 
Rail Authority 
LA-Palmdale Corridor

Autoridad del Tren 
de Alta Velocidad del 
Estado de California
Corredor Los Angeles 
a Palmdale

What is it?
The California High-Speed Rail Authority 

(CHSRA) is proposing high-speed 

train service for travel between major 

metropolitan areas of California. The 

service would run from Los Angeles, 

Orange County and San Diego in the south 

to the San Francisco Bay Area 

and Sacramento in the north.  
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Where will it go?
The proposed alignment for the Los Angeles to Palmdale segment will 
travel along the existing rail lines along San Fernando Road through 
Los Angeles, Glendale, Burbank, and San Fernando, before continuing 
through the Santa Clarita Mountains and into Palmdale. This fast, 
safe and reliable system is forecast to carry more than 100 million 
passengers annually by the year 2030.

Everyone Benefi ts
The benefi ts of high-speed rail are signifi cant and wide-spread. 
Highlights include:

• Reduce traffi c -- the statewide system will remove over 50 million 
auto trips per year.

• Improve city streets – at-grade railroad street crossings will be 
separated from vehicle traffi c.

• Enhance the economy – as many as 450,000 jobs 
will be created. 

• Improve the environment – high-speed trains provide 
a transportation alternative that will help reduce air
pollution, and are energy effi cient.

• Better connections – provides a safer, time and cost 
effi cient alternative to automobiles and will help relieve 
overcrowding at major airports

Environmental Process
The project-level environmental review process has been 
initiated in the high-speed rail corridor between Los Angeles 
and Palmdale.

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the California 
High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) in cooperation with the Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) has issued a Notice of Intent and 

Notice of Preparation (NOI/NOP) 
for the preparation of a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/
Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS). 

As part of the initial phase of the 
environmental process, public 
scoping meetings will be hosted 
to receive public comment on the 
issues that should be examined 
as part of the environmental 
analysis. Your comments will be 
considered in the preparation of 
the environmental document and 
will become part of the public 
record.

¿A dónde irá? 
La alineación (o ruta) propuesta para el segmento entre la estación 
del tren de Union Station en la Ciudad de Los Angeles y Palmdale 
correrá a lo largo de la línea Metro link adjunto a San Fernando Road 
por la ciudades de Los Ángeles, Glendale, Burbank y San Fernando 
continuando por las montañas de Santa Clarita con su termino en 
Palmdale. 

Se pronostica que este sistema rápido, seguro y confi able transportará 
más de 100 millones de pasajeros para el año 2030.

Todos Benefi ciamos
Los benefi cios del tren de alta velocidad son extensos. 
Algunos benefi cios incluyen:

• Reducir tráfi co- este sistema estatal eliminará más de 50 millones 
de viajes de auto por año de las carreteras.

• Mejorar las calles de la ciudad- localmente, más de 40 
existentes cruces de tren serán elevados y separados del tráfi co 
vehicular.

• Aumentar la economia- creará hasta 450,000 nuevos empleos.

• Mejorar el medio ambiente – trenes de alta velocidad proveen 
un método alternativo de transportación que ayuda reducir la 
contaminación del aire y usa energía más efi cientemente.

• Mejores conexiones – provee una alternativa segura, rapida y de 
costo efi caz a automoviles que además reducirá el atestamiento 
en los aeropuertos regionales de mayor uso. 

Proceso Ambiental
Se ha iniciado el proceso de revisión ambiental a nivel de proyecto en 
el corredor de alta velocidad entre Los Angeles y Palmdale. 

De acuerdo a la Ley de Calidad Ambiental de California (CEQA) y 
la Ley Ambiental Nacional (NEPA), la Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta 
Velocidad de California (CHSRA) en cooperación con la Administración 

del Ferrocarril Federal (FRA) ha 
distribuido un Aviso de Preparación 
y un Aviso de Intento (NOP/NOI) 
para la preparación de un Borrador 
de Reporte/Declaración de Impacto 
Ambiental (EIR/EIS).

Como parte de la fase inicial de 
la revisión ambiental, reuniones 
públicas de ámbito se llevarán 
acabo para recibir comentarios 
sobre los temas que deben ser 
examinados como parte del analisis 
ambiental.  Sus comentarios serán 
considerados en  la preparación del 
documento ambiental y serán parte 
del archivo publico.

Sea Parte
Reuniones públicas se llevarán acabo en ciudades dentro del 
corredor propuesto para dar a los miembros del público una 
oportunidad de aprender sobre el proyecto, hacer preguntas y 
proveer comentarios. Por favor acompañenos en unas de las 
siguientes reuniones: 

• miércoles, 4 de abril de 2007
 Reunión de Ámbito para el Público: 
 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m.
 Glendale Public Library
 222 E. Harvard Street, Glendale, CA

• jueves, 5 de abril de 2007
 Reunión de Ámbito para el Público: 
 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m.
 LA County Metro Board Room
 One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA

• martes, 10 de abril de 2007
 Reunión de Ámbito para el Público: 
 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m.
 Sylmar Park Recreation Center
 13109 Borden Ave., Sylmar, CA

• jueves, 12 de abril de 2007
 Reunión de Ámbito para el Público: 
 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m.
 Palmdale City Hall
 38300 Sierra Hwy., Palmdale, CA

• martes, 17 de abril de 2007
 Reunión de Ámbito para el Público: 
 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m.
 LA River Center & Gardens
 570 W. Ave. 26, Los Angeles, CA

Si no puede asistir las reuniones, cualquier comentario sobre el 
segmento entre Los Angeles y  Anaheim será aceptado hasta el 
27 de abril del 2007.  Por favor envié sus comentarios al:  Sr. Dan 
Leavitt, Deputy Director, California High Speed Rail Authority, Los 
Angeles – Orange County Segment - 925 L Street, Suite 1425, 
Sacramento, CA 95814.

Para Más Información
Copias del NOI/NOP pueden ser revisadas en 
las reuniones publicas o al visitar la pagina web: 
http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov.

Si tiene alguna pregunta, por favor llamenos al 
(877) 724-5422.

Get Involved
Public scoping meetings will be held along the corridor to 
provide members of the public with an opportunity to learn 
about the project, ask questions and provide feedback.  
Please join us for one of the following meetings:

• Wednesday, April 4, 2007
Scoping Meeting:

 3:00 – 5:00 p.m. 
 6:00 – 8:00 p.m. 
 Glendale Public Library
 222 E. Harvard St., Glendale, CA

• Thursday, April 5, 2007
Scoping Meeting:

 3:00 – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 – 8:00 p.m.
 LA County Metro Board Room
 One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA

•Tuesday, April 10, 2007
Scoping Meeting:

 3:00 – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 – 8:00 p.m.
 Sylmar Park Recreation Center
 13109 Borden Ave., Sylmar, CA

•Thursday, April 12, 2007
Scoping Meeting:

 3:00 – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 – 8:00 p.m.
 Palmdale City Hall
 38300 Sierra Hwy., Palmdale, CA

•Tuesday, April 17, 2007
Scoping Meeting:

 3:00 – 5:00 p.m.
 6:00 – 8:00 p.m.
 LA River Center & Gardens
 570 W. Ave. 26, Los Angeles, CA

If you are unable to attend a meeting, public scoping comments 
regarding the LA to Palmdale segment will be accepted until 
April 27, 2007. Please send comments to Mr. Dan Leavitt, 
Deputy Director, California High Speed Rail Authority, Los Angeles 
– Palmdale Segment - 925 L Street, Suite 1425, Sacramento, 
CA 95814.

For More Information
Copies of the NOP/NOI may be viewed at the public scoping 
meetings, or by going to http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov.
If you have any questions, please call us at (877) 724-5422.
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CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

APPENDIX J 

SCOPING MEETING POWER REPORT PRESENTATION 



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

Los Angeles to Palmdale Scoping Meeting Presentations for the Scoping 
Meetings in: 

Glendale, Public Library - April 4, 2007 

Los Angeles County MTA Headquarters - April 5, 2007 

Sylmar Parks Recreation Center - April 10, 2007 

Palmdale City Hall - April 12, 2007 
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SCOPING 
MEETING
Los Angeles to Palmdale and
Los Angeles to Orange County

High-Speed Train Project-level EIR/EIS

Page 2

SCOPING PROCESS

• Scoping Objectives

- Identify Affected Public / Agency Concerns 

- Addresses Environmental Impacts and Mitigation

- Outlines the Key Steps in the Environmental Process

Comment Period:  March 15, 2007  – April 27, 2007

- Receive Written Comments

- Web-Based Commenting (Send to: comments@hsr.ca.gov)

- Develop Scoping Report
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STATEWIDE PROGRAM EIR/EIS

• 700+ miles

• Connects Southern and 
Northern California

– Service to:

• Los Angeles
• Orange County
• Inland Empire
• San Diego
• Central Valley
• San Francisco Bay 
Area

• Sacramento

• San Francisco to Los 
Angeles: about 2.5 Hrs.

Page 4

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS

• Reduces Highway Travel

• Decreases Fuel Use
– Energy Independence
– Cleaner Air

• Improvements to Existing Rail 
Lines
– Commuter Rail
– Freight

• Provides for Safety/Security

• Promotes Smart Growth

• Economic Opportunities 

- Local Jobs
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LEAD AGENCIES

STATE
• California High-Speed Rail Authority

– California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)  

Lead Agency 

FEDERAL
• Federal Railroad Administration 

– National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)      

Lead Agency

Page 6

PURPOSE OF STATEWIDE SYSTEM

• Connects Southern / Northern CA

• Provides a reliable alternative mode of travel

• Delivers predictable and consistent travel times

• Provides transit interface with:

– Commercial airports 

– Mass transit systems

– Existing highway network

• Relieves capacity constraints of current systems
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NEED FOR STATEWIDE SYSTEM

• Provides for Projected Statewide Population Growth

- Projected HST ridership 86 – 117M riders/per year by 2030

• Current Capacity Constraints: Increased Congestion 
and Travel Delays

- Unreliability of Travel 

- Congestion and Delays

- Weather Conditions 

- Accidents on Highways 

- Delays on Passenger Rail Lines

Page 8

NEED FOR STATEWIDE SYSTEM

• Provides an Alternative Transit Option to meet:

- Increased Highway Travel Demand

- Increased Demand at Major Airports 

- Increased Demand for Existing Transit Modes

- Increased Passenger Demand for Rail

• Improves Air Quality

• Reduces Pressure on Existing Natural Resources 

- Avoids Highway and Airport Expansions
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FUTURE CHALLENGES FACING CALIFORNIA

Population Increases
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FUTURE CHALLENGES FACING CALIFORNIA

Transit Generation
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HIGH-SPEED TRAINS - TECHNOLOGY

France—TGV

• State-of-the-art System

• Electric-powered 

- Steel-wheel-on-steel-rail

• Fully Grade Separated 

- No vehicles/No pedestrians

•Double tracked with offline stations 
allowing for express service

•Proven reliable/safe technology 

- Operational throughout Europe and Asia

•Maximum speed of 200+ mph
Japan—Shinkansen

Germany—ICE

Page 12

UNION STATION TO ANAHEIM 
STUDY AREA & EXPRESS TRAVEL TIMES

Union Station 
to

Norwalk 

11 minutes

Union Station 
to 

Anaheim 

20 minutes
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PALMDALE TO LOS ANGELES 

STUDY AREA & EXPRESS TRAVEL TIMES

Union Station
to Palmdale

20 minutes

Union Station
to Sylmar

12 minutes

Union Station
to Burbank

11 minutes

Page 14

WHY A PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS?

• Tiers from an approved statewide program EIR/EIS

• Addresses State/federal environmental requirements

• Considers environmental impacts at a site-specific level of 

detail

• Evaluates the corridor alignment selected in the Program 

EIR/EIS

• Analyzes various project alternatives

(including numerous local grade separation projects)

• Provides for Transit Hubs / Intermodal Centers at: 

- Union Station, Norwalk, Anaheim (Irvine – future)

- Burbank and Palmdale
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TOPICAL ISSUES TO BE
ANALYZED IN THE EIR/EIS INCLUDE:

• Air Quality
• Noise/Vibration
• Traffic and Circulation
• Land Use, Development, Planning, & Growth
• Biological Resources—Section 7
• Wetlands/Waters of the United States—Section 404
• Community Impacts / Environmental Justice
• Parks and Recreational Facilities—Section 4(f)
• Historic/Archeological Resources—Section 106
• Construction Impacts
• Cumulative Impacts
• Visual Quality & Aesthetics
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials
• Agricultural Land
• Flood Hazards, Floodplains, and Water Quality

Page 16

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

TO BE DISCUSSED IN EIR/EIS

• No-Build/No-Project Alternative

- No Major Capacity Enhancement

- Implement Funded Improvements Only

• High-Speed Train Alternatives
• Statewide HST Alternative (Linking Entire 

System)

• HST Alignment and Station Options
• Provides for Local Grade Separations

- Burbank / Palmdale
- Union Station / Norwalk / Anaheim
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KEY HIGH-SPEED TRAIN ISSUES

• Accessibility of Stations from Local Communities

• Connectivity with Other Modes of Travel

• Constructability of the HST System

• Power Supply / Energy Requirements

• Right-of-Way Constraints

• Safety and Security

• Station Development

Page 18

PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 

EVENTUAL OUTCOME ?

• Authority/FRA - Approves Project-level 
CEQA/NEPA Documentation 

• Provides for a Precise Corridor Alignment 

• Provides for Several Stations to be Developed

• Identifies Corridor/Right-of-Way Requirements

• Supports Local Community Land Planning

• Avoids/Reduces/Mitigates Environmental 
Impacts

J-10



Page 19

PRELIMINARY PROJECT  SCHEDULE  2007 – 2009 

Los Angeles – Orange County

200920082007PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

TASKS

Notice of Determination / 
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Final EIR/EIS

Public Circulation / Comment

Draft Environmental Impact Report / 
Statement (EIR/EIS)

Engineering and Environmental 
Studies

Scoping (Public and Agency)

Notice of Preparation / 
Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1

Page 20

CONTACT INFORMATION

California High-Speed Rail Authority

925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director

Email: dleavitt@hsr.ca.gov

Telephone (916) 322-1397

Fax (916) 322-0827

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

comments@hsr.ca.gov
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CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

Los Angeles to Palmdale Scoping Meeting Presentations for the Scoping 
Meetings at the: 

LA River Center and Gardens - April 17, 2007 
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SCOPING 
MEETING

Los Angeles to Palmdale

High-Speed Train Project-level EIR/EIS

Page 2

RECENT STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

• City of Los Angeles Elected Officials 
– Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa
– Councilman Ed Reyes
– Councilman Jose Huizar
– Councilman Tom LaBonge
– 5 Additional City Council Members

• LA County and Other Elected Officials
– 2 Los Angeles County Supervisors
– 1 Local Area Congressional Member
– City of Burbank
– City of San Fernando
– City of Santa Clarita
– City of Palmdale
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RECENT STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

• Business Groups
– LA Area Chamber of Commerce
– Central City Association (CCA)
– Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA)
– 6 Additional Business Groups Along the Corridor

• Local Community & Environmental Groups
– Neighborhood Councils
– LAUSD Schools
– Burbank Schools
– Glendale Schools
– LAPD Senior Lead Officers Along the Corridor
– North East Trees
– Physicians for Social Responsibility

Page 4

SCOPING PROCESS

• Scoping Objectives

– Identify Affected Public / Agency Concerns 

- Outlines Key Issues to be Studied in EIS/EIR 

- Provides Input to Detailed Project Definition

Comment Period:  March 15, 2007  – April 24, 2007

- Receive Written Comments

- Web-Based Commenting (Send to: comments@hsr.ca.gov)

- Develop Scoping Report
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LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE  STUDY AREA

Union Station
to Palmdale

27 minutes

Union Station
to Sylmar

11 minutes

Union Station
to Burbank

7 minutes
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PROJECT LEVEL EIS/EIR STUDY CORRIDOR

Alignments to be 
evaluated within 
Study Corridor 
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FUTURE STAKEHOLDER  OUTREACH  ACTIVITIES

• State and Federal Agency Technical Advisory 
Groups

• Regional Agency Technical Advisory Groups

• Local Community Technical Advisory Groups

• Project Design Workshops

• Newsletters

• Public Review of Draft EIR/EIS

Page 6

STATEWIDE PROGRAM EIR/EIS

• 700+ miles

• Connects Southern and 
Northern California
• Los Angeles
• Orange County
• Inland Empire
• San Diego
• Central Valley
• San Francisco Bay Area
• Sacramento

• San Francisco to Los 
Angeles: about 2.5 Hrs.
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LEAD AGENCIES

STATE
• California High-Speed Rail Authority

– California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)  

Lead Agency 

FEDERAL
• Federal Railroad Administration 

– National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)      

Lead Agency

Page 8

CONCLUSIONS OF PROGRAM EIS/EIR

• Evaluated multiple corridors to meet the purpose 
and need of the state-wide High Speed Train 
system

• Established preferred corridors to be further 
designed and studied in Preliminary Engineering and 
Project Level EIS/EIR

• Established engineering alignments that utilize 
existing infrastructure to the minimize additional 
right-of way acquisition 

• Established broader corridors where more detailed 
engineering design is required
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PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS REQUIREMENTS 

• Tier from an approved statewide Program EIR/EIS

• Meet State/Federal environmental requirements

• Evaluate the corridor alignment selected in the Program 

EIR/EIS

• Study environmental impacts at a site-specific level of detail

• Analyze project alternatives

(including numerous local grade separation projects)

• Study Transit Hubs / Intermodal Centers at: 

- Union Station, Burbank, Sylmar and Palmdale 

Page 10

PURPOSE OF STATEWIDE SYSTEM

• Connect Southern and Northern CA

• Provide a reliable alternative mode of travel

• Provide transit interface with:

– Commercial Airports 

– Intermodal Transit Centers

– Rail Stations

• Relieve capacity constraints of current systems
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NEED FOR STATEWIDE SYSTEM

• Provide for Projected Statewide Population Growth

- Projected HST ridership 86 – 117M riders/per year by 2030

• Provide an Alternative Transit Option to Demand on:

- Highways

- Major Airports

- Transit Systems

- Increased Passenger Demand for Rail

• Improve Air Quality

• Reduce Loss of Existing Natural Resources 
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FUTURE CHALLENGES FACING CALIFORNIA

Population Increases
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FUTURE CHALLENGES FACING CALIFORNIA

Transit Generation
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HIGH-SPEED TRAINS - TECHNOLOGY

France—TGV

• State-of-the-art System

• Electric-powered 

- Steel-wheel-on-steel-rail

• Fully Grade Separated 

- No vehicles/No pedestrians

•Double tracked with offline stations 
allowing for express service

•Proven reliable/safe technology 

- Operational throughout Europe and Asia

•Maximum speed of 200+ mph
Japan—Shinkansen

Germany—ICE
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POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS

• Reduces Highway Travel

• Decreases Fuel Use
– Energy Independence

– Cleaner Air

• Improvements to Existing Rail 
Lines
– Commuter Rail

– Freight

• Provides for Safety/Security

• Promotes Smart Growth

• Economic Opportunities

- Local Jobs
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA SYSTEM

Los Angeles to Bakersfield
via Palmdale

Los Angeles to Anaheim
(Future to Irvine)

Los Angeles to San Diego
via Inland Empire
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DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES STUDY CORRIDOR

Page 20

DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES STUDY CORRIDOR
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DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES STUDY CORRIDOR
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DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES STUDY CORRIDOR
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

• Air Quality
• Noise/Vibration
• Traffic and Circulation
• Land Use, Development, Planning, & Growth
• Biological Resources—FESA/CESA
• Wetlands/Waters—Section 404,401 & CFG 1600
• Community Impacts / Environmental Justice
• Parks and Recreational Facilities—Section 4(f)
• Historic/Archaeological Resources—Section 106
• Visual Quality & Aesthetics
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials
• Agricultural Land
• Flood Hazards, Floodplains, and Water Quality
• Construction and Operation Impacts
• Cumulative Impacts
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PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

• No-Build/No-Project Alternative
− No Major Capacity Enhancement

− Implement Funded Improvements Only

• High-Speed Train Alternatives
− Horizontal Alignments in Selected Areas

− Vertical Profile Alignments 

− HST Alignment and Station Options

− Burbank / Sylmar / Palmdale / Union Station

− Local Grade Separations – Combined Rail Uses
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TYPICAL STRUCTURES ALONG ALIGNMENT

• Portions of the

alignment will need

special structures to 
fit into built 
environment

• Structures could include:

• Aerial Structures

(bridges)

• Tunnels

• Trenches

• Hillside Cuts

Aerial

Typical Structures
Hillside Cut with Retaining Wall

Trench with Retaining Wall

Typical Structures
Tunnel
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KEY HIGH-SPEED TRAIN DESIGN ISSUES

• Access to Stations from Local Communities

• Connection with Other Modes of Travel

• Constructability of the HST System

• Power Supply / Energy Requirements

• Right-of-Way Constraints

• Safety and Security

• Local Station Plans and Development

J-25



Page 27

RESULTS OF PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 

• Authority/FRA - Approves Project-Level EIS/EIR

• Selects Preferred Alignment and Design

• Identifies Stations to be Developed

• Identifies Corridor/Right-of-Way Requirements

• Supports Local Community Land Planning

• Avoids/Reduces/Mitigates Environmental Impacts

• Establishes Agency and Community Partnerships for 
Project Implementation
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PRELIMINARY PROJECT  SCHEDULE

200920082007PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS

TASKS

Notice of Determination / 
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Final EIR/EIS

Public Circulation / Comment

Draft Environmental Impact Report / 
Statement (EIR/EIS)

Engineering and Environmental 
Studies

Scoping (Public and Agency)

Notice of Preparation / 
Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1Q4Q3Q2Q1
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CONTACT INFORMATION

California High-Speed Rail Authority

925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Carrie Pourvahidi, Deputy Director

Email: cpourvahidi@hsr.ca.gov

Telephone (916) 322-1422

Fax (916) 322-0827

www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov

comments@hsr.ca.gov

J-27



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

APPENDIX K 
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EIR/EIS Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets for the April 4, 2007 Meeting at the 
Glendale Public Library, Glendale, CA 
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EIR/EIS Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets for the April 5, 2007 Meeting Held at the 
MTA Boardroom, Los Angeles, CA 
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EIR/EIS Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets for the April 10, 2007 Meeting at the 
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EIR/EIS Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets for the April 17, 2007 Meeting at the LA 
River Center and Gardens, Los Angeles, CA 



K-30



K-31



K-32



K-33



K-34



K-35



K-36



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

Los Angeles Neighborhood Council Briefing Meeting Sign-In Sheets for the 
Meeting held at the Friendly Center, Los Angeles, CA 
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SPEAKER REQUEST CARDS FROM THE LA RIVER CENTER AND 

GARDENS SCOPING MEETING HELD ON APRIL 17, 2007 
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Pictures from the Los Angeles County MTA Headquarters Scoping Meeting 
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Pictures from the Sylmar Parks Recreation Center Scoping Meeting 



N-20



N-21



N-22



N-23



N-24



N-25



N-26



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
 
LOS ANGELES TO PALMDALE PROJECT EIR/EIS DRAFT 

 

 

Pictures from the Palmdale City Hall Scoping Meeting 
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED AT SCOPING MEETINGS 



Scoping Meeting Team Members Date/Time City/State Name/Title Question/Comments Issue Area Comments Type

Phillip Pearson, Teacher This route travels through highly congested areas.  How will impacts 
on businesses be treated so as to avoid the types of losses suffered 
in Metro construction under Hollywood Boulevard?  Will this service 
operate frequently enough and at low enough fares to compete with 
Metrolink serviece to LA?  What effects of the Central Valley heat 
and other extreme weather conditions on the system?  I am 
concerned that Southwest Airlines may approach this project as it 
did in the Texas project.

Alignment; 
Construction; 
Fares; Weather 
Impacts; Airline 
Opposition

Written

Cliff Johnson How will wildlife movement and habitat be protected in rural areas?  
How will road and traffic access to national forests be maintained?

Environmental Written

Thomas Langer, Engineer, 
LA Metro

The total elecrical consumption and the total demand kilowatts are 
rush hour.  How will this impact the power demands on some local 
areas?

Energy Impacts Written

Richard Seeley, Owner, 
Dick Seeley Gardening

I don’t really see any negative environmental problems with high-
speed rail, except probably some noise and ground vibrations.  
Since trains, high-speed and otherwise, take much less land in 
which to operate than freeways or airports, they are a definite plus 
environmentally in my opinion!  I think you should be sure to fully 
address the  positive aspects of high-speed rail.  I would like to see 
emphasis on the ability to link high-speed rail to inter-city light rail, 
etc.  I would like to see you promote a solid benefit analysis, 
financially and otherwise, that rail will bring to this state and other 
states over time.  We know that the cost is high and growing, but I'll 
bet the future benefits far outweigh the eventual cost of the entire 
project.  I would also like to know the Governor's positions on this 
project, as well as those in the Legislature who don't like this.

Noise; Vibrations; 
Connectivity; 
Benefit Analysis; 
Level of Support

Written

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Sylvia 

4/5/07 @ 3-5 
pm & 6-8 pm

Los Angeles, CA Raul Macias, Founder & 
President, Anahuak Soccer

Concerns regarding open space and noise.  There is little 
information available.  Need to pay attention to area youth and be 
more inclusive.

Environmental; 
Outreach

Written

Ivania Campos, Anahuak 
Soccer

Concerns regarding Taylor Yard and the soccer fields that are used 
for local recreation by young kids and teenagers.  Wants to see an 
alternative route, instead of going through the new park at Taylor 
Yard.  Our new soccer fields are placed there.  Hopefully your words 
remain true and you will help us teenagers keep our fields, which 
are going to keep us safe and out of the streets.  We understand 
that high-speed rail offers many benefits, but it also impacts youth 
in the area.

Alignment; 
Environmental 
Justice

Written

Giovanny Campos, 
Anahuak Soccer

Concerned about the potential loss of the soccer fields at Taylor 
Yard.  Wants alternative routes for the project.  What are the effects 
from the high-speed rail system?

Alignment Written

Jason Chan, City of Los 
Angeles

Transit-oriented development (T.O.D.) near Union Station would 
make it a great hub.  Will it harm/preserve farmland in the Central 
Valley?  Great open house.  Staff is very helpful and informative.

Environmental; 
Design

Written

Summary of Comments Received at Scoping Meetings (LA to Palmdale Segment)

LA Metro Headquarters (Board 
Room) Public Scoping Meeting

4/4/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm

Glendale, CAGlendale Central Library Public 
Scoping Meeting

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Sylvia 
Novoa, Julia Brown, Janice 
King, Lindsay Patterson, 
Lenny Malo, Rob Greene, 
Valarie McFall, Bob Rusby, 
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Scoping Meeting Team Members Date/Time City/State Name/Title Question/Comments Issue Area Comments Type

Summary of Comments Received at Scoping Meetings (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Sylvia 
Novoa, Annette Cortez, 
Consensus Planning Group, 
LA to Orange County Team 
Members (cont)

4/5/07 @ 3-5 
pm & 6-8 pm 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

Tony Jusay, Transportation 
Planner, METRO

Concerned with parking for the proposed stations.  Doesn't believe 
in supporting huge car parking lots for these stations.  Provide 
parking for bicycles and non-motorized and limit the amount car 
parking for these stations.  Encourage non-motorized travel to and 
from the station with parking for other modes, like bicycles.  EIR/EIS 
should address the amount of available space inside passenger 
cars for bicycle parking and storage.  Areas that will undergo 
electrification should be tied in with solar energy stations.  
Incorporate sustainable practices for design, construction, and 
operation.

Environmental; 
Design

Written

Aaron, Franklin Roosevelt 
Democratic Club

Go all the way to Seattle.  MagLev technology is way more efficient 
and more future-oriented.  I'm 23 years old, live in LA, and I think 
you shouldn't be scared of the crazy cult-like influence of 
environmentalists.  Humans first!

Design; General Written

Orlando Benitez, Anahuak 
Soccer

How long does it take to get from LA to San Francisco?  How much 
energy will it take?  What will some of the effects of this project be?  
Will we have soccer fields for the kids to play on?  I'm not happy 
with this project because it will impact my soccer team and we won't 
have that many soccer fields to play on.

Environmental; 
Alignment

Written

Ricardo Menchaca, Coach, 
Anahuak Soccer

Will this project affect  projects like Taylor Yard and construction 
sites from LA to Palmdale?

Environmental; 
Alignment

Written

Nick Maricich, Planning 
Assistant, City of Los 
Angeles

Concerned about wildlife corridors and linkages.  EIR/EIS should 
address transportation/land use coordination with local 
municipalities.  Great presentation.  Please do additional outreach 
to let more of the public become aware of the proposed system and 
its benefits.

Environmental; 
Outreach

Written

Eric Garcia How much electricity will be consumed by the train?  What about 
gentrification?  Will this affect the public in matters of housing?

Environmental; 
Environmental 
Justice

Written

Victor Menchaca This project is affecting our soccer field at Taylor Yard because 
that's where my team practices and sometimes has soccer games.  
I hate this project because it will take our soccer parks and it's 
going to affect the environment from LA to Palmdale.  Wants to 
know if the train will go underground, above ground, or pass 
through the existing soccer field.

Environmental; 
Alignment; Grade 
Separation

Written

Roxanna Menchaca, 
Anahuak Soccer

Will these trains be affordable to the community?  How spacious will 
they be?  High-speed rail could provide benefits, but it could also 
impact the community if it goes through parks or anything we use.  
Concerned about the train passing through the new soccer parks 
that serve the community.

Fares; Design; 
Alignment

Written

LA Metro Headquarters (Board 
Room) Public Scoping Meeting 
(cont)
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Scoping Meeting Team Members Date/Time City/State Name/Title Question/Comments Issue Area Comments Type

Summary of Comments Received at Scoping Meetings (LA to Palmdale Segment)

LA Metro Headquarters (Board 
Room) Public Scoping Meeting 
(cont)

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Sylvia 
Novoa, Annette Cortez, 
Consensus Planning Group, 
LA to Orange County Team 
Members (cont)

4/5/07 @ 3-5 
pm & 6-8 pm 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

T.A. Nelson, P.E., 
Engineering Consultant

Because of the residential density along this portion of the route, 
major attention will be needed to reduce the sound level emitted by 
passing high-speed trains.  This may require erecting side barriers 
a few feet high adjacent to the tracks on their supporting structure.  
Find a way to convince land developers and local officials in the 
Antelope Valley that a detour of high-speed rail through Palmdale is 
not in the best interests of most passengers, who travel between 
the San Fernando Valley, Bakersfield and beyond.  The Palmdale 
Airport can be served by Metrolink with a transfer provided to the 
high-speed line at Sylmar.  Why can the Swiss build exceptionally 
long tunnels through the Alps, but we cannot do the same through 
the Tehachapi Mountains?

Noise; Alignment; 
Grade Separation

Written

Sylmar Park Recreation Center 
Public Scoping Meeting

Carrie Pourvahidi, Dan 
Tempelis, Dennis Papilion, 
Sylvia Novoa, Lenny Malo, 
Rob Greene, Valarie McFall, 
Bob Rusby, Consensus 
Planning Group

4/10/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm

Sylmar, CA Michael P. Meyer, Principal, 
Itevis, Inc.

Assess the feasibility of a station at/near the junction of the I-5/SR-
14 interchange; potentially integrated with a new Metrolink station at 
that location.

Station Location Written

Palmdale City Hall (Council 
Chambers) Public Scoping 
Meeting

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Julia Brown, 
Bob Rusby, Consensus 

4/12/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm

Palmdale, CA Richard S. Wells, Director, 
Palmdale Water District

How will you come through the canyon via the Sylmar to Palmdale 
route to accomplish high speed through the canyon?  Metrolink is 
far too slow through the canyon.  Fast public transportation is far 
past its time to become a reality.

Alignment; HSR 
Speed

Written

Lennie Dean Webb, AVEG Soledad Canyon is a nice canyon.  The Santa Clara River is unique.  
The "Pacific Crest Trail" crosses the canyon.  The HSR should not 
dirty the canyon.  Hiking and riding corridors need to pass under or 
over the path in many places (such as PCT).  "Wildlife corridors" 
need to set up to connect the San Gabriel National Forest (two 
sides).  As an alternate, an elevated pathway near Hwy 14 would 
work better than Soledad Canyon.

Alignment; 
Environmental

Written

Kathryn Porter Save Soledad Canyon!  Also, concern for Pacific Crest Trail, which 
must be protected.  This is a great project which I support, as long 
as environmental concerns are adequately addressed.

Alignment; 
Environmental

Written

The title of the act that created the Authority needs to be changed 
and it should be called California High-Speed Transit Authority.  
This would offer real opportunities for progress and development, 
and have the State become leaders in high-speed transit by not 
using steel-on-wheel technology.

General Verbal

Get proposals from local high-tech aerospace companies for high-
speed transit.

General Verbal

Need to consider using a new generation of technology, especially 
because this is a seed for expansion because it could go all the way 
down to Mexico City and up to Seattle, although most people would 
take a plane for this.

Design Verbal

We need a system to serve the entire West Coast and I want the 
Authority to consider this and bring it to the attention of the 
Legislature.

General Verbal

Drew Angel
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Scoping Meeting Team Members Date/Time City/State Name/Title Question/Comments Issue Area Comments Type

Summary of Comments Received at Scoping Meetings (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Palmdale City Hall (Council 
Chambers) Public Scoping 
Meeting (cont)

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Julia Brown, 
Bob Rusby, Consensus 
Planning Group (cont)

4/12/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Palmdale, CA (cont) I'm a member of the Old Town Homeowners Group and we've 
never been opposed to having a train station in Palmdale.  
However, the site is a critical part of this.  We were told in initial 
meetings with the Authority that Palmdale Transportation Center 
wouldn't be able to handle the extra cars and people.

Level of Support; 
Station Location

Verbal

The train should come down off of the Vincent grade and shoot 
through the less populated area of Palmdale.  Keep the train at 
Vincent Station (the other Metrolink station in the Palmdale area).  
There's plenty of room and it won't impact homes.

Alignment; Station 
Location

Verbal

The train could also connect directly with Palmdale Regional 
Airport, which will eventually handle commercial flights.  This would 
make it more accessible for people from LA to use this airport and 
not have to use the people mover or shuttle bus.

Alignment; Station 
Location

Verbal

Metrolink station impacts neighborhoods and there's a school 
nearby.  Also concerns about toxic fumes from the station.

Station Location; 
Environmental

Verbal

Homes in this area are one of the first housing developments built 
between 1951 and 1952, and most have original residents living 
there.  These seniors are more susceptible to toxic fumes.  There's 
also a new high school being built in the area and a park that would 
be impacted by this project.

Environmental; 
General

Verbal

The Palmdale Transportation Center may need to be moved to 
connect it and make it more intermodal.

Station Location Verbal

Metrolink cuts Palmdale in half and high-speed rail should be above 
or below grade.  Emergency vehicles run into problems getting to 
the hospital because they have to wait for trains to pass.  I don't 
want high-speed rail to be responsible for any deaths in the 
Antelope Valley.  I've heard suggestions that high-speed rail would 
elevate all the train tracks, including ones used by the regular rail 
system and Metrolink.  The rails would start at Avenue S and come 
down after Avenue P or Avenue M.  This would free up Avenue Q.

Grade Separation Verbal

They just widened Avenue S to become a major transportation 
corridor.  Grade separations would improve transportation in 
Palmdale.

Grade Separation Verbal

A new hospital is being built around Palmdale Boulevard and Fifth 
Street.

Environmental Verbal

More alternatives for a station should be considered or moved 
further up Sierra Highway, but then you'd have to be concerned 
about Plat 42's safety protection zone for for flying in and out of Plat 
42 and Palmdale Airport.

Station Location Verbal

Palmdale is growing fast and they could possibly combine the 
Metrolink stops in Lancaster and Palmdale and put a station in the 
middle.  This would mean only one high-speed station for the area.

Station Location Verbal

Garry Cope, Old Town 
Homeowners Group (cont)
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Scoping Meeting Team Members Date/Time City/State Name/Title Question/Comments Issue Area Comments Type

Summary of Comments Received at Scoping Meetings (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Palmdale City Hall (Council 
Chambers) Public Scoping 
Meeting (cont)

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Julia Brown, 
Bob Rusby, Consensus 
Planning Group (cont)

4/12/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Palmdale, CA (cont) Supervisor Antonovich has supported the effort to have the high-
speed rail corridor alignment go through the Antelope Valley.  He 
sees construction of vital transportation infrastructure in the valley 
including the high desert corridor, inland port, improvements to SR-
138, and the HOV lane completion for entire SR-14.  High-speed 
rail will provide many critical benefits for the present and future of 
Antelope Valley.  High-speed rail will compress space and time 
between Antelope Valley and downtown Los Angeles, relieve traffic 
congestion from SR-14, and create growth and economic 
development opportunities enhanced by newly found access to the 
LA basin.  It will connect central rail and bus system in downtown 
LA and offer connections to other areas in Southern California.

Level of Support Verbal

High-speed rail will fulfill the mandate to regionalize air travel in the 
county by making LA-Palmdale airport a viable facility, which will be 
even more readily accessible than LAX from downtown LA.  
Antelope Valley will become a critical hub of future long distance 
commutes and economic opportunities.  

Level of Support Verbal

Need to link Palmdale Transportation Center to the airport to 
support air travelers using bus or train to access the airport.

Station Location Verbal

High-speed rail is part of Supervisor Antonovich's overall 
transportation infrastructure vision for Antelope Valley.  He doesn't 
want to have the population here first and then retroactively try to 
build infrastructure, like what's happening in the San Fernando 
Valley and Los Angeles.

Level of Support Verbal

Marta Williamson Kester, 
President, Old Town 
Homeowners Group

There are fairy shrimp in the area.  The City is using the same 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) from 1990, and no updated 
version has been done to my knowledge.  A Blue Waterline Study 
needs to be done because there's a seasonal creek/pond in the 
area.  There's also a habitat by these homes for coyotes and the 
Mojave ground squirrel.  They go over there to get food and water.  
Cranes also use this area.

Environmental Verbal

No one has done a study of the SR-138 bypass that's going to be 
created for rail.  There's a park near the existing station and all of 
the traffic from the station is dangerous for children.  Children walk 
near the station to go to school or to go to the park.  High-speed rail 
needs to study these issues.

Environmental Verbal

Crime is an issue in the area.  5th Street is where the parolees are 
dumped by the State and the County.  Many of them are sexual 
predators.  There's a continuation school across the street from the 
tracks.  Trains go by about 18 times a day carrying hazardous and 
toxic materials.

Environmental Verbal

I used to be on the mailing list for this project, but haven't received 
anything lately.  I used to get e-mails about meetings and I don't get 
those anymore.

Outreach Verbal

Old Town is mostly a minority and senior neighborhood and we've 
been told over the years that our homes would be taken in eminent 
domain.  I don't want my home taken.  

Environmental 
Justice; Right-of-
Way

Verbal

Norman Hickling, Office of 
Supervisor Mike Antonovich
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Scoping Meeting Team Members Date/Time City/State Name/Title Question/Comments Issue Area Comments Type

Summary of Comments Received at Scoping Meetings (LA to Palmdale Segment)

Palmdale City Hall (Council 
Chambers) Public Scoping 
Meeting (cont)

Carrie Pourvahidi, Mike 
Hawkins, Dan Tempelis, 
Dennis Papilion, Julia Brown, 
Bob Rusby, Consensus 
Planning Group (cont)

4/12/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Palmdale, CA (cont) Marta Williamson Kester, 
President, Old Town 
Homeowners Group (cont)

We told them before that the best location for high-speed rail was 
not where the station is.  The best location is between Rancho Vista 
Boulevard or Avenue P and Avenue Q, 10th Street East, and 20th 
Street East, where there's open land.  This would have been a 
much more successful transition from the airport with all of the 
amenities it has.  We haven't heard anything back about this idea.

Station Location Verbal

People don't want to have to take a trolley from the airport to the 
train station.  They will need something that will connect 
transportation from LA to Palmale Airport conveniently.  This won't 
be convenient because people will have to bring their baggage onto 
the trolley to get over to the Transportation Center .

Station Location; 
Design

Verbal

A station could be put over the hill where they're building the 
Centennial Project, which includes homes and businesses.  This 
option would have gone through Santa Clarita, so they could have 
stopped in the Santa Clarita area.

Station Location Verbal

The SR-138 bypass was supposed to go to Technology Drive for 
access to high-speed rail and the airport.  Antonovich's office and 
the City of Lancaster are working on bypassing the whole thing from 
Victorville into Lancaster.  The Palmdale Mayor is upset because 
Palmdale will be left out of the loop.

Alignment Verbal

I don't want to pay for a bond, and most people here are not going 
to vote for a bond to pay for this.

Funding Verbal

High-speed rail won't work in the Antelope Valley because very few 
people ride Metrolink.  Most times, the trains are empty.

Ridership Verbal

Old Town Homeowners Group represents 750 homes, not including 
the apartments in the area.

General Verbal

Alignment choices, safety of running HSR overhead, ability to move 
tracks to an area that won't disrupt underground streams or public 
walkways

Alignment; Design Written

I work on land use issues with the Glassell Park Improvement 
Association.  In many ways, I welcome this next phase in 
transportation.  There's a great fear that the alignment along the 
river, along the tracks that we have now, will do exactly the opposite 
of what we've been fighting so hard for, and that is to get the people 
to the river.  There may be some solutions to this problem and I'm 
very interested in what we can possibly negotiate.  In addition to the 
Van de Kamp site, which is a historical cultural monument, right 
across the street we're having another designation for a historical 
cultural monument status.  

Alignment; 
General

Verbal

The human element should be taken into account in the EIR.  We're 
trying to get our aquifers and natural underground water streams to 
allow them to continue down to the river and let the river do the job 
it was supposed to do, and cleaning the water as it flows down.  Is it 
even possible to have the train go underground?  If you had to 
encase it in cement, then it would completely obstruct that water 
flow.  Can the train go safely above ground, so that people can pass 
underneath it?

Environmental; 
Grade Separation; 
LA River

Verbal

4/17/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm

Los Angeles, CA Helene Schpak, GPIA 
(Glassell Park Improvement 

Association)

LA River Center & Gardens 
Public Scoping Meeting

Carrie Pourvahidi, Dennis 
Papilion, Sylvia Novoa, 
Janice King, Lindsay 

Patterson, Lenny Malo, Rob 
Greene, Valarie McFall, Bob 

Rusby, 
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LA River Center & Gardens 
Public Scoping Meeting (cont)

4/17/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

Helene Schpak, GPIA 
(Glassell Park Improvement 
Association) (cont)

A couple of years ago, the community had voiced their opinion 
strongly about the possible alignments at that time, and I was 
wondering if our comments are being taken into account and 
whether the community's perspective on this actually matters in the 
whole scheme of things.

Outreach Verbal

Can a section of the tracks be placed on Elysian Park land where 
the old rails used to run, to place them on the other side of the River 
away from Taylor Yard?

Alignment Written

Will the corridor follow the rail lines or will the project consider an 
alternate route?  For example, there used to be a rail line along 
Griffith Park, and you can still see some of the foundation there.  If 
some of the rail line could be put on the other side of the river away 
from Taylor Yard, that would make our new park more user-friendly.

Alignment Verbal

Grade separations--use cut and cover to keep unity for 
communities; access for pets and bicycles; transfer links and 
schedules

Grade Separation; 
Construction; 
Design

Written

On one of your drawings, the grade separation is below grade in 
what might have been the San Fernando Road alignment.  My 
concern is that such below-grade structures divide wht is either not 
really a neighborhood at this time, but could be in the future.  Will 
you consider doing cut-and-cover instead of building a huge trench?  
The Alameda Corridor infrastructure has the train tracks go all the 
way down Alameda under the road, and that has basically divided 
these neighborhoods.  It's like what they want to do with the 
Hollywood Freeway where they want to cover that and build 
apartments to sort of restore some neighborhoods.  

Grade Separation Verbal

To help guarantee that you reach your numbers for ridership levels, 
you should focus on ways to get people out of their cars.  My 
suggestion is to make sure your system for transferring links and 
things like that is really flawless.  Also, people should be able to 
travel on the train with their pets.

Ridership; 
Connectivity

Verbal

An alignment through Taylor Yard?  Why not go along the 210-134 
freeways? 

Alignment Written

 I have a letter from our Land Use Committee for the Greater 
Cypress Park Neighborhood Council.  We actually have our 
meeting tonight.  Right now we're not taking a stance on whether 
we're pro or con, but we're concerned about the rail going through 
Taylor Yard because we have a brand new park and a new high 
school going in.   We'd like to see the EIR as soon as it's ready so 
that we can comment and find out where the train's going to go.  

Alignment Verbal

Also concerned about particulate matter resulting from the train.  
This is the reason why the brand new high school is going to have a 
large setback from the current Metrolink train, because of the 
particulate matter causing damage to the kids.

Environmental Verbal

Andrew Sears

Jesse Ugalde

Rourk Reagan, Greater 
Cypress Park Neighborhood 
Council

Carrie Pourvahidi, Dennis 
Papilion, Sylvia Novoa, 
Janice King, Lindsay 
Patterson, Lenny Malo, Rob 
Greene, Valarie McFall, Bob 
Rusby (cont)
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LA River Center & Gardens 
Public Scoping Meeting (cont)

4/17/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

Rourk Reagan, Greater 
Cypress Park Neighborhood 
Council (cont)

The City has the River Revitalization Plan, and that, as with Taylor 
Yard, is one of the five nodes the City specifically identified because 
Taylor Yard has a lot of natural habitat and natural bottom to the 
river.  Will you tunnel through and ruin the water table?  Tunneling 
through might be a good option, but we just don't know that.

Environmental; LA 
River

Verbal

Community concern to protect hard won State parks; desire to 
avoid barriers; request grade separation.

Alignment; Grade 
Separation

Written

The Mount Washington Association Board met last night and we 
would like to study this further.  The State parks are precious to us 
and we're concerned that high-speed rail is going to establish a 
barrier for the new park either for wildlife or human enjoyment.  
Please consider grade separations.  I don't know if it's possible to 
go underground, but with the water table as it is, perhaps there's a 
way to build hillsides that the train could stay at its level to go 
through and then the possibility of a public crossing above on what 
would appear to be a hillside.

Environmental; 
Grade Separation

Verbal

Liquefaction along the LA River; Noise in Glassell Park and Cypress 
Park; San Fernando Road corridor zoning changing from 
industrial/commercial use to mixed use housing/retail/commercial 
use; safety regarding State Park High School and college along the 
train route.

Environmental; 
Alignment

Written

Your presentation focused mainly on the Taylor Yard State Park in 
Cypress Park.  I need to make you aware that Glassell Park is in 
the midst of revitalizing the area and to encompass the historic 
preservation efforts of Atwater Village and Glassell Park regarding 
the Van de Kamp site, where a proposed LA Community College is 
going in on San Fernando Road and Fletcher, along with the 
proposed high school that is supposed to go next to the Taylor Yard 
State Park.

General Verbal

Concerns regarding liquefaction along the LA River, earthquake 
safety, and noise pollution.  The area is changing from commercial 
and industrial into mixed use with residential/commercial/retail.

Environmental Verbal

I had asked about funding and was told that this would require 
something to go on the ballot as far as a state bond.  Now, if for 
some reason the voters turn this down, what is your next step?

Funding Verbal

Will Metrolink's current service from Palmdale into Los Angeles be 
replaced by this high-speed rail?  Are you looking to build new rails?  
How does eminent domain factor into this?  Do you have to acquire 
property?

Right-of-Way; 
General

Verbal

Hank Shaeffer, Mt. 
Washington Association

Question about slide #24 in the PowerPoint presentation.  Is this 
going to cost a lot of money?  What happens if the money for 
mitigations isn't there at the end of the EIR/EIS process?

Environmental; 
Funding

Written/Verbal

Laura Gutierrez, Glassell 
Park Improvement 
Association, President

Lynnette Kampe, Mt. 
Washington Association

Carrie Pourvahidi, Dennis 
Papilion, Sylvia Novoa, 
Janice King, Lindsay 
Patterson, Lenny Malo, Rob 
Greene, Valarie McFall, Bob 
Rusby (cont)
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LA River Center & Gardens 
Public Scoping Meeting (cont)

4/17/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

Tim Grabiel, Attorney, 
National Resource Defense 
Council

Will we go into the Draft EIR process without being clear on where 
the project is going or are you planning to have already worked with 
the community to come up with alignments and alterntives that will 
be studied?  At which stage of the process would you choose a 
preferred alignment?  Thanks for working with us instead of against 
us.  We don't like being spoken to without being spoken with.  How 
can we access the environmental and engineering studies for the 
project?  How is that going to be formalized?  If people are 
interested in participating in a project committee, who would I direct 
them to?

Environmental; 
Outreach

Written/Verbal

Sallie W. Neubauer, 
Citizens Committee to Save 
Elysian Park (CCSEP)

Your maps do not show the current "new" boundaries for Elysian 
Park.  There is a pie-shaped addition of 18 acres along Riverside 
Drive, northwest of Stadium Way.  CCSEP is very concerned that 
any route might damage Elysian Park, the park experience, and/or 
wildlife.  We also want to protect the other newly acquired parks, 
Cornfield and Taylor Yard, and not impede plans for future 
enhancement on the LA River, as is recently detailed in a 2007 
Master Plan Study.  Could you clarify the next steps in identifying 
routes for the project?

Alignment; 
Environmental; LA 
River

Written/Verbal

Gus Lizarde, Greater 
Cypress Park Neighborhood 
Council

What passage through Cypress Park is proposed?  How many 
more meetings will take place regarding this passage, now that El 
Rio de Los Angeles State Park is open to the public?  I'm in 
opposition of this project going through the Cypress Park 
community.  The new El Rio de Los Angeles State Park is opening 
soon and we don't want a trench through our new State park and 
the proposed LA River Revitalization project.  Supports the train 
going underground in a tunnel.  Concerned about contaminated 
water and the underground water table.  Tonight is our 
neighborhood council meeting and many people who would like to 
attend your meeting, will be attending our meeting instead.  HSR 
needs to hold additional public meetings.

Alignment; 
Environmental; 
Outreach

Written/Verbal

Alexia Teran, Greater 
Cypress Park Neighborhood 
Council (GCPNC), Outreach 
Chair, Education Co-Chair

Noise and vibration--how much?  Parks.  Tunnel or covered trench; 
We already have trains here.  Fencing along the way?  Safety.  
Supports local community and residents.  It took ten years to get the 
new park, and we don't want it ruined.  If the train goes through it, 
there is no way to for people to get by, without a bridge.  I've asked 
the local Councilman for a bridge to go over San Fernando Road for 
the safety of local kids.  There used to be two bridges in the area, 
with one of them being on Alice Street over San Fernando Road.

Environmental; 
Construction

Written/Verbal

This train will be only be acceptable for us if it goes underground.  
Nothing over the park itself.  The train should go underground and 
be covered so that the sound can be minimized.  We really don't 
want this train, but if you must, we want it underground.

Grade Separation Written/Verbal

Carrie Pourvahidi, Dennis 
Papilion, Sylvia Novoa, 
Janice King, Lindsay 
Patterson, Lenny Malo, Rob 
Greene, Valarie McFall, Bob 
Rusby (cont)
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LA River Center & Gardens 
Public Scoping Meeting (cont)

4/17/07 @ 3-5 
pm &  6-8 pm 
(cont)

Los Angeles, CA 
(cont)

Alexia Teran, Greater 
Cypress Park Neighborhood 
Council (GCPNC) (cont)

Many of the leaders in our community will be attending our 
neighborhood council meeting tonight, so this is not a good time or 
day to hold a meeting, because you need to hear from others.  I 
don't know how well this information was put out to the community.

Outreach Written/Verbal

Daniel Villao, Los 
Angeles/Orange Counties 
Building & Construction 
Trades Council

The Council represents a variety of affiliated construction unions.  
We are always very interested in projects of this nature because 
they represent jobs for our membership.  It's important to us that 
projects of this nature include local hiring and allow for a fair 
process in the distribution of contracts.  We are always interested in 
participating both on the local level and the statewide level in any 
advisory committee or capacity that the organization may need, and 
we'd be happy to make ourselves and our resources available 
should they be required.

Outreach Verbal

Sonia McIntosh I saw the meeting notice in the newspaper, so I decided to take the 
Gold Line here to listen to what they had to say.  Not many people 
are using the Gold Line except for the rush hour from downtown LA 
to Pasadena.  I hear that it's losing money and is $18 a person 
subsidized compared to buses.  Buses take you where you want to 
go, but now they want a rate increase.  We don't want a rate 
increase, just better service.  The MTA rail lines don't have that 
much ridership and they cost so much money.  The State is in 
terrible debt.  Buses are the solution to a city that's so spread out 
like Los Angeles and other counties too.  The cities and counties 
are in debt and should not be taking out more bond issues.  Thank 
you for listening to the public.

Funding; 
Outreach

Verbal

Carrie Pourvahidi, Dennis 
Papilion, Sylvia Novoa, 
Janice King, Lindsay 
Patterson, Lenny Malo, Rob 
Greene, Valarie McFall, Bob 
Rusby (cont)
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STATE COMMENT LETTERS 

S – 1.  Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 

S – 2.  Department of Transportation, District 7, Office of Public Transportation 
and Regional Planning 

S – 3.  Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal 
Resources 

S – 4.  Public Utilities Commission 

S – 5.  Department of Water Resources, Division of Environmental Services 

S – 6.  The Resources Agency, Department of Fish and Game 
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REGIONAL/COUNTY AGENCY LETTERS 

R – 1.  South Coast Air Quality Management District 

R – 2.  County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County 

R – 3.  Antelope Valley Transit Authority 

R – 4.  County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks and Recreation 

R – 5.  County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Land Development 
Division 

R – 6.  Metrolink – Southern California Rail Authority 

R – 7.  Metropolitan Transportation Authority, Long Range Planning Coordination 

R – 8.  County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks and Recreation 

R – 9.  Southern California Association of Governments 
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CITY COMMENT LETTERS 

C – 1.  City of Burbank, Community Development Department 

C – 2.  City of Glendale, Planning Department 

C – 3.  City of Palmdale, Planning Department 

C – 4.  City of Santa Clarita, Community Development Department 

C – 5.  Ed P. Reyes, Councilmember, First District 
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INTERESTED PARTIES LETTERS 

I – 1.   Natural Resources Defense Council 

I – 2.  Latham & Watkins for Forest Lawn Memorial – Park Association and Forest 
Lawn Mortuaries 

I – 3.  David Mootchnik, Southern California Communities Forum 
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APPENDIX Q 

SCOPING PERIOD COMMENT FORMS RECEIVED 
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