Kris Livingston

From: Jeff Wolfeld [jeff_wolfeld@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, March 27, 2009 10:24 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: San Francisco to San Jose HST

Please consider the following as public comments to the Project Level EIR scoping
process.

1. Sound Walls

ofi

Action: Please study neoise impact at significantly greater distances from the track than e
would otherwise be considered. ne

Context: As you know, though sound walls may protect nearby listeners from some of the
noise, more distant listeners tend to hear MORE ncoise than what they would have heard had
there been no sound wall. I am concerned that the usual distances studied in a typical
EIR will include those nearby (who may experience less noise}, but exclude those more
distant (who may experience more noise). The net impact of installing sound walls may in
fact be zero, but the EIR could show it in a positive light since an insufficient
distance was censidered. This will give the Authority the false impression that sound
wzlls would ease neighborhood impact, whereas in fact they may not.

Guidelines: Please abide by the provisions of the City of Palo Alto Noise Ordinance, PAMC ﬁ#\
Chapter %.10 which read: }Sf;
"9,10.030 Residential property noise limits. rVD

{a) No person shall produce, suffer or allow to be produced by any machine, animal or
device, or any combination of same, on residential property, a noise level more than six
dB above the local ambient at any point

outside of the property plane.

{b) No person shall produce, suffer or allow to be produced by any machine, animal, or
device, cor any combination of same, on multi-family residential preperty, a noise level
more than six dB abeove the local ambient three feet from any wall, floor, or ceiling
inside any dwelling unit on the same property, when the windows and doors of the dwellin
unit are closed, except within the dwelling unit in which the noise source or sources maj
be located."

2. Sound Walls (#2)
Z

Action: Incorporating existing or develop new sound deadening material technology for use nlﬁi-
on sound walls.,

Context: As you know, though sound walls may protect nearby listeners from some of the
noise, more distant listeners tend to hear MORE noise due to reflection. It seems to me
that sound deadening materials can be used on sound walls in order to mitigate this
effect, though I have never seen such materials in use for this purpose. HSRA soculd
consider investigating and perhaps developing such technology, and in either case include
the cost of doing s0 in its cost estimates.

3. Maintain Safe Crossings During Construction

Acticn: During the HSR construction, it is vitally important that you ensure safe right- Aﬁ ;“Qﬁéﬁo‘
of-way crossings for children who walk or bicycle to and from schools. ®

NS
Contexi: Both Palec Alto high schools are leocated to the West of the tracks, and there is “nfu
significant pedestrian and cyc¢list traffic from children who live o¢n the East side. The 5&\
same is true for many of Palo Alto's middle and elementary scheools. The City of Palo
Alto has made it a priority to ensure safe walking and cycling routes for these children,
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and it would be the height of arrcgance and irresponsibility for HSR to disregard Palo
Alto's rules and standards.

4. Mid-peninsula station stop

I am forcefully against any stop in Redwood City or Palo Altec. It makes no sense. In §§2' s
your ridership analysis, I urge you to omit trips which begin or end in Palo Alto or -0 deﬁm
Redwood City. ?J

o Riders who live in or near Palo Alto or Radwood City who are heading for points sou rla\ﬁﬁhJ
of San Jose could easily travel to San Jose and board there, even using existing public
transit if necessary.

o Riders who live in or near Palo Alto or Redwood City who are heading for anywhere
north of San Jose SHOQULD take public transit. HSR's charter is clearly NOT to be a
commufer train, and plenty of other options already exist for these people.

o Riders who live anywhere OUTSIDE of Paloc Alio or Redwood City could just as easily
drive or take public transit to San Jose, Millbrae or San Francisceo as thay could to Palo
Alto.

5. Right of way for pedestrians and cyeclists

Action: Please ensure that the right of way for pedestrians and cyclists does not pose i&\ ‘ATCXW
more of an obstacle, even a psychclogical one, than exists today. ijthb¢h‘

Context: A significant grade rise over a potentially submerged tunnel may be such a
psychological barrier to cyclists, and such barriers will tend toward dividing the
community. This is especially important for rights of way that children use to go to
schocl, such as Arastradero/Charlston, Embarcaderc, and Churchill. Please note that bot
Palo Alto high schools are located to the West of the tracks, and there is significant
pedestrian and cyclist traffic from children who live on the East side. The same 1s tru
for many of Palo Alto's middle and elementary schools.

6. Suggested Alternative Design

Action: Rather than run trains at 125mph through suburban peninsula towns, please
consider running them at 7%mph =5 CalTrain does today.

Y
v
=y

Context: This would then remove the requirement to grade-separate the crossings. We
would still have clanging gates and horns, but we would not have diesel engine noise (dug
to electrification), we would have much less wheel-on-rail noise (due to lower than
125mph speeds), we would not need to build raised monstrosities that blight our
neighborhoods, and we would not need to incur the expense and potential ground water
impact of tunneling or trenching. You alse would not need to force riders from points
south to change to CalTrain equipment when they reach San Jose. You may have to lay
extra track, but that could be limited to siding sections for CalTrain trains to stop at
stations while HSR trains continue through. I'm not sure about the impact of freight
trains; if they're unpredictable in length and toe slow to reach designated sidings in
time for HSR trains to pass, then additional tracks may still have to be laid end to
end. However, they could all be at grade level.

7. Trenching or Tunneling

2

Action: Please consider running the HSR through trenches or tunnels rather than overhead.

W
Context: Will you honestly consider the trenching/tunneling alternative? As long as your
budget estimates are based on a preoposed design which doesn't ineclude underground
construction, and assuming that undergound alternatives are significantly more expensive,
any underground design will likely exceed the budget. What do you do when that happens?
Do you stop considering that alternative? I urge you to see it through and ultimately
increase your budget estimates if it turns out to make more sense from an environmental
impact perspective.

8. Inappropriate Comparisons with Foreign Rail Systems

2



Action: Omit any comparisons with European or Asian high speed rail systems for the
purpose of evaluating neighborhood impact.

Context:
high speed rail systems have produced either positive impact or no impact on the cities
they service and traverse, as a justification for the claim that HSR would be good for
ocur cities and neighborhoods. However, the fact is that rail systems in most EBuropean
and Asian countries do not pass through the middle of residentizl neighborhoods such ag

curs. They generally run along the outskirts of towns, not through residential
neighborhoods. Where they do pass through neighborhoods, those areas are generally
blighted.

It is true that many train stations are located in the town center, but it must be

recognized that historically, these towns grew up around the train staticn; and they gr

up at a time in history when the town center really was the center of town life.
were not inserted at the expense of existing housing, existing pedestrian and bicycle
routes, or even existing land use and noise policies. It must be recognized that desp)
the general desire of most Califcrnia residents to increase the use of rail for long
distance travel,
and not particularly focussed arcund a town center, .since they were built around the
notion that you could always drive from place to place.

They

Sincerely,

Jeff Wolfeld

Member of Charleston Meadows Asscciation
Pzlo Alto, CA

I have heard HSR representatives and consultants mention that European and Asign

local neighborhecods are considerably mere dispersed than European ones
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HSR.Comments
Tuesday-'f "; pnl 27,2009 3:31:PM

\ Pe fion Manual S:gnatures 06-06-2009:pdf; SF-S4 CHSRA Pefifion Onling

Rject:
._Attachments -l
‘S;gnaturesx=06—06-2009 pdf

From Sara Armstrqng [mallt saraannruth@gmaai com]
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009.2:31°PM

“To: HSR Commients; Spaethling; Dominic; Larry: Matie )
'_:.Sub]ect ‘San Francisco to San Jose HST

Please find two separate PDF doctiments.attached:oiraset.of sighatures-ona petition that our
.ne1ghb0rh00d cirpulated diring the scopiiig period, both brline and manually. :A: \ \

481 manual signatures
273 online signatures -

"Please note thit there may be a few duplicate-signatures:of people who signed both:the hardeopy (mariudl) and
-online petitions. Thank you for your attention.,

‘Sara Armstrong

President, Charleston Meadows: Association
h- 650-813-1858

1h - 408-396-4005
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Kris Livingston

From; HSR Comments
Sent: ’
To: iviry

‘Subject: FW: San.Francisco 16 Sa J6seHST '
Attachmentss HSR Seoping Letter Greenmeadow Apni 8, 2000:doc-

Fi ea!exus@gmali com {mallto ealems@gmaﬂ com] On Behalf
Senit: Mohday, Aptil 06, 2009.4:50.PM

To: HSR Comments

‘Subject: San Francisco'to:San Jose HST

izabeth Alexls

el

Pledise sce aftached seoping coniments from the Greenmeadow Community Association:. A copy is-also being) fhrO
pIng »

sentvia fax.

Ehzabeth Goldstein Alexis, CFP
Alexis.and Palmer Financial Advisors LLCE
ph (650) 384-0930
www.alexis=palmer.com

O-5(-3



Apeil 6, 2009

‘Dan.Leavitt, Deputy Director
Galifornia High Speed Rail Auithiority
9251, Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA,95814

RE: Greenmeadow Community Association’s:Scoping Comimeits for fhe California
ngh Speed Rail Authonty’s San Francisco To San:Jose High Speed Train
Environmental Tmpact Report/Envu'onmenta] Tmpagét: Stateinent

DedrMr LeaV1tt V——Z
Thank:you for the:opportunity to-comment on the Cahforma High Speed. Rail Adithority’s
(CAHSRA) Saity Franciseo to:Sar Jose: ‘High Speed Train:(HST) Environmental Impact: £
Report/Environmental Tmpact Statemierit (ElRﬂSlS) process. _

Uas
The ‘proposed HST would be Tocated along the Caltrain right-of Way in Palo Alto, directly:
across from the:Greenmeadow neighborhood.

Greenmeadow e
. { \O

¢ A h\éb

Greenmeadow is located on thegast side of Alina, between San Antonio Road.and
Charleston Road. ‘Greenmeadow, an Eichler neighborhood gonsideied an excéllent example
of Modermist archjtecture, was placed on thé National Register of Historic Places in 2005. A
single:story-overlay is in effect for the nieighborhood.

P—

Tmpacts

2 laenehe?
‘Whereas the Gfeenmeadow comtiunity is: demgned a8 a single. story neighborhood-of single= 4
family and multi-family homes with glass walls designed to-connsetexterior and interior L ol
ehvironmights, the EIR/EIS should study what the potential visual, noise; a 'diwbranon effects [-# (v bV
of all possible HST rail elevation options:mi ight be and how each: Qptiofimay ¢
exterior natural environment that the-Eichler-atchitectural design dehberately mtended o
corinect to the homes® interiors.

The homeswete désigned: Wwith walls of plate-glass windows. The EIR/EIS should stady f)m:hG‘Y\M
what potential 1mpacts on these theére would be on‘the. homes jii closest proximity-fo the raﬂ op N
tracks and examine potential mitigation strategies. LM@

The heart of the neighorhood is a Thomas Church-designed park, 4t the end.of Greefimeadow
Way. We would requiest’ that poteittial visual, noise, and vibration-effécts are studied. There is
a:preschool present in the.community center Togated ini the park.



#0 (o704 busmess
0ur nclghborhood 1840 strong suppm‘t of nelghborhood “retaﬂ centers The EIR/EIS should o

conﬁguratlons

Alarge housing project has been. approved on the borderof Palo. Alto and Motiritain VICW o], I [ fﬁ w
replacera Hewlett ackard oﬁ"lce_ ilding, Ais part.of that project, there were certain ingress ?\A
and egress provisions'made for‘Greenmeadow residents. The BIR/EIS should study the, CLW'h

lmpaot this projéct fnay have ot traffic circulation. Additionally; we-would ask to Benotified
of: any temporary or pefnanetit: changes proposed i the case'that the San Antonio:Road

overpass will be impacted by this project.

In-addition; a pedestrjan undercrossing:of Alriia: was & condition of prq;ect approval # o
impaét of this project on that indercrossing should be:studied. LA

The 1ocat10n of Gunn High School requires neigliborhood childremrto cross the wsilioadttacks

‘o get to school. Palo Alto Unified Sthool District does not provide school buses and many
students use bicycles.or take public transportation. Thepotential impact Gt Sife Rovtes to:
Schools should be studied for all alternatives, both. during construction and after;

+* l(ﬂ’v\laU&

+ lfhaﬁqoi arwlﬂﬁﬁ”‘

“The closmg of Charleston and/or East Meadow, even o tempor;aty 'basm ‘would: requu:e
( ?-qurc CoNviceS

mitigation negsures to eiisure safe transport'to school.

‘Greenmeadow is:a stakeholder in' the: Chiarleston/Arasterdero project, an effort to-calm traffic
and'i 1mprove pedesttian and bicycle: safety

PPV A
g,bmu\iad‘im/‘

The project assuines o sighificant inicrease in avito cothmuter Volumes so closing-either
‘Charleston Road or Bast MeadowRoad permanently would be extiemely detriniental the:
-goals of the projectand shiould riot be considered.

from vehlcu1ar trafﬁc and wou1d swmﬁcantly nnpact the abIIIty to Tatcr separate *the Caltram z E ; geFam;th\
cortidorshould beavoided.. .
‘San:Antonio’is the closest Caltrain station to-Gteerimieadow. Pléase study.an impactthat the (trébe 5
pro_]ect Wwould have on sérvice levelstothe station. , Chrzatoch6 ™

S.c_o,pmg comments general

‘We would eoncur with the:City:of Palo Alto*s SCmeg conmnetits. In particular; the EIR/EIS

shoild:
-] %[&ng
1. Address the impacts of the:-widened right-of-way, grade separafions, and constriiction 4| W

‘scenarigs on existirig tiges and other vegetation:. Evaluate the:visualdmpacts from
‘construetionof sound walls, berms o1 fencmg Provide fedsible: iitigation to
minimize the vishal impacts, including-extensive landscaping to screen the facilities
.or fencing asmuch aspossible.

[

2/4



2. Analyze and 1dent;fy mitigatiofi to.offset: the‘lmpacts of Toss (removal or-trimming) of
any profectedtrees and-vegetation:screening along the Calttaifiright-of-way
conslstent withi'the Clty 5 Tree“Techrucal Matiual Tree Value Rep]acement Standard.

3. Analyzethe appearance of any overhéad! eléstric powet supp1y for the trains, | [ pectreh ) <
’mcludmg Wires, supportlng poles thast atms; andinsulations. ’i:[ shik eQ.C

4. Evaluate construction: actmty-unpacts froim-conistriiction dust andconstriiction e mcﬁ"‘whm
' equlpmen‘t emissions for the varions-corridor thmns mcludmg at-grade, gleyated or
depressed including open trench and tunneling. :

5. Evaluate air quality’ impagts resultingfrom the increase in trdins along:the.corrider-as *|
well as-any increase in pollutants resulting from the high speed.of the ttaiiis: The AQ

potent1al foririctessed air quahty impacts from elevated tracks:should alsobe; °
analyzed.
Additionally, we would request that the noise, air quality and vibration impacts be measured (o5
ot simply-on:the:basis of the: change at a: smgie poinit i time, biit'the curulative change 2 | vibvthew

over differért penods of the-day, inclusive of all forecast rail travelin 2030(freight; Caltraln | K®
HSR).

Wewould-alsorequest that the “no‘project™scenario incorporate the use of “Quiet Zones™ as
these are azelatively-inexpensive way to: reduice ioise.and are clirtently in use. through the
Umted States-and under study: onithe: Peninsula.

Gieenmeadow appreclates the opportumty 1o. prowde these scopmg comments for the
EIR!EIS for the San Franciscorto.San Jose:HST Project.

‘Silii‘l@l:'f;‘iy,

Elizabeth Alexis
ClVloAffairs Commiittee, Greenmeadow Commumty Assodiation

Contact

Eljzabeth Alexis
elizdbeth@alexis-palmer.com

Phore (650) 0963018

349 Diablo Court Palo Alto, CA. 94306

Greenmieadow Commuhity Assocation
info@greenmeadow.org,

Phone:(650)494-3157
303 Parkside Drive, Palo Alto, CA 94306
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Aprl 6,2009

Dan Figaviw, Deputy, Director
California’ Htgh ‘:pecd RaiT Authdrily:
9251, Suewt. Siiite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814,

RE: Greenmeatdow Community ‘Associution’s Scopiiig Comiments for the. Califoruia
High Spced Rail Aithority’s Sau Francisco To:Sap Jose High Speed Train
Environmentat:Impact Report/Environmental Impact ‘Statement

Deat Mr, Toavitt,

“Fhank you: for the-opportunity to commynt o the Californta High: Spu.d Rail-Authority's I‘]‘ L\
(CAHSRA)Sdn Kranciseo o San.Jose High:S e d Teain (HSTY Envitoamintal Emp’tct
Report/Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) process.

The-proposed HST would-be |Qi;ﬂ'l_¢d_-aﬁi‘ong theCaltain right-of-way in Pale Alio; directly
actoss from the Gricnmendow iigighborhood.

‘Greemeénlow

Girecnmicadow is Tocated onithé vast side of Alnia, betiwesn Sap Aritunio-Road adnd

Charleston Road, (,reenmcadow, an Eichler nu;,hborh od considercd an excellent: ox,amp[:, W
of Modeinist arehiteélure, Was placed 6n the Natiohal Ragister of Historle Placésiin 2005- A WT
single:story overlayisin effect for the noighborhood.

Ympacts’ '
r b\
Wheteas the Greenmeadow ¢ommunity is-designed as asingle story ncighborhood'of. qmg!e

!imlly and mutii-family homis with glass walls desipned to copneet Exterioraid intcrior WN -
environinents; the EIR/ELS shotild study what the paiential visual, noise, and vibration ¢ffecis e
of all possible HS'T rail elevation options:might beund how gach-option may vhange the: 1 \/W
exterior natiital environment {hal’the Pichler architectumal designideliberately ;nttncigd T U
conneerto the homes ineriors. : 1

‘The'homes-were-designed with walls of plate-glass windows. e BIR/EIS shonld sudy
what poté” '|mpacts i these:thirg woild be-onihé hames indlosest. PROXTTIEY 36 Thit y ratl
tracks and cxamine poreatial mitipation:sieafegics. .

b .\,am.nurm ¢ attiter: !acaiud in ihc Pk




APE 06,2009 2i:10 000-000-00000 Page 2

Qur peighburhood istin strong t.upport of neighborhood rétail cénters."The: EIR/EIS shoutd
stidy: the Toipacton the viability ol the: pldnned Alma Plaza” shopping center lorall %

.ut)nfi:_guratmns

A larpe hiouding project has been appraved onih bordet:6f Palo-Alto:and Mountain View 1o 1 ‘H’"
riplacea lewlett-Packard ofTice building: As-part-of that project, there were-certain inpress

and egréss provisions made for:Greenmeadow residents: The EIR/RISishiould: 8ludy kg
1mpau zlnsfpx.o;ecl ray haveon traffe ciroulation. Additionallyswe would agk to be. notitied
of‘any témpg wy or permanent changes proposed in the case thatthie Saf Antonio Road,

overpiss willbe impacted by-this project; \ ar
In addition; & pedesirian, prdercrossing of Almd wais 4 condition:of prajeet approval. Any\‘gy W

imipuct G this project on that unr.lc.rumss’mg shotild be stdicd.

The focation of Guin ] gl Sechool redquires neighboroad children to cioss tha ratlrudiiricks &l [” &

fo gettoschanl. Palo Alto Unitied School Disiriel dous ot provide school buses and many: W
setidents big b:oyeics ortake nubhc transportati 1, "THi: pntehna! m‘mac( on-sife Routes o SUA/ .
Schoolsishould be-studicd Torall alternatives; boih diring construciion and ffer. 5 '

The closing ot Charleston and/or East Meadaw, even‘ona temporary- bdb!b “would requive; ,\-ﬂ‘;l
mitigationmeasniesT1o ensure s safe transpart 1o seliool,

Greenmeadow isa stakeholder inthe Chirlestor/Atastsrdert, projoct, an effortic calm 4raffic | \ ,-}-.ﬁ)—%‘/c

.ahd:improve pedestrianaand bicyclesafety:

gl he “mj_cct as:,umw ne mgmitcanl im.reas'a 'ih aufe commuter volumes:so ¢losing either

t[y would bé extrimely détrimerital 16 the

tmm i h
cnrﬂdor"shou!d be avmdcd

San Antonio iy thie clasest Catirain: “staition-to: Grécnmeadow, Plessestudy am lmpactﬂ\at the _,H, 2
project would have on service levels to the station.

Seoping comments general

We.wnuld woneur with the Cuy of Palo Afios scoping commenis: In purlicular, the BIR/ELS

,] 4 HLO
BV

44 U8

1. I\_dgl__ress. thie impacts of the:widened right-ofsway., grade scparations, ._3and gemstrctio
scenartol Gnexistmg tregs and other. vegetation. Tvitluate the vistial impacts; from
cnnu.truchon of spund walls, berms-ar-fencing, Provide: feasuhir, miligation to
wilhimize thie vistial lmpacts. ingluding’ Gxtensive landscupmg to-séréen the facilitics

ar fencingas much as possible.

213
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2 Analyzs urid iden(ily mitigation to offserthe impagts.of loss (remioval or feimming) of -;A: \
-any profeeted wees-and vegelation sereening a[ong the Caltruin-rights of Ay e) LO
consistent withithe ct[y’s 'Free Technical Manuial ’1 Tes Vatue Replaccmcnt Stindard:

3, Anulyze the appearange: of dny vyerhead electrics pawer supply for-the trains.
including wires, xupp&)nmg, poles, mast:arms, and Tnsulalions.

4, Lvaluate construction act vity 1mpdus from:canstruction dusl.and: cunstructlon Mm

equipinent Smissions for the varigus. cortidor- 0p110n.s including at-grade, clevated or \v ‘ -
depressed includingopentrench:and wunneling,

5, Evaluate sir: qualily impacts resittting frdm:the incréasé 3 traing ; oihg the gorridor 88 JA’ \ l/[, :
wellas-any increasein: p”olluldﬁts resultmg feom thi high speed of the teains; The @U(ZW '
potential for increased air qua]ity impuets ffont &levated tracks should also be: _

ana!yzcd

Additionally, we wouild I‘Lqucqt that'the rigise; gir qunlity and-vibration impacts. be measured "IL”\
h6t.simply on the basis:ol the change at 4 single point.in tirie, but thi agmulative change

over different periodsofthe day, Inglusive vl forecast rail travci in 2030(freipht, Caltraip,

I8R),

We would also retjucst that the “ho fprq]s,u" seenatio ncorporate e useof “Quist Zones™ oy ,A/ g :
wheseare o rdatwciy inexpensive-way to reducesnoise and are currently. frruse through the

‘United States and under study on:thie Ponifisnda.

"(“ fcnmsadow appregiales the Spportunity'to. prowde these stoping commigntsfor the.
EIRVEIS for the'San Francisco 1o San Jose:HET Pioject.

L =tk

Contact

Elivabeth Adexis

(.h.rsilu.lh wWale s..p.ahm.r sugi

1 "50) 9YG-8018

'349 I)u{b]o Courr Palo Alte, CA 94'306

Grecnmeadow € ‘m munify Asgocation

303 rarksldcbme Palo Alio, CA 94306 - .
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Kris Liv‘i‘ngston , o _ -

From: Penny EIIson [peﬂson@pacbelt nét].

Sent: Thiirsday; April 02,2009 12:45 PM

To: HSR Commignts

Ciér _ 'Dan Dykwel's RSwent@pacbe!t niet; ‘Lynn Drake!; ‘Robert Golton'; *Keévin: Skelly*
Subject ~ Sanfrancisco to San.Jose HST

Attachmeénts: HSR Scopmg doe.

Comments from Palo Alto:Gouncil of PTAs Exectitive Board and Traffic Safety Committes re:. San.Francisco 1o San Jose: j& \
HS‘!‘ are: ATTACHED. Please confirm receipt via-email “reply”. :

Thank you.

Penny Elison;.Chair
Palo Alto. Council-of PTAs Traffic Safety Committee

d-se Fi-



Palo.Alts Council of PTAs

PTA ) vy il

25 Ghurchlll Ave
Palo Alto CA,; 94306
650-326 0702

April 2, 2009

TO: Dai Leavitt, Depnty Direstor California H1gh SpeediRail Authority
FROM; 'Palo Alto Council of PTAs Traffic Safety Committee

SUBJECT: -Scoping Comments-on the California High Speed Rail Authority’s
San Francisco-to San.Jose High Speed Train (HST) Envircmmental
Impact Report/Enwroninenta] Impact. Statement (EIR/EIS)

Introduction: City of Palo Alto'Safe:Routes to School Policy Context \ P 5
_Pilo Alte Unified School District:(PAUSD)-canipuses were designed as neighborhood. \ 1’&; <
*schools.and so have limited facilities to accommodate automobiles. Also free school
‘busing is net provided in-Palo Alto. Therefore, it:is. absolutely essential to maintain safe
’pedestnanfbicycle eofinections to every caimpuis in the school district because school sites: :H" \
anid most suironnding public:steeets cannot support a significant increase in auto
coiniiter voluthes.

In2006,44% of surveyed PAUSD elementary school childrenieported that they walked
orbiked to school. An additiohal 10%1ide abus'6r carpdol. Similat suryeyshave not r\o\ \&
been dohe 4t secondary schiools, but recent bike counts at secondary schools for October ’gw

2008 are:

Gunn High School, 600 bikes, representing 31% of students ‘ ' SW

Palo Alio High School, 520'bikes, ‘rep::esentmg 30% of students

‘Teiman Middle School, 210 bikes, representing 32% of students

Janie Lathrop Stanford Middle;School, 351 bikes, reptesenting 38% of students
Jordan Middte Sehool, 495 bikes, representing 53% of students

e 8 & &

Many mote students walk and ride-public transit to PATISD middle schools and high
schools. These numbers are substantial when one considers 11,345 students and 1,600.
faculty and staff travel to PAUSD schools each day, each of them potentially generating \

O -SC-\P



morhing-and afternoon daily car fiips if othér transpoitation'modes are not convenient A % r(
andsife. (Datd received 3/20/05 Tiom PAUSD Attendahcs Dept Jafid on 324709 froni PAUSD ‘Hiindn Resourees .
Dept.)

‘Safe routes to school are suehia high pnonty in planmng for land use and fransportation ,"}, ‘
{hat the Palo Alto Comprehenswe Plan specifically organizesiresidential land use around
swalkable; bikeable.centers, including schools (Goals L-3, L-8 and I-6 and Policy T-28
addressithis and: Policy T-40'states: “Continuett pnenﬁze thie safety’ ‘and comfortof’
school chﬂdrenm street inodification projects that affect school routes s, Goal T-3
specifically cites the need to overcome “physical barriers like the Caltrainstracks and
fregways” in: development of the city’s bicycle system.

Policy T-14: Improve pedesttian and bicycle-accsss to and betwesn local deéstinations, :‘\T-‘ --»\-\1&% o )
inchuding public facilities, schiools, parks;.open space, employrient districts, shopping o
centers; and multishodal transit. stations.

Program. ‘T-19: Develop, periodically update, and itiiplemeiit a. bloycle facnhtles

improvement program and-a‘pedestrian. facilities improyerment prograi that dentify and ;‘1' I ToFF e
piicritize ciitical pedestrian.anid: bicycle Tinks to parks; schiools, retail centers, and civic

famhhes

Further as-an outgrowth of these-policies.and goals, in 2003 the City of Palo Alto

designated-a-Schoel Commute Corridots Network, -asibset of Palo Alto®s street system qé? ‘

for: Special consideration it infrastructure improvement and travel safety enhancement. o
{See link-to Adopted School Commute Corridors Network Map /t v v{gx
hitp:/fwww.citvofpaloalto.org/eivica/filebank/blobdload:asp?BlobID=3921 ) This

‘network: “compnses a comprehensive and continuous sysfem:of fravel routes lmkmg

:residential neighborhoods to public:schivol sites in Pale Alto.” The adoption of the School #: / p<
‘Comnaute Cottidors Netwoik included a statement-of policy by the City of Palo Alto that §:,l,\.m\5
“principal school commute.rotttes be given priority for public Investment purposes and be

accorded enhianced review as regards proposdls for new commiercial driveways and other

street changes.”

PAUSD school s:tes are heav:Iy used, not only. for educational purposes; but also:as
commuiriity.and recreation: centers during afternoons; everings.and weekend hours. _L

This background is given to establish that by nécessity avery Hi ghpohcy priority is M
placed on prov.tdxng safe schivol estiivte: toutes for PAUSD students using aliernative |

rodes (especially bicyclingand, walking). This priority is consistent w1th Stateand
L Federal Safe Routes to-School priorities.

Potential Impacts of HST on Palo Alto Safe Routes fofSc‘hool,

The Palo Alto Coungil of PTAs Traffic Safety Committee. rcspectﬁllly requests that the
following issues and subjects be studied in the project level BIR/EIS for the Cahforma
High Speed TrainProject from San Francisco to San Jose.



We cancur with City of Palo Alto’s(CPA) requests that the EIR/EIS:

1} Provide-a: comp]etc analyms ofall linearrail corridor ejevatmn options ncliding at—grade,
elevated; or depressedincluding open tréndh and fumneling. - All options, particirlarl mneling!
option, shonld be:evaluated to: the same:Jevel of deiail as the cleyvated-track proposaltd Tovide
adequafe mformanon to he pubhx ' _,e.enmronmental économic, Visual, and operational

grade separatedCaItram ccmneenons to!ﬁ-om ;San Franms, i
‘Caltrain-access anid speeds and-driciuding possible:reduction i thi nymber of tracks reqmred in the
Calirain corridor:

Any and alI a}ternatwes 'thal would ﬁot mvolve acqmsmon &f: nght-of-way shéuld be fullyM :
evaluated in the EIR/EIS.

'5). Hiclude an altemative that does not retain freiglit service o the Caltrain | right-of-way betweer
San Tose afrd San Francisce.and. the requisité freight sépvice: design requlrements 5 accommodat
diesei—powered fraight traing that coild preclude othet HST alternatives that wiould be mast
appropriate.and enwronfn nially. sengitive for thé Periinsula.

" The-commijtiee-requests that the EIR/EIS: study the potential effects.of various linear: Tail{ =

‘eorridor elevatiori optionis.on school toutes and PAUSD facilities, includinig p0551ble
‘displacernént of the bike path that ririy through the Caltrain ROW ox the east border of
the Palo Alto: High Sehool campus: parallel to campus classroom buildings and connegts

ﬁ({gvaﬂ{ﬂ;\t

10 the Town & Country ROW. : 1
R s

We also request that.the study: give special attention to provision of safe, grade- separated.

pedestrian/bicycle erossings at all-of thie iriterssctions ideritified ‘in the €ity: of Palo Alto -.Qp‘b

School Committe Corridors Network, mcludmg

" S 8 & & &

Thése CrOSSINgS ate designated school commute route iritersections with the proposed
futuie HST tracks, providing sast/west bicycle/pedesttian access to PAUSD school sifes,

“‘Homer

Embatcadeéro
Chiutchill
California
East-Meadow
Charleston

and otherdestivations throughoutthe day:



Weexpect thatgrade: separated crossings-will be provided at:all.of these intersections, that "&/ \ Q&.\'C_,

these mtersections thl accommodate blcyciists‘ and pedestnans accordmg to-the Best practices

.change to these
mtersectzons should be: carefu]ly stu 1ed glvmg part:lcular atferition to the effects that
sneh change ortraffic diversion might have on'the-safety, convenience, and comfort of
designated schoel commite routes for RAUSD stidents.

A1 RS

Long:term. costs of transportation mode shiff related to any changes to the school )V 54\0@\5

‘commute corridors, network should also be studied.

Construction Impacts —
‘Werequest that the EIR/EIS study the. impacts of dny changes to- designated school
‘commute routes that may occur during construction. Particularly, it is important to know
‘what effect road closures, planned detours.or other diversion: ofpedesman, bicycle-and
autotraffic. tmay have of schooi coffimute routes., Transportation made shift caused by
such changes: dunng Gonstraction. may need to be mlhgated ‘to the extent that they: may
generate auto traffic in excess of what PAUSD campus-facilities (driveways-and: parkm‘g/J

lots) and swrrounding public streets can accommodate, ‘Provisien of temporary school
“ ‘busing:might’be-considered as-amitigation.

"We thatik you for givirg otr comments yout thoughtful attention,

‘Sincerely,

Penny Ellson, Chair and Elementary Schools Representative, Palo Altor Councﬂ of PTAs
Traffic Safety Committee:

Lyinn Drake, ‘Middle Sehiools Representative, Palo. Alto Councﬂ of PTAs Traffic Safety

Coinmittee

Richard Swent, High Schools Representative, Palo Alto Council of PTAs Traffic Safety
Committee '















;;Kr.is. Livingston

From: - Carole: Hyde [chyde@stanford edu}_

Sent: Moriday, April06, 2009°10:59 AM

To: fH ments

Subject: _ ‘Comments: regardtng Grade Separation’in Menlo. Park
Attachments; High Spesd:Rail.rif . .

‘Deat Mr. Leavitt, please Find attached a letter From the Palo Alto Humane: Soc1ety regarding, 4%“<\K(}0 E
High Speed Rail constr'uction issues at Qak Grove and Ramnswood i Menla Park. Thank. you. ?

Carole Hyde: (Palo Alto Himane Soc1ety dlrector)

0-3(8



Apiil 6, 2009

Mz, Dan Icawtt, Deputy Director:

ATTN: San Franciseo to Sin Jose HST Project BIR/EIS
Californiy Fligh Speed Rail A’llﬂlont}"

925, Street; Smte 1425 -
Sactathento, Califoraia; 9581[4

RE: Comments from Men:dlStceet business tesidents feparding grade
separatton 4t Ok Grove aitd Ravenswood in Menlo: park:

Dear M. Leavitt:

The Palo-Alto-Humane Society program and admisistiative ofﬁses are
‘housed at:520 Santa Cruz Avenue in thebuild ig at 1125 Merrill
Street, Meilo Patk. We ate concerned that Full uh]lzaucn of the cuirrent’
CalTiain right-of-waj of Meirill:Stret 4t the Ménlo €rain station would.
setiously diminish the:ability of our-clientele to access ouroffice, In
addition, weare.concerned that the proposed reconfiguration of parking
o Megall Street with fiew: dlagona] parkiiig-on’'both sides of the sirest,
will greatly exacerbate parkmg problems and create further. hindrarice to,
access-to ouroffices and services: -

Please itichide 2 oneJanie OBE-gAy street fo allow thafficto continue togef

through Merrill Streetand tomaintain the parking | spaces cutfently
svailable to the:Mid:Peninsula Anima Hospital at 1125:Merrill.

A et

We ate also concerried aboit apimal efittapinerit in'a below-grade frérich
.and ask that you plan-te mitigate and prevent that.

Last, we wouild benegligent in our advocacy for animalsif we.did hot
cncourage 2. ﬂdetsh:p policy-on thenew Hzgh Speed Rail-to include
coftipanion anifnals travelinig with their-ownets.

e

e ot

Tigok forward to yourconsideration of and: response to thege concej:nsj A\L MGV\

Carole Hyde
Eiecutive, Diteetor

O3



g":@._h
PALO ALTO
HUMANE
QCIET






















&T SAN JOSE

March 01,2009

Mir.. Dan Leaviit; Depuity Director

Afti. SatiFrang¢isco fo San Jose, California High-Sjiced Rail Authority-
925'L Street, Suite 1425

Sacraimento, CA 95814

RE: Comments on Scope of San Francisco to:San Jose HST Project EIR/EIS
Dear Mi: Leavitt:

The purpose of this letter is to-offer comments-on behalf: of the San Jose Arena Managemierit Corporaiwn
regarding:the above referenced EIR/EIS for the SanFrancisco to:San Josehigh speed rail project. We:
have Keen irterests inthis pro_] eot relatnfe to thesserviee that will be provxded for HP Pavilion customers
andrelative topotential Impacts on the ongoing successful operation of HP<Pavilion.

_____

thoroughly analyzed through the EIRJEIS process

a) Impacisen parkzng{or HP Pavilion. HP Pavilion-customérs presently are effuctively served ’J"L ‘ e; Lo

by a comibination of on-site:and off-site parking facilities: It is very important to preserve. Ata
sufficient, convemenﬂy lgcated spaces for HP Piavilion chstomers. Questions to.bé vesolved.
includer

al) ‘What i the expéoted parkmg demand for the Dicidon’ hlgh speed fail station and how wil
th15 demand be.met?

a2) Towhat extent 'will the projett cause any changesto on-site spaces serving HP Pavilion?
-}fany such: changes are: annclpated what:impacts would be-caused for functions that now:
‘occurin'the-on-site, parkmg Tot, e.g. circus staging and-action sports events?
‘a3) To-what extent will the -pioject caise any changes o off-site spaces serving HP Pavilion?
a4y To what extent-does the project envision provision of parking facilities thataré shiared
‘between high speed railand HP Pavilion users? Tothe extent such parking facilities are:
plalmcd ‘What steps-would be takeh to €nstire: avallabllity of paces for HP Pavilion customers.
when they arrive foran event?

b). Tmpacts on.traffic.access.to and from-HP Pavilion. 1tis very importarit to-presefvea high .’.H-, ]
quality level of service:for metorists fravelinig to.and from events at HP Pavilion: Questions
fo'be résolved iriclude:

bl) To what extent-will the project cause increased Volumes and. congestion at intersections
near HP Pavilion.during the: hotr of 6:30 to 7:30 pan.on a‘typical weekday?

b2) To what extent will the project cavse increased delays formotorists entering orexiting
particular on-site or offisite. patking. facilities for HP Pavilion events?

§25 West Sodia: Clart Street Sén: Jose Califorfio. 95143
T 408,287,4275 F408.999.5797 wenwilppovilio nciS

—



‘Mir: Dan Leavitt 2 March 01, 2009

b3) To what-extent wonld the p - broj et Tiivolve elostre of §treets oF parkmg access logations
used by HP Pavilion customers?

¢} Impacis on.special transportation functionsfor HP Pavilion; Ttis ¥ery important'to: maintain
effective:operations for multiple spee lffransp ortation functions that-oceur:at HP Pavilion.
To, what extent would the project impact siich: functlens which inclide taxis, limousiies, and
auto-drop offfpick.up?

d) Impacts on the safety-and czonvemence of pedesman movements:to-and front HP Pavilion. Tt 11:!‘/
is ¥ portant.to preserve high quality serviee for pedestrians walking to and:from HP \
Pavilioirevents, Questions:tobe resolved iriclude: W
di) Towhatextent would the project.affect exisfing pedestrian'movements to and from HP:
Pavilion?
‘ d2) What provisions would be made for persons walking between the Diridon-High Speed
Rail station-and HP Pavilion?

¢) Impaets diring construction. Ttds very important to preserve effective traffic, parking, and. | !i ( _
pedestrian operations for HP:Pavilioi diifing construction of thie Diridon: hlgh speed rail

station. Questionsio béxe.sol*;fed ‘incinde: { I\M '

1) What is the.expected.duration.of construction forthe Diridon station and'track bed alog :& ‘

thie HP"Pavilion, property?

e2) Whatare’ the principal stages of constructionTelated to impacts on'traffic and/or parking ,\-(‘»J@C\_-C— ,
for HP Pavilion and what are the expected start and.end dates for each stage? _{...W
e3) To whatextent are trafficaccess toutes:and/or parking for HP Pavilion customers CMW
affecied during the various constrictionstages? If any negative impacts. -would oceut for HP \ V\/@A-
Pavilion traffic and or parking, what'mitigation measures will be;applied'to alleviate.the:

inpacts?

). Impacts on image of HP-Pavilion. 1t is very important to preserve the existing high quality H- -é
image: and. appearance of HP: Pavilion, We understand a prehmmazy conicept for, the Difidon: :
Station includes structured: parkmg on the existing parking lot-on the-westside:of HP' ‘ A 8\ )
Pavilion. Tn:addition t6 faajor quéstiong dbodt the fimetionality of sucha parkmg structure,
we:also have serious-concemns about the extent to which such-a parking structuré would
impact the image of HP Pavilion,

analyzed through theBIS/EIR for the-Sari Francis¢o fo-San Jose HST Project. ‘Werequest that you keep
us closély-informed regarding progress on this EIR/EIS, and we Jook forward to coordinating with staff r
from your agency.and consultant team, together-with staff from the City of San Jose:and Arena Authority, 1224

o this importarit project Thank you for addressmg issues lmportant to'HP Pavilign.

As previously expressed; we respectfully request that'the issues identified in'this Jetter be:thoroughly \ & ’I ' %

‘Sineerely,

SAN JOSE ARENA MANAGEMENT CORPORATION

JimGoddard .
Executive Vite President & Géneral Manager



Kris Livingston

From: HSR Comments

Sent:: ‘Tuesday, April'21,.2000 3:16:PM
To: Kris Livingston

Subject: SF-SJ SCOPING:COMMENTSOF SAVE'OUR TRAILS
Attachments: SF 5J HST SCOPING LTR img01949[1).pdf

'From' Bruce‘rchmm [rnatl‘ A Rt g o st

+ Monday, ‘April 06,2009 3: 34 PM

' Cc' tals:at@comcast.netf LAmes@aol.com; "richard zappelli*

. ‘Stibject: SF-SJ'SCOPING COMMENTS OF SAVE OUR TRAILS ' oo
Pléase See atfached letter. J—_tp It ’lquVO
Brice Tmh:mn

177 75-Monterey Street
M gan H;ll orY 95037

THE DOCUMENT(S) Ac, _,,"MPANYmGTmS EIMATL TRANSMISSION CONTAIN INFORMATION WHIGCH IS'CONFIDENTIAL AND:
PRIVILEGED: THE INFORMATION IS INIENDEDT('BE FOR THE USE OF THEINDIVIDUAL OR COMPANY LISTED ABQVE. IF-YOU
ARENOT THE INTENDED REGIPIENT; BE AWARE, THAT ANY DISCLOSURE, COPYING, DISTRIBUTION OR USEOF THE CONTENTS OF
“THIS E-MATL INFORMATION 1S PROHIBITED IF YOU BAVE RECEIVED THIS E-MAIL-IN ERROR, PLEASE CALL COLLEC’IZ THE, ABOVE
TELEPHONE NUMBER TMMEDIATELY, SO THAT WE MAY RETRIEVE THE DOCUMENT{S] FROMYOU: THANK YOU:

O-SC- 7



ViaFacsimile (916 322-0827&:E-Maﬂcommems@hsrca oy

Eaw OrFrce Oy

 BRUCE TICHININ, IN€.
27775 NORTHMONTEREY STREET:

MORGAN'HILL; CALIFORNIA H5057
‘LELEPHONE (108) 779-9104
FACBIMILE(208) 7782702

Achininggailic.eom

Apiil 6, 2009

M. Dari Leavitt, Deputy Ditector
‘Califorria High-Spéed: Rail Authority

Attn: San Frantisco to.San Jose:

Re:

Deat Mr. Leavitt;

.group -b_‘f;-a"’e;éidén;“_s,gnqzneighbofﬁpo- associations deﬂica'tégd_{g‘(j féss’.ijstihg local
governments.to defend, dcquire, construct and maintain the Santa Clara County Méstér
‘persons; ‘

L

Scoping Commients of Save Our Trails

Kindly be'adyised that 'ani the dftorney for Save;Our Trails, apublic inferest
4 I\ e / “

‘We respectfully, request thattheforthcoming BIR do/ifie following, in detail:

Identify all points and reschies of the High-:Speed Trin ‘track (“HST") for the'San: wrach é
Franciseo t6 Sdn Jose System that will cross or approach any-existing or proposed. | 4 | ZA{LONONS
trail route {as identified ifi:the-General Plan, of other frail planning document; of OFWS{)MQ/ =
the Courity of Sarita'Clara orany Gity jn Santa Clara County) withis a distance PO,

thatma: ‘afversely.img act:the; “‘gu oyment” or peaceiul experience of the mh oA

trail forany users:as azesnlt of any noiss, vibtation, air citfent; or other sensory |¥ | ¥} * g
impact{including nhaesthetic sight or smelly from the construction, operation, | $1- QD“SF’V‘
maintenance-or repali of gither the tiins, or the tracks, or other train: i
infiastucture.

Tdentify which of the f@l;cgQinjgfgpbténﬁaﬁéidf\?ewé impacts are significant, and 4 ‘@W—Em'?*d%
which, if any, are insignificant, and justify any conclusion of insignificance:

For each potentially:significant irpact; identify and-discuss altematives or |
mitigation.measu &$ that-will either eliminate the Impact o reduce it16a level of
insignificanes, inchuding, without limitation; (a) undergrounding the HST at thesel

sonvivsnmend=]
WP

O-8C-{7



Mr Dian Leawtt, Deputy Director
009:

Page 2 of2

CTOSSINgs:0r proximity reaches, or{bYconstrycting: above»grade erossing for either:
hietHST or thesfrails: '

THank you for your kind consideration of the-foregoing,

Felct Taisia McMahon;, Chair: Save Otir Trails
BT: 6z









From: HSR-Conments .

‘Sent:: Tuesday, Aptil 21,:2000:3:16 PM

To: Kris Livingston T

Subject: - FW: San: Franicisco:to SapdoseHST
Attachments:, SILVAR _San Frantisco fo.San Jose HST Project EIR_EIS,pdif

SRS e G s

dam Mcntgomery [riailts:amontgor ery@siivar.org]
L Monday, April: 06,2009 3:20' PM
To:: HSR Comments )
- Subjéct: San; Francisco to San-Jose HST

Pledse contact te if you have any questions;

Thank yori,,

Adam Montgomety
Go¥erhment Affirs Director
Silicoti Valley Associatibn of REALTORS®
19400 Stevens Creek Bivd. £100
Cupertino, Ca. 95014
408-200-0100 (Main)
408-200-0108 (Direct)
650-223-4597 (Celly
0101 (Fact

Wikw.silvar org

This e-nail and any attachments may-contain.confidential and
Privileged information. T you are, tiof the intenided recipient,
_pIeéﬁcvnoﬁfy‘ihﬁf_seiider*imQIBﬂihf ¥ by return e-mil, delets this
‘e~imail ahdidqsft'my.any:'cqpies; Any dis$eminafion or tse of this.
information by a person othet than the iritendad reeipient is
nanthorized and may beillegal. '

@"«SC- H :



April 6,2009

‘California High Speed Rail Authority:

925 L Street; Suite 1425.
Sacraments, CA
95814

Atths San Franeiseo to:San Joso HIST Project EIR/EIS

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

Thank you fo allowing mé the opportunity tocomment and provide questions on bebalf - hyo
ot the Silicon Valley Association of REALTORS® (SILVAR) regatding the scope of the | < e

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the San Franciscoto San Jose High-Speed Train
segment. ~

SILVAR represents over 4,000 teal estate professionals in San Mateo afid Santa Clara.
counties. We-advocate for the creation of new hoinedwhership opportunities:and
initiatives aimed at keeping otr fégion a grest place fo work-and call home. We have
‘several questions regardinig'the proposedl San Francisco to-San Jose: segment that we
request be-addressed in the draft EIR. -

“Whichi patoels o porfions thereof, if any, along the propdsed segment will be planned for |
eminent domata under each of the studied projects? How will the values:of propertics to ves
) - i&u Pro%g

“be taken by eminent domain be determined? What is the estimated costof purchasing
fhiosé propetties.in‘eath of the studied projects? Whenand how will the srinent domain
process commence-and concliide?

Tn-certain cities individual community mémbers have voiced concerns that damage has
already been inflicted-on propettis along the Caltrains comidor asaresultof thehigh ), () W@ﬁﬂ
speed rail proposal fesulting inca diminution in-valte. What darnage (physical, value; A M
asthetics, etc), if any; will theré be-on private propeity’ before, during-and after aaty-of !
the-studied projects? What impacts by the new segment will cause this damiage and what
stéps, and at what cost, can be taken toumitigate them? Will there be aty just
compensation made for that damage and How will it be determined? How does the. corent [, | Lond B2

use or zonitig of impacted propertics dictate the type-and severity of potential damage, J@P\Q 0

and what are the most compatible types laiid uses for the studied projects?

&

19400 Stevens Creck Blvd.,:Suite 100 » Cupertino, CA-95014
Phone: 408.200.0100 » Fax:408,200.0101 » www.silvar.org



Will there be: oppor:tlmmes for the new segment io mzmmjze, reduce or eliminate: any'
existingnegative impacts: by existing transif infastructure on private property?If'so,
which iixipacts gnd how?

WilL sy ofthe studlcd prc)j jects for this sepment lead tothe. d:splacement ot.rethioval o
‘grotind wiater? How much water will be dlsplaced and how mghttbls impact the :ﬂ(l Sm [S
foundstion. of ticighboring propeities? (T

" Welook forwardto parficipating, i ﬁxture Tiestings: xegardmg the' Enwronmental It;p_z_zct‘ :

Report anid Stuidy for the San Francisco-to SanJose H:gh—Speed Trainsegment, and
Teviewing the: response’ fo-our questions:in-tinie.

I you hke more mfonnauon regardmg our questions please contact me at: 408-200-0100




Kris Livingston - o

“rom; HSR' Comments.

:ent ' Tuesday,; -April 21 2009 2 58 PM

Tor ' “ Kiis:Livingston

::ub]ect an. “Francisco to San.Jose HST

Aftachments:. R __San Francisco to. San JoseHST PrOJect EIR_EIS.pdf

From' Steveand.l" ie ¢ | R

To: HSR Comments
Subject: San Franciséo to Sat.Jose HST

AW\
Lo

Mir, Dah Leavitt.

N6t siife if this Was mailed or emailed o today...

Steve-Quattrone

Os8(-20



Silicon Valley

v Association of REATTORS®

April 6, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt,

Deputy Director

California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA

95814

Attn: San Francisco to San Jose HST Project EIR/EIS
Dear Mr. Leavitt,

Thank you fot allowing me the opportunity to comment and provide questions on bebalf
of the Silicon Valley Association of REALTORS® (SILVAR) regarding the scope of the
Environmental Impact Report (BIR) for the San Francisco to San Jose High-Speed Train
segment,

SILVAR represents over 4,000 real estate professionals in San Mateo and Santa Clara
counties. We advocate for the creation of new homeownership opportunities and
initiatives aimed at keeping our region a great place to work and call home. We have
several questions regarding the proposed San Francisco to San Jose segment that we
request be addressed in the draft EIR. '

Which parcels or portions thereof, if any, along the proposed segment will be planned for
eminent domain under each of the studied projects? How will the valuss of properties to
be taken by eminent domain be determined? What is the estimated cost of purchasing
those propertics in each of the studied projects? When and how will the eminent domain
process commence and conclude?

In certain cities individual community members have voiced concerns that damage has
already been inflicted on properties along the Caltrains corridor as a result of the high
speed rail proposal resulting in a diminution in value. What damage (physical, value,
assthetics, etc.), if any, will there be on private property before, during and after any of
the studied projects? What impacts by the new segment will cause this damage and what
steps, and at what cost, can be taken to mitigate them? Will there be any just
compensation made for that damage and how will it be determined? How does the current
use or zoning of impacted properties dictate the type and severity of potential damage,
and what are the most compatible types land uses for the studied projects?

19400 Stevens Creek Blvd., Suite 100 ° Cupertino, CA 95014
Phone: 408,200.0100 » Fax: 408.200.0101 « www.silvar.org



Will there be opportuml:zes for the new segment to minimize, reduce or eliminate any
existing negative impacts by existing transit infrastructure on private property? If so,
which impacts and how?

Will any of the studied projects for this segment lead to the displacement or removal of
ground water? How much water will be dls.placed and how might this impact the
foundation of neighboring properties?

We look forward to participating in future meetings regarding the Environmental Impact
Report and Study for the San Francisco to San Jose High- Spaed Train segment, and
reviewing the response to our questions in time.

If you like more information regarding our questions please contact me at 408-200-0100

or at amontgomery(@silvar.org.

Sincerel




Kris Livingston

From: HSR Comments

Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2009 4:06 PM

To: Kris Livingston

Subject: FW: San Francisco to San Jose HST
Attachments: 090406 Leavitt HSR. pdf

----- Original Message-----

From: Anne Fisher [mailto:afisher@bikesiliconvalley.org]
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009 12:18 PM

To: HSR Comments

Cc: Corinne Winter; caryl gay@yahoo.com

Subject: San Francisco to San Jose HST

Greetings, S
# || wihHo

Please see the attached letter from the Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition to Mr. Dan Leavitt
regarding the High Speed Rail Project.

Anne Fisher

Executive Assistant

Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition
P.0. Box 2447

San Jose, CA 95155
408-660-7175

FAX 488-213-7559

Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Use
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April 6, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

VIA EMAIL
Re: San Francisco to San Jose HST Project EIR/EIS
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition, which supports bicycling for everyday
transportation in Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties, is writing to comment on the
proposed high speed rail (HSR) project between San Francisco and San Jose. There are
several important considerations that should be addressed within the scope of the project
both to ensure access to the growing number bicyclists and to minimize negative impacts
on the region.

R

1) All stations should be easily accessible by bicycle, both for persons riding to (46 o
the stations, and for persons bringing their bicycles to the stations via other transit
systems,

oW
a&gn .
%(%@m
%2 GOV
a9\

2) All stations should have safe bicycle and pedestrian access through the
stations as well as covered and secure bicycle parking near the entrance. This
parking should be weather-protected, located in a well-lighted area where it is highl
visible and safe, and accommodate an adequate number of bicycles. Please note tha
8-10 bicycles can fit in one automobile parking space.

% A \ U\rGEA
3) All trains should provide adequate on-board bicycle capacity. Bikes should [ (V, j{))
be permitted to be brought aboard without the need for boxing or special L\‘j
disassembly. We expect that demand for on-board bicycle facilities will increaseas

the high speed rail project moves forward.

4) As part of the EIR process, a study should be performed to determine where :ﬁ—(\’h(kfg ¢

it would be feasible to construct a multi-use pathway in the HSR right of way, with am[gj{\ﬁ\/\
estimates of the costs for such construction. Such a pathway could function as a
“linear park™ in more urbanized areas, and, depending on location, could provide |4t 26[ m@/\'ﬂ«j
safe routes for HSR patrons to access stations in an efficient manner.,

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Corinne Winter
Executive Director
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Kris Livingston

From: Geoff Browning (Campus Minister) [geoff.browning@stanford.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2009 2:23 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: San Francisco to San Jose HST

Hello, o

T am excited about the prospect of HSR throughout California and that is one ] “froef

reason I voted for Prop 1A last fall. However, T am alarmed from what I have Arancpire

heard regarding the lack of sensitivity to local concerns for aesthetics, noise, and :{7 Pl b

what some have called arrogance. Heavy-handed tactics threaten the completion 2“’&””
[

of this project and will probably endanger future expansion throughout California,

Please take into consideration local concerns for noise and aesthetics so we don't ':I | e
end up with lawsuits and ill will that will surely threaten future projects. Acthhobis

Thank you,

Kes, ¢Mﬁ Eﬂmﬁy

Campus Minister
United Campus Christian Ministry
Stanford University

OS2





