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Response to Comments of Lee Duboc, Mayor, City of Menlo Park, August 27, 2004 (Letter AL051) 

AL051-1 
The Authority acknowledges the City’s concerns.  Subsequent project 
level engineering will define the alignment (horizontal and vertical), 
right of way, power supply systems, and associated facilities to the 
extent necessary for identification of specific noise, visual, economic, 
traffic, and other environmental impacts and mitigations.  The level 
of information provided in the Final Program EIR/EIS is both 
adequate and appropriate for a program-level EIR/EIS document 
(please see Section 1.1 of the Final Program EIR/EIS regarding a 
“program-level” document).  Please also see standard response 
3.15.13.  Additional “photo-simulated” views and impacts on trees 
are beyond the scope of this program EIR/EIS.  Should the HST 
proposal move forward, visual simulations would be created and 
impacts on trees would be quantified as part of project-specific 
studies.  The HST system would be fully grade separated and would 
require complete grade separation of portion of the Caltrain right-of-
way utilized by the HST system.   

AL051-2 
Detailed environmental review at the project level (full disclosure of 
site-specific impacts) is required prior to final design and 
construction of any portion of the proposed system, regardless of 
the availability of project funding.  It is both adequate and 
appropriate for a decision to move forward with the HST system to 
be based on a program-level document.  The submittal of a proposal 
to a vote of the people of the State is exempt from CEQA (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15378 (b)(3)). 

AL051-3 
Acknowledged.  Issues related to the financing of the proposed HST 
system are beyond the scope of the program EIR/EIS.  The bond 
funding noted in the comment was proposed in legislation, not by 
the Authority.  Legislative proposals are exempt from CEQA (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15378 (b)(1). 

AL051-4 
Acknowledged.  See Standard Response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of David Macedo, Mayor, City of Tulare, August 27, 2004 (Letter AL052) 

AL052-1:   
Acknowledged. 

AL052-2   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4.  

AL052-3   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 
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Response to Comments of Thomas E. Margro, General Manager, San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District 
(BART), August 30, 2004 (Letter AL053) 

AL053-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.1.12. 

AL053-2 
Section 3.1.6, has been revised in the Final Program EIR/EIS to 
include the assessment of potential effects on existing transit 
ridership as a part of future subsequent analysis. 

AL053-3 
Section 2.4 No Project Alternative does not address specific 
improvement projects in the text or tables.  Instead, the highway, 
aviation and conventional passenger rail improvement projects that 
are included in the No Project Alternative are referenced in 
Appendices 2A, 2B, and 2C, respectively.  The Capitol Corridor 
Oakland Coliseum Station is included among the Conventional 
Passenger Rail Improvements in Appendix 2C.      However, similar 
to other local rail transit improvements, the Oakland Airport 
Connector project is not included in the No Project Alternative for 
this Program EIR/EIS, because it primarily will serve local travel.  
Instead, it is included in the projects for cumulative analysis.  
Because of this project’s relevance to access to the Oakland airport, 
a reference to the project has been added to Section 2.4.2 in the 
Final Program EIR/EIS.  The San Jose International Airport to Santa 
Clara Caltrain Station Automated People Mover project does not 
meet the criteria for inclusion in the No Project Alternative in terms 
of programming and funding, and therefore was not included. 

AL053-4 
The Authority has identified a potential station at Union City to serve 
Southern Alameda County and noted that future studies may include 
other concepts in the vicinity of the future Warm Springs BART 
station (please see Chapter 6A the Final Program EIR/EIS).  The 

Authority has identified a broad corridor between the Bay Area and 
the Central Valley containing a number of feasible route options and 
has proposed further study to identify a single preferred alignment 
option.  This corridor is generally bounded by (and includes) the 
Pacheco Pass (SR-152) to the south, the Altamont Pass (I-580) to 
the north, the BNSF Corridor to the east, and the Caltrain Corridor to 
the west.  The Authority will not pursue alignment options through 
Henry Coe State Park and station options at Los Banos.   

Future studies would include consideration of: (1) how and where 
the HST alignment from the Bay Area would connect with the HST 
alignment in the Central Valley; (2) how and where the HST 
alignment would enter the Bay area and would connect to Bay Area 
termini; (3) the location of stations within these segments. 

AL053-5 
At a conceptual level of detail of engineering, the HST/Caltrain 
infrastructure was designed so that it would not impact BART tracks, 
systems or stations along the proposed HST alignment.  Determining 
whether the use of the Caltrain right-of-way would prevent a 
possible extension of BART south of the Milbrae Station is beyond 
the scope of this program EIR/EIS process.  However, the document 
has identified that the right-of-way is very constrained, and that a 
new separate double-track guideway would not fit within the existing 
right-of-way.  The conclusion of the screening evaluation was that 
such a configuration would require high elevated structures, and was 
not considered to be practicable (see Section 2.6.9, Draft Program 
EIR/EIS). 

AL053-6 
The I-880 alignment under Lake Elizabeth is assumed to be parallel 
to the proposed BART alignment over 100 feet from the BART 
tunnels). There are not expected to be any construction or 
permanent impacts to the existing or planned rail lines as a result of 
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the HST tunneling.  These issues would need to be fully analyzed in 
future project level studies should the HST proposal move forward. 

AL053-7 
Forecasting the extent to which Caltrain or BART passengers might 
migrate to the HST system is beyond the scope of this program 
EIR/EIS process.  Nevertheless, the HST system and these 
local/regional commuter services are different and very 
complimentary, largely serving different transportation markets.  The 
HST service is focused on intercity trips between regions and not 
shorter distance commuter trips.  The HST system would be priced 
so that revenue from passengers would exceed operational and 
maintenance costs, whereas commuter services offer much lower 
fares to attract automobile commuters.  Ridership for local and 
regional transit systems (such as BART and Caltrain) would be 
expected to increase since these systems would connect to the HST 
system at multi-modal hub stations and would be attractive as 
“feeder” services to the HST system.  Potential ridership impacts 
from the HST system on local and regional transit would be 
evaluated as part of future project specific studies in the Bay area, 
which is when specific connection and coordination with these other 
services can be addressed.     

AL053-8 
Should the HST proposal move forward, the Authority will analyze in 
detail the impacts on existing transit parking facilities by HST 
passengers as a part of future project specific studies.  Section 3.1 
has been revised to reflect the potential for the HST Alternative to 
have potential impacts on public transit conditions in terms of 
parking and patronage levels as compared to the No Project 
Alternative.  Potential parking and public transit facility impacts 
would be identified in subsequent project level environmental 
review. 

Subsequent project level environmental review will address potential 
impacts on existing transit system’s parking and patronage.  The 
Final Program EIR/EIS has been revised to reflect the following 

statement regarding existing transit systems: “The HST Alternative 
may have potential impacts on public transit conditions in terms of 
parking and patronage levels as compared to the No Project 
Alternative.” 

AL053-9 
Acknowledged.  Should the HST proposal move forward, future 
project level studies will need to address in detail the potential 
impacts to BART and other local and regional transit systems, 
including impacts to transit parking.  The range of annual HST trips 
to San Francisco (boardings and alightings) for the HST ridership and 
revenue forecasts includes trips to/from the San Joaquin Valley cities 
(please see the CRA ridership reports referenced in the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS).  Section 3.1 has been revised to reflect the 
potential for the HST Alternative to have potential impacts on public 
transit conditions in terms of parking and patronage levels as 
compared to the No Project Alternative.  Potential parking and public 
transit facility impacts would be identified in subsequent project level 
environmental review. 

AL053-10 
The referenced sentence on Section 3.1.6, has been revised to 
include rail transit services. 

AL053-11 
The reference sentence includes mention of mass transit without 
naming the specific facilities or improvement projects.   

AL053-12 
The final program EIR/EIS has been revised to reflect the potential 
nature of a connection of BART to the Transbay Terminal as 
currently planned. 
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