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Comment Letter AL078 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Douglas C. Chotkevys, City Manager, City of Dana Point, Office of the City Manager, 
September 7, 2004 (Letter AL078) 

AL078-1 
Acknowledged.  These comments have been forwarded to Caltrans 
for consideration in their program environmental review of LOSSAN 
rail improvements.  Please see standard response 6.41.1. 
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Comment Letter AL079 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Richard L. Earnest, Mayor, City of Del Mar, September 7, 2004 (Letter AL079) 

AL079-1 
Acknowledged.  These comments have been forwarded to Caltrans 
for consideration in their program environmental review of LOSSAN 
rail improvements.  Please see standard response 6.41.1.  
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Comment Letter AL080 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL080 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Marty Bryant, Director of Public Works, City of Irvine, September 7, 2004 (Letter AL080) 

AL080-1  
Acknowledged. 

AL080-2  
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.7. 

AL080-3  
The safe operation of the HST system would be of the utmost 
importance.  To this end, the HST Alternative is described as a “fully 
grade separated and fully access-controlled guideway with intrusion 
monitoring systems.”  This means that the HST infrastructure (e.g., 
mainline tracks and maintenance and storage facilities) would be 
designed to prevent access by unauthorized vehicles, persons, and 
animals. The capital cost estimates include allowances for 
appropriate barriers (fences and walls), state-of-the-art 
communication, access-control, and monitoring and detection 
systems.  All aspects of the HST system would conform to the latest 
Federal requirements regarding transportation security as the system 
is developed and implemented.  Information has been added to the 
Final Program EIR/EIS to more fully address this issue of safety and 
security (see Section 2.6.2a of the Final Program EIR/EIS). 

AL080-4  
The LOSSAN Conventional Rail Improvements are not being 
considered in this Final Program EIR/EIS and are the subject of the 
Caltrans LOSSAN Rail Improvements Program EIR/EIS (Draft 
PEIR/EIS SCH # 2002031067).  These comments have been 
forwarded to Caltrans for consideration.  Please see standard 
response 6.41.1. 

AL080-5, & 6  
Acknowledged.  Subsequent project level environmental review 
would address specific community impacts and potential mitigation. 

AL080-7  
Please refer to Section 3.2.3.B: NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE VS. 
MODAL AND HIGH-SPEED TRAIN ALTERNATIVES; Passenger Cost, 
for a discussion of fares and other passenger costs for each of the 
modes considered.  These figures are based on the Business Plan 
prepared by the Authority.  HST fares would be set in the future. 

AL080-8  
More detailed engineering will be necessary for subsequent project 
level studies to determine the specific improvements to the track on 
this existing corridor.  The capital cost estimates presented in 
Chapter 4 of the Final Program EIR/EIS assume that existing tracks 
are replaced. 

AL080-9  
The economic growth analysis (See Chapter 5) was conducted for 
forecast years of 2020 and 2035.  The 2020 forecast year is 
consistent with analyses that were conducted for other resource 
areas, while the 2035 forecast year provides a longer time horizon to 
consider full market response after completion of the proposed HST 
or Modal Alternative.  Year 2035 results are described in this 
Program EIR/EIS because they provide a better reflection of the full 
growth inducement potential of each alternative, as well as a better 
understanding of possible secondary effects. 

AL080-10  
As part of the LOSSAN shared use corridor, the HST system would 
use an overhead catenary power supply system.  Other types of 
power supply such as third rail systems are not feasible in a shared 
use corridor or for very high-speed trains.  
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AL080-11  
Table 3.2-16 is based on the Authority’s Business Plan analysis, 
which did not include service to Orange County.  The table is 
presented for representative purposes, only.  Orange County service 
is included in the Authority’s preferred system of alignments and 
stations and will be reflected in subsequent studies. 

AL080-12  
Issues pertaining to sustainable capacity are different for shared use 
corridors as compared to dedicated HST corridors, due to the 
constraints of sharing the same infrastructure.  The capacity of the 
shared use corridor is summarized in Section 6.6.2 as follows:  
“Operational analysis suggests range of between 18 and 45 HST 
trains a day in each direction, depending on schedule and the 
effectiveness of a joint operating plan that would have to be 
developed in partnership with Amtrak and Metrolink.  These 
estimated HST service levels assumed 16 Amtrak and 29 Metrolink 
trains daily in each direction.”  Passenger flow and systems 
integration are very detailed issues that will be addressed in 
subsequent project level analysis, when the proposed infrastructure 
and system operation will be defined with more specificity if a 
decision is made to go forward with the proposed HST system.  

The conceptual design of passenger stations, including off-line 
stopping tracks, is presented in Engineering Criteria, January 2004. 

AL080-13  
The capital cost estimates presented in Chapter 4 of the Program 
EIR/EIS include full grade separation for the HST and high-end 
conventional improvement options (these costs were also in the 
Draft PEIR/S).  It is beyond the scope of the Program EIR/EIS 
process to include a financing plan. 

AL080-14  
Site-specific impacts and potential mitigation will be identified and 
addressed during subsequent project level environmental review, 
based on more precise information regarding location and design of 

the facilities proposed. The more detailed engineering associated 
with the project level environmental analysis will allow the Authority 
to further investigate ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate potential 
impacts.  Once the alignment is refined and the facilities are fully 
defined through project level analysis, and after avoidance and 
minimization efforts have been exhausted, site specific impacts and 
potential mitigation measures will be addressed. 

AL080-15  
The paragraph refers to the length of the HST alignment and station 
options that would potentially affect highly sensitive land uses as 
determined in the land use analysis documented in the Los Angeles 
– Orange County- San Diego Land Use and Planning, Communities 
and Neighborhoods, Property and Environmental Justice Technical 
Evaluation, January 2004.   

AL080-16  
Revised as noted. 

AL080-17  
The Newport-Inglewood and Rose Canyon Faults are crossed 
multiple times by Modal and HST improvements.  Please refer to the 
Los Angeles – Orange County-San Diego Geology and Soils Technical 
Evaluation, January 2004 for a full description of the names and 
locations of active faults identified. 

AL080-18  
The possible station location at the Irvine Transportation Center is 
considered a terminal station.  Ideally, each terminal station would 
have a light maintenance and storage facility as close as possible to 
the terminal station location. The desirable configuration for such as 
facility includes tracks for “lay-up” (storage) of trainsets, a Service 
and Inspection (S&I) facility for safety inspection and light 
maintenance, and a train washer located on the yard approach track 
for exterior cleaning prior to daily operation.  In addition, adjacent to 
the S&I facility, on a separate track, is a wheel truing facility capable 
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of accommodating two cars at a time.  An employee administrative 
and comfort area would also be included. 

The system would only require one main heavy maintenance facility, 
yet four possible locations were considered for the PEIR/S to assess 
the likely or representative impacts associated with such a facility.  
Specific siting and design of this facility would be completed during 
subsequent project level analysis. 

Conceptual designs for the prototypical maintenance and storage 
facilities are described and illustrated in the Engineering Criteria 
report, January 2004. 

AL080-19 
The HST Alternative does not result in lesser population growth as 
contended by the commenter.  Text on page 5-12 and Table 5.3-5 
indicates that HST Alternative would result in about 700,000 more 
people in affected areas than the No-Project Alternative in 2035.  
The Program EIR/EIS notes that the population and employment 
forecasts are similar, but it does not state that they are identical.  
Characterizing the statewide results as “similar” is appropriate given 
that the difference between the system alternatives (700,000 people 
and 450,000 jobs) is relatively small as compared to the 20 million 
additional people and 10.5 million additional jobs between 2002 and 
2035. 

AL080-20  
Specific track improvements, construction staging, and construction 
period operation plans would all be addressed during the subsequent 
project level studies, when the proposed infrastructure and system 
operation would be defined more specifically, if a decision is made to 
proceed with the proposed HST system.   

AL080-21  
The Harvard Avenue grade crossing is converted to a new 
undercrossing (i.e., road under rail) for the HST and High-Build 
Conventional options.  This improvement is included in the cost 
estimate and environmental analysis. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  4-344

 

Comment Letter AL081 
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Response to Comments of John Morgan, Associate Planner, City of Laguna Niguel, September 7, 2004  
(Letter AL081) 

AL081-1 
Acknowledged.  Subsequent project level environmental review 
would address specific impacts and mitigation.  Please see standard 
response 6.41.1. 
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Comment Letter AL082 Continued 
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Response to Comments of James L. de la Loza, Chief Planning Officer, Metropolitan Transportation Authority, 
September 7, 2004 (Letter AL082) 

AL082-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1.  The Authority 
and the FRA will continue to work with the MTA and SCRRA if the 
HST proposal moves forward.  The preparation of a financing plan 
for the HST system is beyond the scope of this program EIR/EIS 
process.   
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Comment Letter AL083 
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Response to Comments of Julia E. Greene, Executive Director, San Joaquin Council of Governments,  
September 7, 2004 (Letter AL083) 

AL083-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS is 
a program level environmental document.  The Authority and FRA 
believe that the impacts from noise, impacts on local traffic, and 
impacts on agricultural lands have been investigated adequately at a 
program level.  Should the HST proposal move forward, more 
detailed project level studies will be required.  Determining the 
potential financial impacts of the proposed HST on other 
transportation investments is beyond the scope of this program 
EIR/EIS process. 
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