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ield Section
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BO015-62

BO015-63

Comment Card
a de Commentarios

= )P‘\u A

\utharity

Jpeed kG

Fresno 1o Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccian de Fresno o buhersﬁcld del Tren de Alta
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/  Velotidad Proyec Wferme de Impacio Ambiental/
Environmental Impact Statement (ER/EIS)  Dedlaracion de Imgacio Ambiental (EIR/EIS]
Public Hearings Audiencias Poblitos
September 2011  Septiembre del 2011
Plaose submit your completed comment card of the  For fay riela completeda ol final de la
end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunio: ¢ teo a la siguiente direccion
Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireet, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period for

The mber El periodo de comeniario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28
28, 201 Fresna to Bakersfield High-Speed |y, or de Sepliembre del 2011. Los comentarics tienen que ser
F Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibidos electrénicamente, o matosellades, el o antes
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepl 011

Louls, Frankiin & Fatrick Giiv

Name/Nombra! _
MEL's Farms
8835 22nd Avenue

559-469-6685
Lemonre, CA 93245

Organization/Organizacior

Address/Domicilie:

Phone Number/Numero de Teléf

City, State. Zip Code/Civdad, Estade

frank.oliveira@me.com

orreo Elﬂ"rrnrco
f needed/Usar paginas adicionales s es

mail Add e
Klser aeicbtiBnd) poe
THE compnmnit card vetii spenﬁ:ly 0 Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150-007 o DEIR/S Section; -~

th; arnducton eyele. The CHSRA is praposing to divide this property into two parcels from

th approximately 34-acres and the eastside -acres.

north to wukh leaving the westside

The orchard is irrigated by a deep well located along the eastem boundary of the property. Canal water is deli fron of the property.
Buried irrigation pipeline runs the eastern edge of the praperty to convey hoth well water and canal. These are permanent structures which will be seperated by
the proposed track alignment. Unless well water is conveyed across the proposed track alignment, the eastside of the field will die due to the lack of dependable
irrigation water.

Well water and canal water is also defivered through these pipelines to irrigate parcei D04-200-032 which is located &th Avenue.

Will the CHSRA create an operational well on the newly created eastern parcel?
How will well water be moved to the eastside of the track if a new well Is not created?

How will canal water be moved to the eastside of the track?

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for thi In most the DEIR/S and CHSRA | explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.

BO015-64

BO015-65

Comment Card
uthority Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno o Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Droft Environmental Impact Reporl/  Veloddad Pr nforme de Impacic Ambiental/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Decloracion de Imp Ambiental (EIR/EIS]
Public Hearings Audiencias Publicas
September 2011 Septiembre del 2017
Please submit your completed commient card at the  Por favar entregue su tarjeta complefada ol final de la
end of the meeting, or mail lo:  reunicn, o e correo a la siguiente direccion
Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Commeni, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Socramento, CA 95814

The cc Extended comment period for mber El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or de Septiembre del 201 comenfarics fienen que ser
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: Q11. recibidos electrs o matosellades, &l o antes
August 15-October 13

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Name/Mombra:

Qrgenization/Qrganizacion: MELs Farms ) e
Address/Domicilie: 8835 22nd Avenue S
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Numerode Teleforoe — ——~ =~ -
Lemoore, CA 9324!

City, Stote, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estodo, Cadige Postal i ? o de

E- mn»l Addlnm’Cnneo Elnc(romm franicofveim@me:cain =

U

ges if needed /Usar paginas adicionales si es necesona)

This comment card "lltu specificly to ngs County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-; 150-027 or DEIR/S Section: <—-seesessmncssens

isan 80- d roughly 5-years into its 25-year The CHSRA to divide this property Into two parcels
from north to south at an angle which will cause a large field with a strange eastern boundary and small field with a strange western boundary.

The orchard is irrigated by a deep well located near the middle of the northern boundary. Well water is also channeled from Cali Farms well on parcel 002-150-050,

The well is very old, decades old and will be located near the CHSRA proposed rail :Il‘nm:nt. What will the impact of vibration from the construction and

e rail align on this well, The DEIR/S or possible of our well,

The DEIR/S p futions for this situation. In the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
Iater ater this DEIR/S s adapted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property i easlly identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.
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BO015-66

BO015-67 |

Comment Card
arjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Drafi Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

La Seccion de Fresmo o Bokersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proyecis de Informe de Impacio Ambiental
Declaracién de to Ambiantal (EIR/EIS)
Audiendias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2001

ORNIA

Authority

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Yrain Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

La Seccion de Fresne o Bokersfield del Tren de Alta
Velodidad Froy ferme de Impacio Ambiental/
Declaracian de Impocto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiencias Piblicas

Septiembre del 20! 1

Please submit your completed comment card ot the  Por faver & tarjeta completada 2l finol de la
end of the meeting, or mail lo:  reunion, o er carreo a |o siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 I Street, Suite 800, Sorramento, CA 95814

Thesee Extended comment period for mber El periodo de co

28, 201° Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or de Septien

f Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-October 13

del 15 de Agosfo al 28
comenfarics fienen que ser
recibidos elecirénicamente, o matasellades. f o anfes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Name/Nombre: Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Glon? Deltnn ]

Orgenizafion/Organizacion: MEL's Farms j
Address/Domicilio: 2835 22nd Avenue
559- 469 6585

Phone Number/Numero de Teléfone:

= Lemoaore, CA 93245
Cily, Stete, Zip Code/Civdad, Estodo, Cadigo Postal 4

frank.oliveira@me.com

E~mull ALI:lrr 'S"C’Hleo Electrénico
s ded/Usar paginas odi

This comment card rehhs specificly to Kings Co\mlv Assessor’s Parcel Number  002- 190-009 or DE!I‘I/S Section:

This property is & 40.a.
fi hto south each roughly 19-Acres in si

SRA i propesing to divide ihis properiy into two parceis
W iigatad e deepiwellocsbed pear e sodthwese connes ufthe property along th Avenue,

The mllvsveryold decades old and will be Im:ileﬂnnr!heCHSﬁApmpuud ation from d
the rail be on this well. The or address lha ynsslbl: compaction of our well.

The DEIR/S pr on. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is idnpted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property,

Please submit your completed comment card ot the  Por favor completada ol finl de la
end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o por carreo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suii re 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

The e EXtended comment periad for mber El periodo de comeriario e del 15 de Agosto ol 28
28, 201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or de Se Los comenlarios fienen que ser
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibidos electrén o matesellados, el o antes
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiemb: 2011

Name/Nembre: _

MEL's Farms

Qrganization/Organizacion: s Mot 7
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Nimero de Teléfono:.

moore, CA 93245
City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codigo Poslol Lo .

frank.oliveira@me.com

E mail Address/Carrea Elec'ron ico
i/Usar pag )
This comment card relates spe:lﬁ;lvta Kings Counw Assessor's Parcel Number 002-190-007 or DEIRIS Section:  eeeseeeemmeeee

wdditional poge

Th!s property is a 40-acre almond orchard roughly 6-vears rnm its 25-year production cvele. The cu:nA nnosing o -jn_/d! this

north the westside wi 34-acres and the eastside 5-acres .
The orchard is itrigated by a deep well located along the eastern boundary of the property. Canal water is dels from F the property.
The well is very old, decades old and will be located near the CHSRA proposed rall alignment. What will the imp; n d

ion of the rail on this well. The DEIR/S d or address the possible our well,

The DEIR/S y vag: fons for this situation. in most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel expiain that these details will be worked out
later after is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property Is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.
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Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Sectian
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment cord of the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

Comment Card
Tarieta de Commentarios

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
e Informe de Impadio Ambiental/
clo Ambiental (EIR/EIS)

Audiencias Publicas
Septiembre del 2011

u farjefa complefada ol final de la
por correo o la siguiente direccion

Por faver er
reunion, o envielo

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streed, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

The < Extended comment period for mber El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28
28, 201° Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed iy, or  de Septiembre del 2011. los comentarios tienen que ser
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibides elecirénicomente, o matosellades, el o antes

August 15-October 13

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011.

(7 CALIFORNIA

7

High-Speed Rail Authority

Comment Card
ta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Enviranmental Impact Stafement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment cord at the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

La Seccian de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidad Proy rme de Impacto Ambiental/
Decloracién de Impacto Ambientol (EIR/ELS)
Audiencins Poblicas

Soptiembre del 2011

Por favar enfregue su farjete completoda of fincl de la
reunion, o en por correo a la siguienfe direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacrumento, CA 95814

The é¢ Extended comment period for o
28, 201" Fresna to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
: Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011

El periodo de co!
de Septiem
recibidos elecirénicarm

ario es del 15 de Agosto al 28
11, Los comentarics fienen que ser
nte, & matosellades, el o antes

del 28 de Sepliembre del 2011.

Name/Nambre: _ = B =

Cali Farms

Orgenization/Crganizacion: ==
Address/Domicilio: BBBS)Z’Zn_GLvenue e Eo——
4 559-469-6685
Phone Number/Numero de Teléfono: L - =
: " S Lemoore, CA 93245
Cily, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estade, Cadiga Postal . 5
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénica
Use additional pages if neaded/Usar paginos adic
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150-050 _or DEIR/S Section:

€s N

ars Into its 40-year

BO015-70

cycle and a 17-acre walnutorchard roughly 6-

hard roughly S-years in year produ

production cycle.

The CHSRAS proposing to divide this property into two parcels from narth to south atan angle approximately in the middle of the field. When done,
approximately d-acres of cherries will end up on the east side ofthe rail alignment with the walnuts and the balance of the west side In cherries,

The orchard is irrigated by a deep well located near the middle of the northern boundary. The well and canal access is located in the same place.

43 and

through the parcel.

The well and canal water is to pa

from and

The well is very old, decades old and will be located near the CHSRA proposed rail alignment, What will th
f our well.

p:
operation of the rail possible

on this well. The /s

BOO015-71 The DEIR/S yvague g for this situation. the CHSRA that these details will be worked out
\ater after this DEIR/S 1s adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property s easlly identifie, explain how these problems Wil be

tod an this property.

August 15-October 13

Naome/Nombre: . e
MEL's Farms

Organization/Organizacion: e
Address/Domicilio: __ 8835 22nd Avenue - B =l
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Numero de Telefono:

| Lemoore, CA 93245

City, Stote, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codigo Posta =
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico —=C=Tre
Use adililione! pages if needed/Usar pagir

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

o3 adicianal as

or DEIR/S Section: General Comments

BO015-72 o = '
dand to John ong 150-050, 002-150-043, 50-027 & 002-190-003. Al of these parcels will be

The CHSRA project will affect all of these parcels by reducing their productive acreage because of the 100-foot right of way acquisition, associated right of ways to
give land 1o their prop: d loss of tree rows to create new turn the newly created righ of aways. All of these factors clearly will
afffect the productivity of the properties in question.

The Oliveira Family Trust which owns the affected property in MEL's Farms & Call Farms has loaned John money 1o operate his
P 10 CH plan, MEL's Farms & Calf Farms will no longer be able to provide the same amount of productiol
farmiand that Mr. Warmerdan has contracted from us. : g

How will CHSRA mitigate MEL's Farm's need to alter MEL: 's property with Mr, Warmdam in a many that makes MEL's Farms

“whole"?

need to after MEL's F: / s property iith MEL's Farms to make Mr, Warmerdam “whole"?

How will CHSRA mitigate Mr.

How will CHSRA mitigate the Oliveira Family Trust's need to alter the Ofiveira Family Trust's/Warmerdam's loan contract with Mr. Warmerdam to make the
Oliveira Family Trust "whole"?

How will CHSRA mitigate Mr. Warmerdam's need to alter the Oliveira Family Trust' lo with the Oliveira F:

Warmerdam "whole"?

ily Teustto make Mr.
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS _
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

NI A & FOYRNII ¢
UNTA Comment Card U FORNIA Comment Card
ail Autherity larjeta de Commentarios peed Rail Authority Tarieta de Commentarios
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Seccion de Fresno u Bokersfield del Tren de Mla_ Fresno fo Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o Bukersﬁeld del Tren de Alta
Droft Environmental Impact Report/  Veloddad Proyecio de Intorme de Impcu)do /.\mbxcnm[/ Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyec nforme de Impacio Ambiental/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Decloracion de Impocio Ambiental (EIR/EIS) Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declarnciéin de Im  Ambiental (EIR /EIS]
Public Hearings Audiencios Piblicas Public Heorings  Audiencias Poblicas :
September 2011  Septiembre del 2071 September 2011  Septiembre del 2017
Please submit your completed comment cord af the  Por favor entregue su farjeta completada ol final de la Please submit your completed comment card af the  Por favor jela complelada ol final de la
end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunién, o enviela por correo a la siguiente direccion end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o eo o lo siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814 Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Su:re 800 Sacramento, CA 95814

Thaes Extended comment periad for

Extended comment period for T L P e 5 10 al 28 i
Thee mber El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agosto : mber e coment del 15 d 2
28,201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed iy, or de Septiembre del 201 comentarios fienen que ser 28,201" Fresna to Bakersfield High-Speed [, o, o f::"menmi:fh";islqi L
e Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011, recibidos electrénicamente, o matasellados, el ¢ anles Train Draft EIR/EIS; 011, recibides electrénica o matosellados, el o anfes
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepliembre del 2011. August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembr 2011
Mo Monis: _ Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton c- Nome/Nombre: __ Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton
Orgenization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms . =0 e Orgonization/Organizacian: _ MEL's Farms
s 8835 22nd Avenue T Address/Domicilio; 8835 22nd Avenue =
Phone Number/Numero de Teléfano:. 559-469-6685 - Phone Number/Numero do Telgforo:________ 559-469-6685 :
| Lemoore, CA 93245 — City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codige Postal_LeMoore, CA 93245 _

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codige Posta i
frank.oliveira@me.com

rank.oliveira@me.com : .
E-mail Address/Correo Eleckénico, tonkoivere@inacan N E-mail Address (Correo Electrénico koliv
Use: additional pages if needed/Usar paginas odicionales s es necesario Use additional pages if r ifUsar paginas adicionales sl es nece o
Thik Gaant card alibas spasiicty 5 KI“‘S Cwm NS VRN DOR 15n—oz1 or DEIR/S Section: B This comment c:rd relates spe:lﬁcly to Kings Cuumy Assessor's Parcel Number  002-190-009  or DEIR/S Section:
BO015-73 PR e " 1o divide this i paresls BO015-75 This isa 4. b him "ﬁﬁ = vansm ST 7 o
b = 80 s e property : ivide this
from north to south at an angle which will cause a large field with a strangs eastern boundary and small field with a strange western boundary. from north to south each roughly 19-Acres in size. 5 property into two parcels
T i e ik e N o VI G G 56 L B W What pesticides/herbicides will be applied to the area to control weeds where the CHRSA right of way located?
Issue — Pesticide drift from the o Thete ks bean issues with th leachers and moving through the soil with water rain).
Iftrait ing by several times in a3 hout eriod there is no way th can spray i the field when the train is .
Failure to spray ing products will produce oaa ogha e il e PR Inferior quality in the walnut archard 1fthe trees close to the CHSRA right of ways become unhealthy or even die, does CHSRA have a protocol in place for payment of these losses ?
which will make the entire archard less profitable. Shaa
BO015-76 N this situation. I , the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain th:
i IE Ao this DIIIS s adussset o personnel explain that these details will be worked out
How do we spray the field and not have chemical drift on the train? bt o :'l; :r:vw which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identifled, explain how these problems will be
How do we spray the field and not have chemical drift on to the organic cherry orchard or our neighbor's property? — Y e —
Ifsprayi ducts s impeded or by the CHRSA project at CHRSA or the County Agriculture . S
Cormm direction, how will be be come d for our short and long term damages? e=— — o
BO015-74 The DEIR/S 1 sol for thi In most the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these detalls will be worked out T —— - —_—
later after this DEIR/S is ;dupted w)uch seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be —_ = R
mitigated on this property. =

CALIFORNIA " o
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno fo Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section Lo Secclon de Fresno o Bolershicld del Tren de Alta
Draft Environmenial Impact Report/  Veloddad Proye nfarme de Impacic Ambiental/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declaracion de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Public Nearings Audiendias Piblicas
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the Por favor @ u forjeta compleiada ol finol de la
end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o en orreo o la siguiente direccion
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacromento, CA 95814

Thear Extended comment period for mber El periodo d
28, 201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed |y, or de Seplier
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibides electrenicamente, © mate:

August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembre del 2011.

del 15 de Agosto ol 28
-omenlarics fienen que ser
llades, el o antes

Name/MNombre: L Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gioria Denton

Orgenization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms o =
Address/Domicilio: _ - 883522nd Avenue PR —
Phone Nymber/MNumero de Teléfono: . '559463-6685 .
City, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Estodo, Cedige Postal Lemoore, CA 93245
frank.oliveira@me.com

F mail Address/ ’Coner Elec?ron ico = R Y T
addifional pages if aded/Usar paginos adicionales s! es necasorio)
This comment card relates wc:lﬂdv to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number  002-150-027 _ or DEIR/S Section: -

BO015-77 T i a cechard soughly Soymars Into its 25.year The CHSRA Is g to divide this property into two plruls

from north to south atan angle which will cause a large field with a strange eastern boundary and small field with a strange western boundary.

It will take an unknown ar miles forever to back and forth between the two newly created fields. It will take an unknown
amount of time to move labor back and forth between the two fields. The addi | mileage to be driv to determine becatise the DEIR/S does nat
f ways will be located.

Both of these things will increase our production costs and carbon foot print forever. The CHSRA will cause us a ease in farm and
tear,

How will we be compensated for these things?

BO015-78 The DEIR/S pt (it the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
later afer this DEIR/S s adopted which seems to ‘defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property s easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property. i

Comment Card
Tarieta de Commentarios

Fresno 1o Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Draft Environmental Impact Report/  Velodidad Proye & Informe de Impacio Ambiental/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Decloracion de Imgacio Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings Audiencins Piblicas
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011
Please submit your completed comment card af the  Por favor enir u farjeta complefoda ol final de la
end of the meeling, or mail fo:  reunion, o enviela por correo a la siguiente direccion
Fresmo to Bakerstield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Socromenta, CA 95814

P Extended comment period for mber  El periodo de co
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Iy or de
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. red

August 15-October 13

wrio es del 15 de Agasio ol 28
Sepliembre del 2011. los comentorics tienen que sar
bidos electrénicamente, o matasellades, el o anfes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011,

Nome/Nombres Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton
Organization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms i
Address/Domicilior 8835 22nd Avenue —
Phone Number/Numero de Teléfono: 559-469-6685 - —
City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estade, Codige Postal Lemoore, CA' 93245

frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Carreo Electrénico
weidihenel pages if needed/Usar peginas adicionales si es n
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number ~ 002-190-007  or DEIR/S Section:  ~-—--nenmv

le. The CHERA L nronosing o

S-acres.

the westside with 34-acres and

Due to the spiit of the property into parcels in area of the caunty, our property values an the remaining parcels will be diminished
because the parcels will be less viable for agricultural use because of there new size and new operational challenges.

How will we be compensated for the permanent loss in our property values?
The DEIR/S pi for this situation. the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out

Iater after this DEIR/S s adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property i easily identified, explain how these problems will be
‘mitigated on this property.
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

A Comment Card
-ta de Commentarios

.
—

(Z 2 f\[_H—L)Pf\] A Comment Card
%‘g High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentarios

e

\uthor iy
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o Bokersfield del Tren de Altn Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Secdan de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alfta ‘
Draft Environmental Impact Report/ = Informe de Impacto Ambiental/ Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Informe de In.pcsto Ambienial
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declaracian d i Ambiental (Fl Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) nbientol (EIR/E
Public Hearings Audiendias Publicas Public Hearings Audiendas Fubhms
September 2011  Septiembre del 2011 September 2011  Septiembre del 2017 )
Please submit your "Ul\lplr"x‘: comment card at the  Por favo completada ol f(\irol dela Please submit your completed comment card af fhe  Por fav e su farjeta ~on;ph:l:mq $l h‘r\cl c: ‘c
end of the meeting, or mail lo;  reunion n o a lo siguiente direccion end of fhe meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o en per careo a la siguiente direccior
Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Svite 800, Socramento, CA 95814 Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suiie B0O, Sacramento, CA 95814
i e Extended ccmmenr‘ period for mber El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28 s Extended comment period for mber El periodo de c del 15 de Agosto ol 28
28, 201" Fresnoto Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or de Sepfiembre d comentarios fisnen que ser 28, 201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or de$ omentarics lienan que ser
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibides electrs . o matasellades. el o antes ¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. re o rvzc!cse?lcdcs. el o anles
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepliembre de! 2011 August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Name/Nombre: Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira LE Name/ el .~ FrankiinOliveira for Louis Oliveira =R —

Organization/Organizacicn: Cali Farms s Orcaniafion Cali Farms =t _ =

Address/Damicilie: 883522nd Avenue 7 Addvsse /Domicilies 8835 22nd Avenue peglitsn,
e Number,/ Nimero de Talaf 559-469-6685 S Phone Mumber/MNimers de Telefono: 559-469-6685 e

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudod, Estado, Codigo Postal Lemuore,CA 93245 - g City, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Estads, Cadigo Posfal _Lemoore, CA 93245 il

EJV‘mG:“ ,Adc ¥ s,Cnﬂeo Elﬁ'c"mzh.r?.‘ s adicionales s ————— i maoil All‘dv (’n reo YEI:cltron‘m T frankv_athl_r\a@w i

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number  002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section:

BO015-81 Thic peoge s welmitorchard roughly 6-years inio is 40-year BOO015-83 ey A R
production cycle. production cycle,
The CHSRA is proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south at an angle. When done, approximately 5-acres of walnuts will end up on the The CHSRA is proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south at an angle. When dane, approximately S-acres of walnuts will end up on the
ide of the rall alig id the balance of the east side in walnuts. ‘west side of the rail alignment with the cherries and the balance of the east side In walnuts.
What pesticides/herbicides will be applied to the area to the CHRSA ri v ? 1t will take an unknown amatnt of vehicie miles forever to move farm equipment back and forth between the two newly created fields. [t will take an unknown
amount of time to move labor back and forth between the two fields. The additional mileage to be driven is impossible ta determine because the DEIR/S does not
There has been issues with these pesticides/herbicides being leachers and through the soif with water (rain). address where the additional access right of ways will be located.
Ifthe trees close to the CHSRA right of ways become unhealthy or even die, does CHSRA have a protocol in place for payment of these losses ? Both of these things will increase d carbon ever. The CHSRA will cause usa in
tear.
BO015-82 The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for thi , the DEIR/S and CHSRA that will be worked
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpux ofthe DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be How will we be compensated for these things?
mitigated on this property.
BO015-84 The DER/S 2 1 tian. In mast cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA p in that these detalls will be worked
— — = — - ater after this DEIR/S is sdopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.
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Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

BO015-85

BO015-86

Comment Card
arjeta de Commentarios

T

La Seccion de Fresno o Balersfield del Tren de Alto

Velodidad Proy nforme de Impacic Ambieniol/

Declaracién de Ir fo Ambiental (EIR/EIS)

Audiencios Piblicas

Septiembre del 2011

Pleose submit your completed comment eard of the  Por favor end su tarjeta completada ol final de la
end of the meeting, or mail fo: reunion, o enviele por correo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

s Extended comment period for mber
28, 201 Fresno to ‘Bnkershuld High-Speed lly, or
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-October 13

El periodo de cor
de Sepliembre d
recibidos electror
del 28 de Sepiie

el 15 de Agosto ol 28
comenlarios lignen que ser
mente, o mefasellades, el o anfes

Name/Nombre: Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

Organization/Organizacion: Cali Farms st )
Address/Domicilio: 883522ndAvenue T
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Numera de Telsf

City, Stote. Zip Code/Ciuvdad,

de, Cadigo Postal Lemoore, CA 93245 N

E-mail Address/Correo Elecirénico franlm:ollve[a@me.:om - —— =
Use additional pages if needed/Usar pogines adicionoles s es o

This commant card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

or DEIR/S Section:

002-150-043

BO015-87

This property is an 20-acre org: bo fes 25 ez A0year
production cyde.

The CHSRA s proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south atan angle. When done, approximately S-acres of walnuts will end up on the
west side of the rail herri o the nce of ide in walnuts.

We will lose between 5 to 7-acres of ground to the CHSRA rail alignment right of ‘wayy across the property. Additional trees will be lost to creating vehicle
turnarounds against the rail alignment and additional ground and lost to potential ways, We have a long term lease on the farm
ground with John Warmerdam.

This rty inan with the S f California pursuant to the Williamson Act.

Will the newly created properties both still be considered as viable agricultural use properties after the split?

1Fnot, how will the increase in our property taxes be mitigated?

The DEIR/S presents general is situation. In most the DEIR/S and CHSRA that these details will be worked out
Iater afer his DEIR/S is adopted which seems o defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.

= - = == BO015-88

%), CALIF \)RI\

High-¢ Author ity

Comment Card
eta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS}
Public Hearings

September 2011

2 submit your completed comment eard at the
end of the meeling, or mail fo:

La Seccion de rrcsno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddod Proyecio de Informe de ?mpodo Amblcr fal/
| » Ambiental (EIR/EIS

Audiencias Piblicas
Septiembre del 2017
Por faver entr u tarjets completada ol final de la
reunion, o en por correo a la siguiente direccian

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Commient, 770 L Sireef, Suife 800, Sucramento, (A 95814

Extended comment periad for e

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Iy, or

Train Draft EIR/EIS: 071.
August 15-October 13

The e
28, 201"
F

Name/Nombre:

El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agesto ol 28
de Septiembre del 2 Los comentarios fienen que ser
recibidos electrénicamente, o matosellades, el o antes

del 28 de Sepliembre del 2011

Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

Orgonization/Organizacion: Cali Farms = -
Address/Domicilior 8835 22nd Avenue
559-469-6685

Phone Numoer/Nomero de Teléfono:_

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cadige Po;'(ﬂwrl ST

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico
Une: addifionel pages if needed/Usar paginas adicionales s

This comment card relates specificls tu Kin|

Cnuntv Assessor's Parcel Number

frank.oliveira@me.com

€5 NECesorio)

002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section:

production cycle.

o its d0-year

gy &y

The CHSRA s proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south atan angle. When done, approximately 5-acres of walnuts will end up on the

westside of the rail o the balance of

In walnuts,

Access to this property is from &th A once the proposed

is in place, the wastside of the field will be land locked. Unless the CHSRA answers

the following questions, we have no way to analyze the impact of the project to our operation.

How will we access the westside of our property?

Will we be given a right of way across our neighbors lands on the eastside of the track to access the land locked wester parcel?

Where will the access right of way be located?

Will our nelghbors be given a right of way across aur and to access thalr nrana:

?

What if we do not want our neighbors on our land or they do not wantus on their land?

Who will maintain these access right of ways if they are granted?

Will we b

We currently are leasing the property to John Warmerdam.

for taki dditional tion ground to

right of ways?

Will our Mr. Warmerdam be compensated for the additional trees taken out to facilitate the access right of ways?

Will we be compensated for the loss of income from our lease that will be caused by Mr.,

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA
later after this DEIR/S is adepted which sseme t dafaat tha nurnnes af tha DEIR/S.

mitigated on this property.

es for the access right of way?

will be work
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Fresno to Bakersfield Section

EIR/EIS

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno fo Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/FIS)
Public Hearings

Septensher 2011

Please submit your completed comment card o the
end of the meeting, or mail lo:

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proye forme de Impacie Ambiental/
Declomcion de Impacte Ambiental (EIR/FIS)
Audiencias Piblicas

Septicmbre del 2011

Por faver entr tarjeta completada ¢l final de la
reunion, © enviela por correo a la siguiente direccian

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Thes Extended comment period for fiber
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
e Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-October 13

Neme/Nombre:

El periodo de comeniario es del 15 de Agasto al 28

de Sepliembre del 2011. los comentarios tienen que ser
recibidos electronicamente, o maiosellades. l o antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

Orgenization/Organizacion: Cali Farms i
Address/Domicilio: , 8835 22nd Avenue K sy
Phone Number/Nomero de Teléfono:__ 559-469-6685 =

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, , Codigo Postal _Lemoore, CA 93245

E-muil Atldv=s<’l‘oueo El ﬁanﬂveira@nle.com — e
Use additional pages if needed/Usar pagir nale S

This comment card relates specificly to Kings Collnlv Assessor's Parcel Number  002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section:

BO015-89 b G roughiy 6-years into its @0-year
production cycle.
The CHSRA: vide into two parcels from north to south atan angle. When dane, approximately 5-acres of walnuts will end up on the
west side of the rail aligs with the cherrie d the balance of ‘walnuts,
Since the pmpasedtﬂd( alignment will be slicing through middle of the field, we will have ta remove 35 to 50-feet of additional trees on both sides of the track to
create the d of the rows of trei
How will we be compensated for the loss of his addition trees to create the new d by the rail ali fence?

BO015-90 The DEIR/S I solutions for this situation, | the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
fater after this DEIR/S is adapm: ‘which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily lain how these pi
mitigated on this property.

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

~—Z CALIFORNIA
@ High-Speed Rail Authority

Fresno to Bukerstield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o ancrsﬁeld del Tren de Alta
Draft Environmental Impact Report/  Veloddad Proyecio de Informe de Impacie Amblcl‘lul /
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Decloracién de Impacio Ambiental (EIR/
Public Hearings Audiencias Publicas
September 2011  Septiembre del 2071
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por favo e su forjela completada al final de la
end of the meeling, or mail lo;  reunién, o envielo por correo a lo siguiente direccian
Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacramento, (A 95814

o Extended comment pariaq for mber  El periodo de el 15 de Agosto ol 28
28,2071° Fresnoto Bakersfield High-Speed iy, or de Sepliembre comentarias fienen que ser
- Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibidos electrénicamente, o matasellades, el o anes

August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepfiembre del 2011.

Name/Nombre: _

Cali Farms

Orgonization/Organizacion: . ——
Address/Domicilio: 883522nd Avenue -
559-469-6685

Phene Number/Numero de Telefone: —

Cily, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Estado, Cadigo Postol,_Lemoore, CA 93245
frank.uliveira@me.cam

E- mcnl Adthnss/Curleo Electrénica
Us

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number  002-150-050 or DEIR/S Section:

onal poges if needed/Usar paginas adicionol

(Gl 0|

an20- Eani vorchard roughiv 5y 25.yearp ian cyele and a 17- archard raughly f.yeses Into its A0.yaar
production cydle.
The CHSRA is proposing to divid P from north to south at an angle the middle of the field. When done,

approximately 4-acres of cherries will end up on th the rail the d the balance of the west side in cherries.

We will lose between 5 to 7-acres of ground ta the CHSRA rail alignment right of way across the property.

How will we. for the loss of ground?
How will our leasee Mr, John Warmerdam be compensated for the loss of his trees which are just now coming into production?

How will we be compensated for the loss of walnut trees?

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. |n most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out

later after this DEIR/S Is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.
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Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

CALIFORNIA Comment Card

A \_ AL
High-Speed Rail Authority Tarieta de Commentarios

La Seccian de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Informe de Impacic Ambiental/
Armbiental (EIR/EIS)

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/  Velodded Proyect:

Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declaracion de Img
Public Hearings Audientins Piblicas

September 2011 Septiembre del 2011

& su farjela completada ol final de la

Please submit your completed comment card of the Por favor e
end of the meeting, or mail to:  reunién, o en
Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacrumento, CA 95814

; par correo o la siguiente direccion

Extended comment periad far mber El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Iy, or spliembre del 1 nenfarics lienen que ser
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011 dos electranicamente, o matosellades, el o anfes

August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septicmbre del 2011

The <
28, 201

sl
—n

Frankiin Ofiveira for Louis Ofiveira .

Name/Nombre: . = ey

Orgonization/Organizacion: GaliFarms = e
Address/Domicilios 883522nd Avenue = SR
559-469-6685 )

Phone Number/Numero de Teléfono: — === ——
Lemoore, CA 93245

frank.oliveira@me.com

City, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Estado, Cadige Pos

£.muoil Address/Correo Electrénico
pages If needed/Usar paginas adicionales s

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number
archard roughly 5-vears into its 25-year cycle and a 17-acre

002-150-050 or DEIR/S Section:

BO015-93

production cycle.

le approximately in the middle of the field. When done,

The CHSRA s proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south atan ang
uts and the balance of the west side in cherries.

approximately d-acres of cherries will end up on the east side of the rail alignment with the waln

We will [ose between 5 to 7-acres of ground to the CHSRA rail alignment right of way across the property. Additional trees will be lost to creating vehicle
ir i d additional ground and trees might be lost to potential access right of ways. We have a long term lease on the farm

ground with John Warmerdam.
How will we be compensate for the loss of future lease income on the ground taken for the right of way and lost to the newly created vehicle turn arounds and
possible access right of ways?

BO015-94 | solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these detals will be worked out

h y vag:
ater after this DEIR/S Is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property ls casily identified, explain haw these probiems will be

mitigatad an this praperty.

roughly 6-years into its 40-year

—ALIEODNIT A
{ \ \J ¥
CALIFORNIA Comment Card
High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
‘ Draft Environmental Impact Report/  Velodidad Proyec orme de Impacie Ambiental/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declaracién de lrr mbiental (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings Audiendios Poblicas greve
September 2011 Septiembre def 2071
Please submit your completed camment cord ot the  Por faver en su farjela completada ol finel de |
end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o e por correo a la s‘guje'w\b‘r) (|iv¢‘ccic:‘!a

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireef, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended c 3 iod fi
Tha ot omment periad for
28, 201" Fresna to Bakersfield High-Speed .rl'nber e peno?io b i s ol
TralbrDiatt EIRVELS: lly, or de Sepfiembre del 2011. Los comentarics tienen que sar
F & R/EIS: 011, recibides electronicamente, o matasellados, sl o anfes
ugust 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembre del 2011 ‘

MName/Nombre: __ _ Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton
Orgenization/Organizacion: __ MEL's Farms B -
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue 3

558-469-6685

Phone Number/Numero de Telefo

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cedigoe Pcs'u.E',"Pore' Ch a5
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico
Use addition

This l:omzn!m card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor’s Parcel Number  004-200-032 or DEIR/S Section:

ol pages if needed/Usar paginas adic
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS _
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

.5"4;'>Pf\7»- Comment Card (f 2) CALIFORNIA Comment Card
Tar ed !

JININ \ 7 : *
Speed Rail Authority iefa de Commentarios (f High-Speed Rai ,xmhm ity [arjeta de Commentarios
Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section Lo Seccion de Fresno o Vsukersﬁeld del Tren de Alta Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section Lo Sexcion de Fresno o Bokersfield del Tren de Ml‘u.
Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Velotided Proye Informe de Impacic Ambienial/ Draft Environmental Impact Report/  Velocidad Proy ntorme de Impacic Ambiental/

Ambiental (EIR/EIS)

Environmental Imoact Statement (EIR/EIS]  Decloracién de Impac Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Decloracion de‘lnl c
Public Hearings Avdiendias Piblicos Public Hearings Avdiendias Piblicas

Sepiember 2011  Septiembre del 2011 September 2011  Septiembre del 2011

Please submit your completed comment card of the  Por favor entrague su farjets completada ol final de la Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por favar enfregue su farjefa complelada ol final de la

end of the meeling, or mail lo:  reunion, o lo por correo a la siguiente direccion r correo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersficld DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

io Ambiental (EIR/EIS)

end of the meeting, or mail to:  reunion, o env
Fresno to Bokersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireef, Suite 800, Sacramente, CA 95814

Extended comment period for Extended comment period for  her | periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 26

The < mber El periode de come es del 15 de Agosto ol 28 The cc =
28,201 Fresnoto Bakersficld High-Speed (o dcpseepvfembm del 2 mmcnparicsgnanen que ser 28,201 Fresno toBakersfield High-Speed  |ly, or de Septiembre dal 2011. Los comentarios fianen que ser
13 Train Draft EIR/EIS: b R e e S I ‘ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibidos electrd ')o matosellados. el o anles
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembre del 2011 August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiem | 2011
Name/Naribre: l Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton Name/ Nombre: Louis, Frankin & Patrick Oliveira & GloriaDenton
Orgonization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms =N - Orgonizafion/Qrganizacion: MEL's Farms "
Address/Domicilio: S 8835 22nd Avenue B - Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue —— -
559-469-6685 Phone Number/Niumero de Teléfono: 559-469-6685 .

Phone Number/Numere de Teléfono:
Lemoore, CA 93245 City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cedigo Postal Lemoore, CA 93245 — e
flank.nliveira@me.mm

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico: f[armv.t)livelm@me sty = - E. mcnl Address/Correo E(echrom:a s N — .
f Use addditional pages if needed/Usor pagines adiciona :

City, State, Zip Cede/Ciudad, Estado, Codigp Postal

Use additional pages if neaded/Usar paginas edicionales s/ es ne
Thiscomment card refates specficly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-190-007  or DER/S Section: This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number —————— or DEIR/S Section: General Comments
BO015-95 T A RRE TR BO015-97 The DEIR/S reflects that the AmTrack stations between Fresno and will and will ide the HST instead.
L. & prepesing to divide this property
the westside with 34-acres and the eastside 5-acres,
e areviewing thissatement rom the stan point that the *proposed Kngs/Tulre Regional Staion s nota “Planned" orfuded station that appears o not o
Since the track alig the field, we will have to remove 35 to 50-feet of additional trees on both sides of the track to comply Wit At L C T Ectt Wit os,
create vehicle turnarounds at the new end nn!ue rows of trees against the track alignment fence.
Considering that the price of a ticker to ride the HST will be much higher than AmiTrack and that the planned HST stations for the same area are located a good drive
sl i e s it . - away from Kings, Tulare and northern Kern Counties, how did CHSRA determine that the Amfrack riders would behave that way?
BO015-96 THODETR I praseins vary vasine georal oot i adbiniions R e ik i i et The closure of these i fed with the belief in Kings, Tulare and northern Counties wil drive o Fresno or Bakersfield ta ride the HST
Iotarftarthis DEIR/S s adopted which sserns o dfeat the puirpose of e DEW/S. Sincs thie peeerty s oty Hentifol, axplain o thase peobions afy e will br:m;n increase vehicle miles driven and air pollution in this region. CHSRA does nat seem to address this factvery will. How will CHSRA mitigate this
problem

mitigated on this property. = e

CALFORNIA  @Wyian
High-Speed Rail Authority sl e Page 54-102



California Hi h-Sthed Train Project EIR/EIS
i

Fresno to Bakers

eld Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

BO015-98

Comment Card
Tarieta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed eemment card o the
end of the meeting, or mail to:

La Secion de ;re:m.:n ;ukevsﬁcld del Tren de Alta

Veloddad Proy nforme de Impacte Ambiental/
Declaracion de Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiencias Publicas

Septiembre del 2011

Far fay egue su fafjeta completada ol final de la
reunion, ¢ er por correo a la siguiente direcdian

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Svite 800, Socramento, CA 95814

i & Extended comment period for b
28, ;\T Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
PR Train Draft EIR/EIS: o1l

August 15-October 13

Name/Nombre: m——- 4

el 15 de Agosto ol 28

o5 comentarios fienen que ser
mente, © matosellados, el o antes
jel 2011

o de co:

El period:
5

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

MEL's Farms )
Organization/Organizacion; £ o =
Address/Domicilios 883522nd Avenue X —
I 559-469-6685 e
Phone Number/Nimero de Teléfono:
? i Lemoore, CA 93245
City, Stofe, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codigo Postal i
2 frank.oliveira@me.com
E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico ’ —— =
se ndditonal pages if needed/Usar poginas adicionales s es necesorio
Y ] ion: General Comments
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number e oF DEIR/S Section: Gen
1R/S does ; DEIR/S for that willinclude the detals for the
IFCHERA fe allowwe: 2 2 DEIR/
other 85%of the project?
I forus the CHSRA ina 15% format?
IF we submit our comments to the CHSRA in a 15% farmat, when wil to submit the other 85% of our

BO015-99

BO015-100

(5 CALIFORNIA

d Rail Autharity

&Y High-

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno te Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card at the
end of the meeting, or moil fo:

La Sexcion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velotidad Proyec me de Impacio Ambiental/

yec

Declamcicr | niol [EIR /EIS)
Audiencias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2011

Por favor en ioreta completada ol final de la

reunion, o enviek rreo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 I Sireet, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Thaics Extended comment periad for ik
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, o
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-Octaober 13

Name/Nombre: = = S

El periodo de s del 15 de Agosto ol 28
de Sepfier comentarios tenen que ser
recibidos electrénicamente, o metaseliados, el o antes

del 28 de Septiembre 2011

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Organization/Organizacien: ME’TIS Farms L n g — —
Address/Domicilio: _ 8835 22nd Avenue —
Phone Number/Numero de Taléfone: 555-469-6685

City, Siote. Zip Cede/Ciudad, Estade, Codigo Postal,_LeMoore, CA 93245
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Correc Electrénico.
£ nal p { neaded

Adif /Utor paginoas odicionsles si e

This property is a 40-acre almand orchard raughly 6.y

The archard is irrigated by a deep well located along the eastern boundary of the
Buried irtigation pipeline runs the eastern edge of the property to convey both
the proposed track aljgnment. Unless well water is conveyed across the proposed track alignment, the

irrigation water.

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

sduction oy

north ta south leaving the westside with approximately 34-acres and the eastside S-acres .

‘well water and canal. The

or DEIR/S Section:

is propasing to divide this property into two parcels from

property. Canal water is defivered from the southeast cormer of the property.
ese are permanent structures which will be seperated by
eastside of the field will die due to the fack of dependable

Well water and canal water is also delivered through these pipelines to irrigate parcel 004-200-032 which is located across 8th Avenue.

We currently are leasing the property to John Tos. Mr. Tos has modified the irrigation system to facilitate d

rip irrigation. The proposed track alignment will sever

his drp systern. Unless well water is conveyed across the proposed track alignment,the easiside of the ficld wil e,

How will he convey adequate water in a cost effective manner to the eastside of the field?

The DEIR/S presents very vague genetal solutions for this situation. In mast cases, the DEIRJS and CUSRA personne!

fater after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily ide

mitigated on this property,

! expiain that inese details will be worked out
ntified, explain how these problems will be
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

Comment Card
4 de Commentarios

_ALIF \Pl\‘

h-Speed R

\uthority

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o Balersfield del Tren de Alta
Droft Environmental Impact Report/  Veloddod Proyec nforme de Impadio Ambiental
Enviranmental [mpact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declaracion de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/E
Public Hearings Audiendas Publicas
September 2011 Sephembre del 2011
Please submit your completed camment card af the FPor 5
end of the meefing, or mail to: reunion, o
Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireef, Suite 800, Sm'mrnenru, CA 95814

Thee _EXtendedcommentperiadfor o E| periodo de comenfario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28
08, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed iy or de Sepliembre del 2 o8 ¢ mﬂnlcmcs fienen que ser
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibidos elec o motasellados, el o anfes
August 15-October 13 de! 28 de Sepli 21

Name/Nambre: . & . strick Clivelra & Gloria Dentor.
MEL's Farms

Address/Domicilio: 8835 5 22nd Avenue

- 7 559-469 5635

Lemoore, CA 93245

Organization/Organizacion:

Phone Number/Numero de Telet

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cad'gc Postal

frank.nliveira me.com
E mul| Ad'lvess/Conﬂﬂ E|F‘UI‘GI'\ ico: @
@l 3 Usar paginas adicionales s

This comment card relllas sp.ﬂﬂelv to )(Inzs County Assessor's Parcel Numhlr 004- 200-032 or DEIRIS Section: e

BO015-101
. ighly 6.yaars into Its 25.year produiction cycle. The CHSRA s proposing to divide the prun:nv across Sth Avenue (002-
190-007) with ther rail allgnment.
Parcel 002-190-007 provides both well and canal water from its deep well and canal access to this parcel.
Buried irrigation pipeline runs the eastern edge of the property to convey both well water and canal. These are which will d
the proposed track alignment on 002-190-007. Unless well water is conveyed under or around the proposed Excelsior Avenue over-crossing, the field will die due
1o the lack of dependable irrigation water.
'Will the CHSRA create an operational well on parcel 002-190-0077
How will well water be moved to the parcel ifa new well is not created?
How will canal water be moved to the parcel?
BO015-102 The DEIRJS precents Jsslutions for this situation. | the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out

fater after this DEIR/S is idopmﬂ which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.

Comment Card
1 de Commentarios

1a

Fresno 1o Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your complplm comment card af the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad FProy ntorme de Impacic Ambiental/
Decloracion de Img Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiendias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2011

Por favor en su forieta completada ol final de la
reunion, o en por correo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireef, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

e ci Extended comment period for ke
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
" Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-Octaber 13

Name/Nombre:

Louis, Frankiin & P:

El periodo de com

oric es del 15 de Agosto ol 28

11. los comentarics lienen que ser
recibides elechénicamente, o matosellados, el o antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011,

Organization/Organizacion: MEJ"iFaj_msii = E N =
Address/Domicilic: 8835 22nd Avenue
Phone Number/Nomero de Teléfano: _ 559-269-6685 o =
City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cadigo Postal Lemoore, CA 93245

frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico
i/Usar pa

Use additional pages if ne
This comment card relates spe

y to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

we—enemeen  OF DEIH/S Section: Gﬂn.ril Comments

lfCHSZA is allowed to submit a 15% designed DEIR/S does that mean that they will be submitting a DEIR/S for comment later that will lﬂdmie the details for the

other 85% of the project?

Is it acceptable for us to submit aur comments to the CHSRA in a 15% format?

1 we submit our comments to the CHSRA in a 15% format, when will we be allowed to submit the other 85% of our comments?

CALIFORNIA
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS

Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

Comment Card
1 de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card at the
end of the meeting, or mail lo:

La Seccion de Frﬂsno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velodidad Proyec me de Impacic Ambiental/
Declaracién de Impocio Ambientol (EIR/EIS)
Avdiencias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2071

Por favor ent
reynion, o

ompletada ol final de la
rreo o lo siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Socramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period for

The e mber
28, 201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011

August 15-October 13

Name/Nombre:

El periode de comentario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28
de Sepliemt omentfarios tienen que ser
recibidos electronicomente, o matasellades, el o anfes

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Organization/Organizacion: MErs Fajn:si — =k
Address/Domicilio; __ 8835 22nd Avenue
Phone Number/Niumero de Taléforo: 559-469-6685

City, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Estode, Codigo Postal Lemoore, CA 93245

E-mail Ad(lrr—ss"Covrec Electrénico

Use: additions! pages if needed/Usar paginos adiciona

Thls comment card relates speclﬂ:ly to Kings Coumv Assessor Favtel Number

frank.oliveira@me.com

s 002-190-007 or DEIR/S Section: Rt
BO015-103 s property s d0.acre hard roughly 6-yearsinto its 25.vear o, Thethens =

north to south leaving the westside with approximately 3d-acres and the eastside S-acres,

What pesticides/herbicides will be applied to the area to control weeds where the CHRSA right of way located?

There has been

ues with

being leachers and moving through the soil with water (rain).

Ifthe trees close to the CHSRA right of ways become unhealthy or even die, does CHSRA have a protocol in place for payment of these losses ?

BO015-104 The DEIR/S presents very vague for this sit Yiraast

CHSRA details will be worked out

later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S SIn:e this property is easily identified, -xpl-m how these problems will be

mitigated on this property.

BO015-105 |

BO015-106!
BO015-1071
BO015-108

CALIFORNIA
4

I
ead Ka | \uthori x/

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno fo Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta

Veloddad Proye Informe de Impacte Ambiental,
Declaracion de Impaclo Ambientol (EIR/EIS)
Avdienias Piblicos

Sepnembre del 2011

Por favor enfregue su farjeta complefada al final de la

reunian, o enviela por carreo a la siguiente direcdion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireet, Suite 800, Socramento, (A 95814

Public Hearings

Sepiember 2011

Please submil your completed comment card af the
end of the meeting, or mail to:

o Extended comment period for ikl

28, 201° Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011

August 15-October 13

Name/Nombre:

El periodo de comeniar el 15 de Agosto ol 28
de Sepliembre de 1. los comentarios fienen que ser
recibidos electronicamente, o motosellades, el o anles

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Louis, Fﬁnknlin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton .

Organization/Organizacion: MEL'’ sﬁFarms Lo
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue = | =2
559-469-6685

Phone Numiber/Numero de Teléfono:

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estade, Cadigo Postal:

| Lemoore, CA 93245

frank.oliveira@me.com

E-muil Aucllcss’COHPL, El?cnonuo
addifionel pages if needed/Usar paginas odici

This comment card relates spedﬁ:lv to Kings Countv Asseslov‘s Parcel Number

Tivia property as a sin v
equipment yard will now be focing directly Into thmoverpat.

How will we access this home and equipment yard?

©§ Necesorio

or DEIR/S Section:

002-190-007

How will we maintain our view of the country side with the over crossing directly In front of us?

The canal it station appears to be in track to be buried by the

ing: How will we

to this parcel and to parcel 004-200-0327

the DEIR/S and CHSRA that these details will be worked

The DEIR/S for In it

later after this DEIR/S is adopted
mitigated an this property,

fthe DEIR/S. Since thi

is easlly identified, explain how these problems will be
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U.S. Department
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California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS

Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

\uthority

Comment Card
eta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmenial Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Rearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card of the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

La Seccion de Fresno u Baleersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidad Proyec forme de Impacic Ambiental
Declaracién de Impacie Ambientnl (EIR/EIS)
Audiendias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2071

Por faver su forjeta completada ol final de lo
reunion, o e rreo o lo siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800 Socramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period for ik
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011

August 15-October 13

The «
28, 201

Name/Nombre:

El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28
de Septiembre ¢ 011. Los comenlarios fienen que ser
recibidos elecirénicamente, o matasellados, el o antes

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Or zation/Organizacion: MEL's Farms
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue -
Phore Number/Numero de Telafor  559-469-6685

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estudo, Codigo Posial,_Lemoore, CA 93245
frank oliveira@me.com

Hmrl Address/Carrec EI?(‘:cm'o

This comment card relates sp-:iﬁcly to Kings Cuunty Assnuor 's Parcel Number

fitional pages if needed/Usar pagir sdicionoles < es

ecesara

002-190-009 or DEIR/S Section:

i proposing io divide this property into two parcels

Due to the spm of the property into two smaller parcels in an agricultural zoned area of the county, our property values on the remaining parcels will be diminished

BO015-109 This property s a 40-acre organic cherry archard roughly &-

fr each roughly 19-Acres in si

because ths less viable for

How will we be compensated for the permanent loss in our property values?
BO015-110 The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation, |

use because of there new size and new operational challenges.

CHSRA [

mitigated on this property.

that these worked out

the
fater after this DEIR/S s adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property Is easily identified, explain how these problems will be

BO015-111

BO015-112

Comment Card
Tarieta de Commentarios

ALIFC "’r?.l'\%

h-Speed Rail Authority

Fresno ta Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section  La Seccion de Fresno o Uuhﬂsﬁcld del Tren de Alln

Draft Enviranmental Impact Report/  Velotidad Proy rme de Impacio Ambiental
Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Declaracion de Im bientol (EIR/EIS)
‘ Public Nearings Audiencias Publicas
September 2011  Septiembre del 2017

For favor

reunion, o e

2 su farjels completada al final de la

Please submit your completed comment card ot the
o per correo a la siguiente direccion:

end of the meeting, or mail fo:
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period for fiber

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed iy, or

Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-October 13

The c¢
28, 201"

El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosio ol 28

de Septiembre del 2011. Los comenlarios tienen que ser
recihidos electrénicamente, o motasellades, &l o anfes
del 28 de Sepfiembre del 2011

Name/Nombre: Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira ior
Orgenization/Qrganizacion: MEI‘,S, Fa{msi E o -

Address/Domicilio; 883522nd Avenue = e—
Phone Numger/Numero de Telefono: 559-469-6685 _—
City, Stote, Zip Code/Civdad, Esfado, Cadigo Postal Lemoore, CA 93245
E-mail Aclclvess /Carren EIPcCromco : frankiolipelis i com = ==
ydditiongl pages if neaded/U 18 adicionsles s es necesar

002-150-027 or DEIR/S Section: -

“This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

sy isar y archard roughly 5-years into Its 25-year cycle. The CHSRA to divide this propesty into twa parcels
from north to south at an angle which will case a large field with a strange eastern boundary and small ield with a strange western boundary.

We willlose between 12 to 15-acres of ground to the CHSRA right of way across the property. Additional trees wil be lost to creating vehicle turnarounds against
the rail alignment and additional ground and trees miight be lostto potential access right of ways.

f California pursuant to the Willlamson Act.

This property ly in contract with

the spiit?

Wil the y ies both still b asviable

Ifnot, how will the increase in our property taxes be mitigated?

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personne! explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S Is adopted which seems to defeat the purpase of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.
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California Hi h-Sthed Train Project EIR/EIS
i

Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

-z CALIFORNIA

@/ﬂ'{ High-

ed Rail Authority

Comment Card
arjeta de Commentarios

Fresno o Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Droli Environmental impoct Report/
Enviranmental Impact Stat S

Pubsiic Hearings

September 2011

Pleoge submit your completed comment card af the
end of the meeting, or mail fo; o

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 & Streef, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period for mber
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed N:f z,
Train Draft EIR/E(S: o1
August 15-October 13

The ct
28, 201"
¢

Name/Nombra: _

Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proyeci nforme de Impacio Ambiental/
Beclercién de Impocis Ambiental (EIR/ES)
Audiencins Piblicas

Septiembre def 2077

Por fava su tarjela completada ol final de la
reunion, o envie orreo a | siguienle direccion

po

rio es del 15 de Agosto ol 28

de Septiembre d Los comenlarics lienen que ser
recibidos electronica o matasellados, el o anles
del 28 de Sepfiembre del 2011

El periode de com

Organization/Organizacion: Cali Farms
Address/Demicilic: 8835 22nd Avenue =
559-463-6685 B

Phene Number/Nimero de Teléfono:

City, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Esiodo, Codige Postal Lemoore, CA 9324? = o
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico
Use additional poges if needed/Usar paginas

Jicionales si es

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

002-150-043 or DEIR/S Saction:

BO015-113 Thi

Foughiy 5y

Issue —Pesticide drift from the wals to the rd.

Failure o spray crop
which will make the entire orchard less profitable.

How do we spray the field and not have chemical drift on the train?

Commissioner direction, how will be be compensated for ot

mitigated on this property,

its Z5-year

I spraying crop b E S

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this. situation, In most cases,
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S.

and a 17-acre

The CHSRA is proposing ta divide this praperty into two
parcels from north to south at an angle. When d
west side of the rall allgnment with the cherries and the balance of the east side in walnuts. . i R

1f trai i
sins are passing by several times n a 30-minutes to ane hour eriod there Is no way the operator can spray pesticides or herbicides on the field when the train is
products will produce less walnuts that will be of an inferior quaity in the wainut orchard

How do we spray the field and not have chemical drift on to the organic cherry archard or our neighbor's property?

9 prevenied by the CHISA project at CHRSA or the County Agriculture

r short and lang term damages?

roughty 6-years into its 40.year

the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
- Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be

Comment Card
ta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmentol Impact Repart/
<)

Ervironments! Imps

Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card of the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Informe de Impacie Ambienfal
Ambiental (EIR/EIS)

Audiencias Publicas

Septiembre del 2011

Por favor enfrequs su farjeta completada dl fincl de lo
reunion, © B > o lo siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period far
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed

August 15-October 13

Name/Nomb

mber
lly, or

Train Draft EIR/EIS: o11.

Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira =

2011 menfarios fienen que ser
amente, o matasellades, el o antes

del 2011

del 28 de Sepliembre ¢

. T o 2 2 Cali Farms
Crganizatien/Organizacion: i . s
Address/Domicilic: 8835 22nd Avenue s
Phene Number/Nimero de Teléfane: 559-469-6685
Cily, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cadigo Postal_Lemoore, CA 93245

frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Addr
Ulso nddi

orren Electrén

needed/Ll

les s es
y Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section:

This comment card relates specificly to Kings Ce
BO015-114 This property s ay S T e P
production cycle.

ground with John Warmerdam.

The CHSRA s propasing to divide this property into two parcals from narth to south atan angle. When done, approximately S-acres of walnuts will end up on the
‘west side of the rail alignment with the cherries and the balance of the eastside in walnuts.,

We will lose between 5 to 7-acres of ground to the CHSRA rail alignment right of way across the property. Additional trees will be [ost to creating vehicle
turnarounds against the rail alignment and additional ground and trees might be lost to patential access right of ways. We have a fong term lease on the farm

Due to the spift of the property into two smaller parcels in an agricultural zoned area of the county, our property values on the remaining parcels will be diminished
because the parcels will be less viable for agricultural use because of there new size and new operational challenges.

for property
BO015-115 The DEIR/S ¥ vague geners! solutions : I most cases, the cusan ! that thess dataile will he worked out
Iater after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property s easlly identified, explain how these problems will be

miltigated on this property.
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CALIFORNIA

¥ High-Speed Rail Authority Tarj

Comment Card
eta de Commentarios

La Seccion de Fresno u Bokersfieid del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proyecio de
Decloracion de Impocto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Sestion
Droft Eavironmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

nforme de Impacio Ambiental/

Public Hearings Avdiendias Publicas
September 2011  Septiembre del 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por faver enfn u farjete completada ol final de la

end of the meeting; or mail fo:  reunion, [=
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814
Ths e Extended comment periad for b
28, 201° Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: (18]
August 15-October 13

El periodo de comeniaric es del 15 de Agosto
de Septiembre de
recibidos eleciron

del 28 de Sepliembre del 2011.

Name/Nombre: Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

arreo o la siguiente direccion

8
11. Los comentarios lienen que ser
o matasellades, el o anfes

Orgonization/Organizacion: Cali Farms - e T
Address/Deomicilio: __ 883522nd Avenue

Phene Number/Nomero de Telefono: 559-469-6685 =

City, Stote, Zip Code/Civdad, Estado, Codige Postal Lemaore, CA 93245

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico: = frank.olfira@me.com o —
Use: addiy es if sded/Usar pagina ic sl @s °

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150-050 or DEIR/S Section:

BO015-116 This property fs an 20-acre organic cherry orchard roughly S-years ints s 5.year pradu
production cycle.
The CHSRA is proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south at le y f the field. E
A-acres of will end up on th lignment with the walnuts and the balance of the west side in cherries.

Pursuant to the Kings County 2035 Land Use plan, that area s zoned for agriculture use with the smallest parcel acreage in that area being 40-acres.

After the CHSRA's proposed plan, will the two pareels still idered viable ag) rti
when applying for grants, loans or when complying with current and future imposed regulations?

The DEIR/!

BO015-117

by the county, state and federaf governments

p very vag: for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA persannel explain that these details will be worked out

later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be

mitigated on this property,

BO015-118

Comment Card
1 de Commentarios

jh-Speed Rail Authority

BO015-119

Fresno ta Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Environmenial Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

Public Hearings  Audiendias Publicas
September 2011  Septiembre del 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por favor en eta completada ol final ce la

end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o o a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Svite 800, Sacramente, CA 95814

Tisas Extended comment period for b Agosto al 28
28, 25‘ Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or ¢ en que ser
¢ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibides electro: nte, 6 matasellades, =l o anles
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepfiembre dal 2011

smiiditie Frankiin Giiveira for Louis Giiveira

i wbre: aih - | o i
Orgonization/QOrganiza Call Farms - e
Addrsss/Dorieilio: 8835 22nd Avenue

559-469-6685

Phohe Number/Numeno de Telafor

Lemoore, CA 95245

odigo Postal L %
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-muil Address/Correc El

pages if nesded

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section;

This property is an 20-acre organic cherry orchard roughly S-yéars into fts 3.ymar productin.
production cycle,

its 40-year

The CHSRA s proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south at an angle. When done, approximately S-acres of walnuts will end up on the
west side of the rail alignment with the cherries and the balance of the east side in walnuts.

The orchard is irrigated by a deep well and canal water access is located near the middle of the northern boundary of parcel 002-150-050.

The well and canal water s also channeled through this parcel to parce] 002-150-027 thraugh the parcei.

Buried irrigation pipeline runs north to south across the middle of the property to convey both well water and canal water.

These are permanent structures which will be seperated by the proposed track alignment.

Unless well water is conveyed across the proposed track allgnment, the westside of the field will die due to the lack of dependable irrigation water.

Will the CHSRA create an operational well on the newly created western parcel?

How will well water be moved to the westside of the track if a new well is not created?

How will canal water be moved to the westside of the track?

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose af the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily [dentified, explain how these problems will be

mitigated on this property.
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ORNIA

4 | -
cl %Ji!!ul'?‘{

Comment Card
a de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Drafi Environmenial Impact Report/
Environmental Impacl Statemant (FIR/FIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card at the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

La Secdion de Fresno o Bolersfield del Tren de Alia
de Informe de Impacio Ambiental,
i EIR /EIS)

Audiendias Piblitas
Septicmbre del 2017

u forjeta completada ol final de la
por correo a la siguiente direccion

Por faver
reunion, o e

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Socramento, CA 95814

The Extended comment period for fubior
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed

v

iKiee
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011

August 15-October 13
Name/Nombre:

Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

del 15 de Agosto ol 28

menlarios fianen que ser

El periodo de con
de Sepliemt
recibidos electrénicamente, o motasellados, el o anfes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Authority

Comment Card
1 de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card af the
end of the meeting, or mail to:

La Secdon de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
o de Informe de Impacio Ambiental/
Ambientnl (E S

Declaracian de Im
Avdientins Piblicos

Septiembre del 2017
Por favo

reunion, o e

arjea completeda ol final de la
rreo o lo siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment period for e

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or

Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-October 13

Nome/Nombrez

Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

del 15 de Agosto ol 28
de Sepli d Los comentarics lienen que ser
recibidos electrénicamente, o matasellados, el o anfes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

El periodo de com

Orgonization/Crganizacion: Cali Farms $ -t e
Address/Domicilia: 8835 22nd Avenue T
559-465-6635

Phone Number/Nimero de Teléfono:

Orgonizatien/Organizacion: Cali Farms —— = e
Address/Domicilio; 8835 22nd Avenue =2
Phone Number/Nuomero de Te o _558-469-6685 E

Estado, Cadigo Postal Lemoore, CA 9324.'1 -
frank.oliveira@me.com

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad,

sal paginas odicionales s es ne

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section:

roughly 6-y

do, Codigo Postal , Lemoore; CA ‘83245

frank.ollveira@me.cam—

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad,

E-moil Address/Correo Electrénico
Use ¢ ges if neaded/Usar paginas cdicionoles s/ es necesario

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

002-150-043 or DEIR/S Section:

BO015-120 This property is an 20-acre organie cherry ¢ By ycie and a i7-acre its 40-year
production cycle.
The CHSRA s dl into two. s fre tosouth atan angle. When dane, approximately 5-acres of walnuts will and up on the
west side of the rafl alignment with the cherties and the balance of th in walnuts.
We willlose between 5to 7-acres of groun to the CHSRA rail allgnment right of way acrass the property.
How will we be forthe loss of ground?
How will we b for the loss of

BOO015-121 The DEI Y vague ge ns for ion. In the DEIR/S and CHSRA that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this propertyis easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated an this property,

BO015-122 This property is an 20-acre organic cherry archard roughly .y - @ i7-acre wainut orchard roughiy 6-years into its 40-year
production eycle.
The CHSRA s proposing to divide this property into twa parcels from north to south at an angle, When done, approximately 5-acres of walnuts will end up on the
westside of the rail alignment with the cherrfes and the balance of the east side in walnuts.
The archard s irigated by a deep well and canal water access s located near the middle of the northern boundary of parcel 002-150.050,
The well and canal water is also channeled to parcels to 002-150-027 through the parcel.
Buried irrigation pipeline runs north to south across the middle of the property to convey both well water and canal water.
These are permanent structures which will be seperated by the proposed track alignment.
We currently are leasing the cherry part of the property to lohn Warmerdam. Mr. Warmerdam has modified the irrigation system to facilitate drip irrigation. The
Proposed track alignment will sever his drip system. Unk water Is canvayad aceass the proposcd frack e, the easiside of the fieid will die.
How will he yadequate water in manner ta of the field?

BO015-123 The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personniel explain that these details will be worked out

later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpase of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these prablems will be

mitigated on this property.
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CALIFORNIA

peed Rail

«

Author ity

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submif yaur completed comment cord of the
end of the meeting, or mail fo;

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidod Proyeci forme de Impacto Ambienial/
Declaracién de Impocto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiendias Piiblicas

Septiembre del 2011

Por favar enfregue su farjeta completedo ol final de la
reunion, o enviela por carreo a la siguiente direccion:

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Svite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment periad for

The cc mber El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28
2,201" FresnotaBakersfield High-Speed  |jy or  de Sepliembre del 2011, Los comentarics fienen que ser
4 Train Draft EIR/EIS: Q11.  recibidos electronicamente, o matasellades, el o antes
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembr= del 2011
Name/Nombre: = - Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton
Organization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms e
Address/Domicilio: _____ 8835 22nd Avenue e
Phone Number/Nomero de Teléforo: 559-469-6685 =
City, Stote, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codige Posial_Lemoore, CA 93245 =, Sy

frank.oliveira@me.m;

E-moil Address/Correo Electrénica
Use i sifr

anal pa

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

BO015-124

each roughly 1. We will w
term lease on the farm ground with John Warmerdam.

How will we be for the loss of fu e

This property is a 0-acre organic cherry orchard roughly 5-vears into its 25.vear praduction cycle. Th
r i 12 to 5-acres of ground to the CHSRA right of way across the property. Ad
be lost to creating vehicle turnarounds against the rail alignment and additional

income on
possible access right of ways?

BO015-125
mitigated on this property.

sl es ne

002-190-009 or DEIR/S Section: Seveasene

nal trees will
ground and trees might be lost to potential access right of ways. We have a long

taken for the right of way and lost to the newly created vehicle turn arounds and

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. in most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adepted which seems t defeat the purpose of the DEIR,

/5. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be

BO015-126

BO015-127

Authority

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment cord ot the
end of the meeting, or mail to:

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta

Velocidad Proy, farme de Impacte Ambiental/
Declaracion de Impocto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiendias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2017

jela completada ol final ce la
por correo a la siguiente direccian

reunion, o envi

Fresno to Bakerstield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streei, Suife 800, Sacrumento, CA 95814

Extended comment periad for fbér
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed ly, or
- Train Draft EIR/EIS; 011.
August 15-October 13

The cc
28, 201

Name/Nombre:

El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto ol 28

de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarics tienen que ser
recibidos electranicamente, o matasellades, el o antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Organization/Organizacion: MEL'S kg s
Address/Domicilio; __ o 8835 22nd Avenue i -
559-469-6685

Phene Number/Numers de Taléforo:

City, Stote, Zip Code/Civdag, Estado, Cedigo Postal  AEMOGIRGTATA3295 = .

E-mail Address/Correo Elecirénico
Use addifiona| pages if needed/Usar paginas adicionale

frank.oliveira@me.com
as nec o
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

002-190-009 or DEIR/S Section:

This property is a 4 i roughly 5
from north to south each roughly 19-Acres In size.

its25.vear s

Since the proposed track alignment will be slicing through middle of the field, we will have ta remove 35 to 50-feet of additional trees on both sides of the track to
create vehicle turnarounds at the new end of the rows of trees against the track alignment fence.

trees to create the new turnarounds caused by the rail alignment fence?

In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out

How will our leasee Mr. John be for the loss of hi

The DEIR/S yvag for

later after this DEIR/S is adopted defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since
mitigated on this property.

is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
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Comment Card
arjeta de Commentarios

“ALIFORNIA
High-Sy | Authority

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/

—

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proyec Informe de Impacio Ambiental
clo Ambientol (EIR/EIS)

Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Declaracién de Imp:
Public Hearings Audiendas Publicas
September 2011  Septiembre del 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por favar en st forjeto completada ol final de la

end of the meeting, or mail fo; reunion, o env correo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Socrumenta, CA 95814

ik e Extended f‘.ommcnr periad for e
28, 201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-Octaber 13

El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agesto ol 28
i 011. Los comentarios lienen que ser
recibides electrénicamente, o matosellados, el o antes

del 28 de Sepfiembre del 2011

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

'
Orgenization/Organizacion: MESE Fa""sf - = —

Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue o

559-469-6685

Phone Number/Nimero de Teléfone: 559 =

City, State. Zip Code/Ciudad, Estodo, Cadigo Postal Ww“ N N
E-

frank.olwelra@me com

Name/Nombre: ___

rT‘JII l\cxd ess/Correo Electrénico
; W paginas adi

onal pages if needed/U s

This comment card relates specificly to Klngs Countv Assessor's Parcel Number

002- 150—027 or DEIR/S Section:

This pmpnm s an 80-acre organic cherry orchard munhlv S—vnrl into its 25.vear production cycle. Th- fall
from north to south at an angle which will cause a large field witha strange eastern boundary and small field wud: a Sllin‘ﬂ western boundary.

BO015-128

Pursuant to the Kings County 2035 Land Use plan, thatarea Is zoned for agriculture use with the smallest parcel acreage in that area being 40-acres.

After the CHSRA's proposed plan, will the new smaller eastern parcel be considered uiable agricultural properties anymore by the county, state and federal
gavernments when applying for grants, loans or when complying with current and future imposed regulations?

The DEIR/S presents very vague general solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel expiain that these detaiis will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property Is easily identified, explain how these problerss will be
mitigated on this property.

BO015-129

Rai \Uthc"‘“

Comment Card
de Commentarios

Tarj

Fresno fo Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

Sepiember 2011

Please submit your completed comment card at the
end of the meeting, or mail fo!

La Seccion de Fresno o Balersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidad Proy Informe de Impacte Ambiental/
Declaracion de Impocia Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Avdiencias Piblicos

Septiembre def 2011

Por faver entregue su farjets completada ol final de la
reunion, o envie alo siguiente dire

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireef, Suite 860, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment periad for wibies
Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011
August 15-October 13

The <
28, 201

Name/MNombre:

El periodo de comentt s del 15 de Agosto ol 28

de Septiembre del 201 1. Los comentarios tienen que ser
recibides electronicamente; o motasellados, el o antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011.

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Orgenization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms = e =
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue ol *
Phone Numser/Numere de Teléfono: __ 559-469-6685

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estade, Codigo Postal. Lemaore, CA 93245
frank. nhveua@me.cnm

E mo.l Address/Correo Electrénico
Us:

iditonal

This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number

oges if needed/Usar paginas adicionales si &

ooz-lsu-un or DEIR/S Section:

BO015-130 This property s an80-acre organic cherry orcherd, foughly 5-years inta ts 25.year oving to divide this property into two parceis

from north le which will large field with a strang boundary and small fleld with » strange western boundary.

Access to this property is from Bth Avenue, once th I is In place, the field will be land locked. Unless the CHSRA answers

the we have no way yze the impact to our operation.

How will we access the westside of our property?

Will we be givena right of way across our neighbors lands on the eastside of the track to access the land locked western parcel?

Where will the access right of way be located?

Will our neighbors be given a right of ‘Way across our land to access their properties?

What f we do nat want our neighbors on our land or they do ot want us on their land?

Who will maintain these access right of ways if they are granted?

Will we be for taki d to faciliatate the right of ways?

We currently are leasing the property to John Warmerdam.

Willour Mr. Warmerdam be compensated for the additional trees taken out o facilitate the access right of ways?

Wil we be compensated for the loss of income from our lease that will be caused by the removal of Mr. Warmerdam's rees for the access right of way?

The DEIR/S lutions for thi ion. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA il be worked out
BO015-131 later after this DEIR/S is a ﬂﬂp&d Which seems ta defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily Idemm:d, explain how these problems will be

mitigated on this property.
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Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

\\i“-j

\uthority

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersficld del Tren de Alta
Velodidad Proyecio de Informe de Impacio Ambiental/
Declaracian de Imparcin Am !

Fresna to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Environmenial Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

Public Hearings  Audiencias Piblicas
September 2011  Septiembre del 2071
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por faver enfrequs su |

end of the meefing, or mail fo:  reunion, o envielo por correo a la siguiente direccion
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suife 800, Sucramento, CA 95814

Theey Sdtended comptentpedodfor  ne ‘Bl nascdo d > es del 15 de Agosio al 28
28, 201" Fresnoto Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or  de Sept comentarios fienen gue ser
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibides el e, © matosellados. &l o antes

August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepliembre dal 2011

Name/Nembre: __ Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Qrgonization/Organizacisn: MEL’s Farms - s - i
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue
559-469-6685

Cedigo Posfal Lemoore, CA 93245

City, State, Zip Cade/Civdad, Estodo 2
frank.oliveira@me.com

/Correo Electronico
f needed/Usa
This comment card relates specificly to

BO015-132 Thi is an 80-acre v roughly & 25 yoar Eycie. The CHSRA is proposing to divide this property Into tw parcels
from narth to south at an angle which will cause a large feld with a strange eastern boundary and small field with o strange western boundary.

E-mail Addre.
Us

J
rdditional p

agings adicion s &5 necesaro

s County Assessor’s Parcel Number 002-150-027 or DEIR/S Section:

The orchard is ireigated by a deep well located near the middie of the northern boundary. Well water is also channeled from Call Farms well on parcel 002-150.050,
Canal water is delivered from the northside of the property.

Buried irrigation pipeline runs both east and west across the middle of the property and north and south in some places to convey both well water and canal water.
These are permanent structures which will be seperated by the proposed track allgnment.

We currently are leasing the praperty to John Warmerdam, Mr. Warmerdam has modified the irrgation system to facilitate drip rrigation. The proposed track
alignment will sever his drip system. Unless well water is conveyed across the proposed track alignment, the eastside of the field will die.

How will he convey adequate water the field?

manner 1o the

The DEIR/S y solution: Inmost the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S, Since this property is easlly identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property.

BO015-133

7

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Dralt Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

Comment Card
Tarjefa de Commentarios

ORNIA

Rail Authority

\_/
g
"h(‘-‘

La Seccion de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proyecio de Informe de Impacie Ambiental/
Declarncion dea Ime 1S

Public Hearings  Avdiencias Piblicas
September 2011  Septiembre def 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por faver entregue su toriela complelada ol final de la
end of the meeting, or mail lo;:  reunion, o en o o a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite sda, Sacramento, CA 95814

Thee _Extended commentperiodfor ke B neriode decon s del 15 de Agosio al 28
28,201 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or  de Septicmt comenlarics fienen que ser
1 Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011. recibidos el amente, o matasellados, el o anles
August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septie 2011
Mameivenibeat —_ - Louts, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton e
Organization/Organizacion: N,'EL‘iFirm_s__ = — =
Aol 8835 22nd Avenue
Address/Domicilio: o e = ==
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Numero de Teléfono: aeiiiia £ 4
a . Lemoore, CA 93245
City, State, Zip Code/Ciuvdad, Estade, Codigoboagls o> TRy
frank.oliveira@me.com

E-mail Address/Carres Electrénica
Use add f Vel
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Numb

Usar paginas adicionales s

anal pages if ne

002-190-009  or DEIR/S Section:  =eee- -
BO015-134 This property is a 40-acre organic cherry srehard i g Lo divide this into
ughly 15 insize. rd is iirigated of the property along Bth A
Canal water is delivered from the southeast corner of the property. Buried Irrigation pipeline runs the southern edge of the property from east to west to canwey
both well waterand canal. These are permanent structures which will be seperated by the proposed track alignment. Unless well water is conveyed across the
proposed track alignment, the eastside of the fleld will die due to the lack of dependable Irtigation water,
Will the CHSRA create an operational well an the newly created eastern parcel?
How will weil water be moved to the eastside of the track ifa new well is not created?
How will canal water be moved to the westside of the track?
BO015-135 The DEIR/S pi Y vague general solutions . In most the DEIR/S and CHSRA that Ive worked out
later after this DEIR/S s adopted which seems to defeat the purpose ofthe DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be
mitigated on this property,
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BO015-136

BO015-137 |

Comment Card
ieta de Commentarios

Fresno fo Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card af the
end of the meeting, or mail fo:

La Seccign de Fresno o Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidad Proyecio de Informe de Impacio Ambiental/
Declaracién de Impocto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiencias Piblitos

Septiembre del 2011

Por favor & su farjela completada ol final de la
reunion, © por correo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Socramento, CA 95814

Thaice Extended comment periad for fabeE
28, 201° Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or

Train Draft EIR/EIS: (10|
August 15-October 13

3

Name/Nembre:

El periodo de c o es del 15 de Agosio al 28

de Sepliembre Los comentarios fienen que ser
recibidos elecirénicamente, o matasellados, el o antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

__ Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Organization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms )
Address/Domicilio: ___ 8835 22nd Avenue = -
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Numero de Telefono:

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codigo Postal lemoora CAGaE

E-mail AdJ-es /Correo Elecirénico:

frank.oliveira@me.com

Use add! pages if needed/Usar paginas adi s o
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number ————wwerwwsvseee o1 DEIR/S Section: Genaral Comments

" CNiRA Dnly buys the 100 foot right of way nﬂp how will CHSRA move material and manpower to huﬂd the track anto the 100 font right of way?

1f CHSRA agents move anto private property outside of the purchased right of way, will they be considered to be trespassing if they do ot have the permisson of

the land owner to be present on the private property?

The DEIR/S y Sow e

later after this i th
mitigated on this property.

~Z CALIFORNIA
((Q/&t High-Speed Rail 'f-u?“ul'xy

Comment Card
larieta de Commentarios

the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
‘the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Dralt Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your completed comment card at the
end of the meeling, or mail to

La Seccion de Fresno n Bukersfield del Tren de Alta
Veloddad Proyecio de Informe de Impacio Ambiental/

Declaracién de Impacto Ambientol (EIR/EIS)
Audiendias Piblicas

Septiembre del 20' I

Por favor la completada ol finol de o
reunior reo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800 Sacramento, CA 95814

Theee  EXtended comment period for Thas
28, 201 Fresna to Bakersfield High-Speed Ily, or
. Train Draft EIR/EIS: Q11
August 15-October 13

Name/MNombre:

rio es del 15 de Agosto of 28

fienen que ser

El periodo de co
de Sepiie 011. Los coment
recibides electrénicamente, o matasellados, el o anfes
del 28 de Sepliembre dal 2011

Patrick Oiiveira & Gioria Denton

Orgonization/Organizacion: MELS Far-n}s‘* — e
Address/Domicllio: _ il il — -
559-469-5685

Phone Number/Numere de Telafono:

Lemoore, (‘A 93245

City, State, Zip Code/Civdad, Estade, Cadigo Postal__
frank.oliveira@me.com

E mail Address/Correo Electrénico
Use ndditional pages if

This comment card relates spa:lﬁdy to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number -

Thli CHSRA Comment Card is printed in both Spanish and English to assist the malmhvnlnur o

eaded/Usar paginas adicionales si e

with a sticker had (hangEH

extended the DEIR/S comment period, they covered the Comment Review
from September 28, 2011 to October 13, 2011 over the English

cti nge. The CHSRA failed however to do the same for our

Spanish speaking friends who all now think the comment period ended 15-d:

bef y did. The CHSRA dis English

speaking members of th prevented their contir in the DEIR/S process.
The CHSRA ing an area Fresno County by many, many small farms. Thi
% the Hmoy ing population’s language needs to allow them to also participate in the DEIR/S process, Their group appears to be a
significate g ' Y

How does the CHSRA's DEIR/S reconcile these I
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"
Authority

Comment Card
1 de Commentarios

1a

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section Lo Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta

Droft Environmental Impact Report/

Veloddad Proyecio
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)  Declaracion de I

forme de Impacto Ambiental/
ol (ER/EIS!

Public Hearings Avdiencios Piblicas

_ALIFORNIA

eed Rail Autho

Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Drafi Environmenltal Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

La Seccian de Fresno u Bakersficld del Tren de Ao
Velodidad Proyec torme de Impacio Ambiental/
Declaracion de Ir > Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Avdiencius Piblicas

Septiembre del 2011

C

Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por favor completada ol final de la
end of the meeting, or mail to;  reunién, o & cerreo a la siguiente direccion
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streef, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

September 2011 Septiembre del 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the  Por faver enfreque su | jeta completada o final de la
end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, & envielo per correo a o siguiente direccion
Fresno to Bokersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 I Straet, Svife 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment periad for

o ey The cc mber El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agosto of 28
Theet _ Extended comment period for mber El periods e comeniario es del 15 de Agosio of 28 28, 2()1t Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or dcp;c-pl'c nl;.: del 2011 1: ::‘memoric??;;:lquc ser
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or  de Sepliembre del 2011, | nentarics tenen que ser r Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011, recibides electranicamente, o matosellados. €l o anfes
£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011, recibidos electrénicomente, o matasellados, &l o anfes August 15-October 13 del 28 de Septiembre 011

August 15-October 13 del 28 de Sepfiembre del 2011

Name/Nombre: __ Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Name/Noeribia: Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton
S e 5 MEL's‘ ;arm; ' s .y Organization/Organizacion: MEL's Farms
O ization/O zacion: — NP S
fgvcnl iy Irgam ok 8835 22nd Avenue = — Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue
A /Domizilio: _—
Address/Domicilio: 55; = f“;'“ﬂ" — Phone Number/Nomero de Taléfore: 559-869-6685 = ==

Phone Number/Numero de Teléfona:

= City, State, Zip Code/Ciudag, Estade, Cadigo Posial_LeMoore, SIS

. e | . | Lemoore, CA 93245 A
City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codiga Po:'n»v_'“ i = — E-mail Address/Correo Elacirg frank.oliveira@me.com
mail Address/Correo Electrénico frank.oliveira@me.com [l i e _'\u o il oY Pl —
/ eo Electréni s s B focmRl ddivancl p f neaded/Usar paginas odicic s es
| pages if needed/Usar paginas adicions| This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number  002-190-009  or DEIR/S Section:  ——eeeeee

This comment card relates specificly to Kings cuum\L Assessor's Parcel Number Dnz.lsi-nu ngzmls Section: e BO015-140 This property is a 40-acre arganic cherry orchard roughly Svears into i< 2! s proposing to divide this property into two parcels
BO015-138 This property s an 80-acre organic cherry orchard roughly 5-years intn He 25 i5R7 is proposing to divide this property into two parcels from north to south each roughly 19-Acres in size.
rom north to south at an angle which will cause a large field with a strange estern boundary and small ield with a strange estern boundary.
It will take an unknown amount of vehicle miles farever to move and forth between the two newly created fields. it will take an unknown
Thepropery i nest o cur et archad which sso wil be sgainst he CHSRA it of way, ang oftime to move (aor back and forth between the two filds, The additianal mileage to he driven s impossibl to determine because the DEIR/S does not
address where the additional access right of ways will be located,
What pesticides/herbicides wil be applied to the area to control weeds where the CHRSA right of way located?
Both of these things will increase our ts and L The CHSRA will cause us a in farm wear and
There has been issues with i leachers and moving through the soil with water (rain). Bage,
the trees close to the CHSRA right of ways become unheaithy or even die, daes CHSRA have a protocol in place for payment of these losses 7 How will we be compensated for these things?
1he DEIR/S presents very vague generai solutions for thissituation, In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out BO015-141 ot el Bresents ery vague general solutions for ths sitution, In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHRA perscnnel explain that these details will be worked out
BO015-139 ater after this DEIR/S s adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this Property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be Jater after this DEIR/S s adopted which seems o defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easilyidentifed, explain how these prablems wil b
e i mitigated on this property.
—= e e s
e S o S e — =
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Comment Card
de Commentarios

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta

Fresno te Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Velodidod Proyec nforme de Impacto Amb:cnruly

Draft Environmenial Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Pubslic Hearings
September 2011
Please submit your completed comment card at the
end of the meeling, or mail fo: or correo a lc siguiente dl![‘c(\DH

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Commeni, 770 L Sfmei Smie 800 Sacromento, CA 95814

Auvdiencias Piblicas
Septiembre del 2011

The et Extended comment periad for mber  El periodo dc Erar)
28, 207 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly.or de
£ Train Draft EiR/EIS: Q11. recibidos el
August 15-October 13

o es del 15 de Agosto al 28
11. Los comentarios tienan que ser
te, o motasellades, el o antes

Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton
MEL's Farms

Name/Nombre:

Organization/Organizacion:

8835 22nd Avenue
559-469-6685

Address/Domicilio:

Phone Number/Mumero de Teléfono:_ 559-469-6685 = =,
City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cadigo Postal Lemoore, CA 93245 e LT

mail Address/Correo Electrénico: frank.oliviiya @me.com

sz tidditional pages if nesded/Usar pagins adicianales & es necesonc
This comment card relates spl:lﬁcly to Kings Coun(v Assessor's Parcel Number 002-150—027 or DEIR/S Section: ——
BOO015-142 This 80. ~ 1 roughly Syears fnts 125 voar is proposing to dNYﬂelhhpmyenyln‘thupimels

from north lo southatan angle which will cause a large field with a strange eastern boundary and !mlll field witha strange western boundary.

Due ta the split of the property inta two smaller i f the Y, Our property values on the remaining parcels will be diminished
because the parcels will be fess viable for agricultural use because of there new size and new. operational challenges.

How will we be for the In eur property

BO015-143 The DER/S p very ions for this si In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain thanhen details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since thi yis easlly these problems will be
itigated on this property.

ALIFORNIA Comment Card
Authority Tarjeta de Commentarios

yeed Rail

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
de Informe de Impacte Amhbiental/
> Ambientol [EIR/EIS)

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Repart/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

Public Hearings Audiencios Publicas
September 2011 Septiembre def 2011
Pleose submit your romnlﬂlerl comment card af the  Por favor an su forjela completada ¢l finel ¢z la

end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunion, o envielo par correo a la siguiente direccion

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

Extended comment periad for

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or

Train Draft EIR/EIS: o011
August 15-October 13

mber  El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agasto ol 28

de Septiembre del 2011 e comenlaries fienen que ser
recibidos electrénicamente, o motosellades, el ¢ antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

The e
28, 201

f

Name/Nombre: Louis, Franklin & Patrick Oliveira & Gloria Denton

Orgonization/Organizacian: MEL‘SFarms, —— e
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue s
559-469-6685

Phone Number/Numero de Teléforo: 559-469-6685 = —

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Codige Posial_kemaore, CA 93245
frank.oliveira@me.com

E mcul Address /Correa Eleclron ico;

ario)

Thls comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number ~ 002-180-007 o DEIR/S Section:
BOO015-144 This is @ 40-acre almond orchard rotshly 6.vears inte n,‘zs,‘_. <ycle, The CHSRA I pioposing io divide this property into two parcels from

north to south leaving the westside with -ppwxlmamly 34-acres and the eastside S-acres.

We will lose around l-an! of ground to the CHSRA right of way acrass the property. Additional trees will be lost to creating vehicle turnarounds against the rail

all it and addit and trees might be lost to potential access right of ways. We have  long term lease on the farm ground with lohn Tos.
This property is currently in an agricultural use contract with the California the Act.
Wili the newly created properties still asviable frer the split?

I not, haw will the increase in our property taxes be mitigated?

BOO015-145 The DEIR/S presents very vague generai solutions for this situation. In most cases, the DEIR/S and CHSRA personnel explain that these details will be worked out
later after this DEIR/S Is adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property fs ¥ lain how these p: be
mitigated on this property.
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Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmenial Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Lo Seccion de Fresno u Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidad Proyec Inferme de Impacte Ambiental
Declaracién de Impacio Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Audiencias Poblicas

Septiembre del 2071

1
NI

Comment Card
jeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bukersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draift Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Pleose submit your completed comment card of the

La Seccion de Fresno u Bakmsﬁeld del Tren de Alta
\h.-lwdud me de Impacta Ambiental/
biental (EIR/EIS)

Pr

Audl'entins Publicas
Sephembre del 20! I
Por k 5

forjeta completada al finol de la

Please submit your completed comment cord at the  Por faver en ) tarjeto complelada ol final de la
end of the meefing, or mail fo:  reunion, o enviela por correo a lo siguiente direccian

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Streei, Svite 800, Sucrumento, CA 95814

orreo o o siguiente direccion

end of the meeting, or mail fo:  reunien
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Sireef, Svife 800, Sacramento, (A 95814

Thee _EXtended comment periodfor e Bl periode de con s del 15 de Agosto ol 28 The g _xiended comment perlod for  mper - El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agosio ol 28
28, 201" Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed lly, or  de Sepienbxe 011 Los comentarios tienen que ser 28,201 Freseo ;‘:]:?f;:f’!‘e[‘;; ;'Iﬁq'j-Sweed n&rljﬂ de S g;'m [.| del 2011. Los comentarics fienen que ser
o (N reciDidos elecironic

£ Train Draft EIR/EIS: 011, recibidos electrénicamente, o matasellados, el ¢ antes » :mmcae lades, el o anfes

August 15-Dctober 13 del 28 de Septiembre del 2011

August 15-Octaber 13 del 28 de Septiem

Name/Nombre:

Name/Nombre: Franklin Oliveira for Louis Oliveira

MEL's Farms

Organization/Organizacién: Cali Fa"“s s o = L Orgonizafion/Organizacion: g gkl =
Address/Domicilio: 8835 22nd Avenue il o Address/Domicilio: 8835,2,2'!‘1 AvenueA —E= —
559-469-6685 Phone Number/Iomero de Telefono: SRERcats

Phane Number/Nimero de Teléfona:
. : Lemoore, CA 93245

— City, Stote, Zip Code/Ciudag, Estads, Cadigo Postal =

E-mail Adclress/Coc reo Electrénico: ﬁank'nlwe"a@me‘wm

= Us f neaded/Usar paginos odicionales s es necesario)

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estodo, Codige Pestal 'Limonre,u 93245
E n frank.oliveira@me.r.um

10l Auclvr«z' /Correc Electrénico
nal pages if nee
Thll comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number  002-150-050 or DEIR/S Section:

1dditional p

Usar paginas odicionales si es necesario
This comment card relates specificly to Kings County Assessor's Parcel Number e OF DEIRIS Section: Genln| Comments

Tiis CHSRA Comment Card is orinted in both Spanish and English to assist the majority of our nnnulauon to participate in the DEIR/S srocess. When the CHSRA

BO015-146 This property is an 20-acre oreanic cherry srehard roughby S-years intn Hs 25-v. i B eyt T
production cycle. bl oo extended the DEIR/S comment period, they covered the Comment Review period dealines with that the had changed
from September 28, 2011 to Octaber 13, 2011 over the Engli icate the chaige, The CHSRA faled howsver 2 do the same for our
The CHSRA is proposing to divide this property Into twa parcels to angle in the middle of the fiaid, Spanish speaking friends who all :owﬂ:l::: the comment. gg::: Zn::: :‘5:“." ::‘r::: :mmp.,m s 1::; :; I;;s imi English
and preven! r co n process.
e Faidad el ki e " "
Iftrafins are passing by several times in a 30-minutes to one hour ,,M oih e  th st e e The CHSRA project will be traversing an area of southern Fresno County that is populated by many, many Hmong/American owned small farms. This comment card
Fallure to spray Will produscs Jexs sealnuty et wdll be of aninferiar ptatimbolsil i dlearly does e Hi ing population's language needs to allow them to alsa participate in the DEIR/S process, Their group appears to be a
which will make the entire orchard less profitable. g s beir is against by the CHSRA,
How do we spray the field and not have chemical drift on the train? Fow does the CHERA's DER)/& veconclle thestenvironmental/socil iistice tssies?
How do we spray the field and not have chemical drift on to the organic cherry orchard or our neighbor's property? = Daese — —
1 sprayi on enhancing or prevented by
i y the CHRSA project at CHRSA or the Coun ulture — _ — e
Commissioner direction, how will be be compensated for ot short and long term damages? i
BO015-147 e for thi . In most the DEIR/S and CHSRA that will be worked -
Iater after this DEIR/S s adopted which seems to defeat the purpose of the DEIR/S. Since this property is easily identified, explain how these problems will be - = —=

mitigated on this property.
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September 22, 2011

o T (e ey S
BO&X4 Of Diresciors

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
770 L Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, Calif. 95814-3359

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board
BO015-148
planted in producing cherry trees.

Trees contribute to clean air and promote a healthy
environment. Goals of CEQA and NEPA provide, in part,
or eliminate damage to the environment.

This parcel of land does not lie within a designated

approximately 1,500 cherry trees.

Have you developed standards and procedures designed to

this ecco-friendly air and healthy environment that is
provided by the trees that will be lost?

Yours very truly,

Louie M., Oliveira
Elsie Oliveira

2033 Franklin Way
Hanford, Calif. 93230

1ed +BBYHBSESS BulenTIn 21813

We own an 80 acre parcel of land (assessor's 002-150-027)

government agencies develop, maintain, and enhance a hi
guality environment and promote efforts that will preve

transportation corridor, but the proposed high speed rail
route will cross this parcel of land diagonally and eliminates

provide environmental protection for the residents of Kings
County and our local Kings River residents for the loss of

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and NEPA, I ask you to
give us a complete and detailed explanation of how you plan
to compensate our community for this loss to our environment.

BRES:2T 11

12 dag
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September 22, 2011

Board of Directors
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY

770 L Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, Calif. 95814-3359

Re: Assessor's #002-150-027
Dear Chairman and Members of the Board:

T am concerned that the Draft EIR/EIS has not adeguately
studied the impact on historical values in our land and

We own an 80 acre parcel of land that is sgheduled to be
diagonally crossed by high speed rail. This land does not
lie within a designated transportation corridor.

This land is of significant historical value to Kingslcounty
because it is one of a few parcels that has rema@ned in

a single family ownership for over 80 years. This virgin
land was purchased by my family in 1928 from the persons

who had acquired it from the original land grant owner in
early northern Kings County history.

CEQA provides, in part, that government agencies provide
residents with historical amenities.

T ask that the EIR affecting this parcel be revisited and.

a complete and thorough explanation be.sent to me explainlng
why this parcel of land must be sacrificed to meet high
speed rails unexplained desire.

Yours very truly,

Elsie Oliveira
2033 Franklin Way
Hanford, Calif. 93230

+B8B++BSESS BJd1anrIg 81si3 B8% 10 11 12 dag
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September 27, 2011

Board of Directors

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
770 "L" Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, California 95814-3359

Assessor's parcel (002-150-027)

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board

m
e
v
3
s7

We own an 80 acre

-
diagonally crossed by ngh Speed Ra
lie within a designated transportat1on corridor.

parcel

Located on this land is a three bedroom house, a well,
pipeline and the staging area for a cherry orchard operation.
Access to this area is a long driveway from 8th Ave.

The proposed High Speed Rail will cut across the driveway
and leave the the area land-locked.

Nearest access would be to the west approximately 7/8ths
mile and off 9th Ave. This would involve crossing neighhor's
property.

Please advise us how you plan to provide access to these
land-locked facilities. We would also like to comment that
a house so isolated and between trees can become a breeding
ground for criminal activities.

Yoprs very truly,
%‘_’m i

The Oliveira Family Trust

Louie M. Oliveira, trustee

Elsie Oliveira, trustee

2033 Franklin Way

Hanford, Calif. 93230

2°d $88++8S6SS eJd1antin 21s13

dsp:go 11

gz dag

BO015-152

+d +8B¥#B8S56SS

September 26, 2011

Board of Directors

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
770 "“L' street, Suite 800
Sacramento, California 95814-3359

Assessor's parcel 002-150-027)
Dear Chairman and Members of the Board

We are owners of Peoples Ditch Stock which receives water
from the XKings River north of our land. Water is transported
by the Riverside Ditch to the land.

Also on our land and adjacent to 8th Avenue is a ditch right-
of-way for the moving of water to lands laying south of us.

These ditches are not now in use, but are necessary
appurtenances to the land. They were acguired by deed and
water agreement in the past and remain viable water
transportation routes in case our wells fail. They also
enhance a high quality environment for us by tying us to
the Kings Rver and it's scenic pleasing amenities.

High Speed Rail crosses our lands diagonally cutting off
these water access rights-of-ways.

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and NEPA, we ask you

to give us a complete and detailed explanation of how you
plan to keep these right-of-ways open and available to us
and preserve our right to enjoy the unigue river environment.

Yours very truly,
e W A 7
L«t?’CZZL?Lt&tabL“,
The Oliveira Family Trust
Louie M. Oliveira, trustee
Elsie Oliveira, trustee
2033 Franklin Way
Hanford, Calif. 93230
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September 30, 2011

Board of Directors

CALTIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
770 "L" Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, California 95814-3359

Assessor's Parcel 002-150-027

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board
B0015-153 We ar d that th £ /
re concerne a e Draft EIR/EIS has not adequatel
studied the impact on wild game birds on our land agd they
community.

We own an 80 acre parcel of land that is scheduled to be
d:}agoqally crossed by high speed rail. This land does not
lie within a designated transportation corrider.

Ou: area.| is an outstanding habitat for pheasants, doves,
an ouad T s oo il it 3 i
2n¢ quai.. In season, it serves as a hunting ground for
local and sportsmen throughout California.

Frequent trains "swooshing" across ths land wi i

: i1l fright

the b1r§s and discourage them from nesting. In a vegy :Eort
time t}.u.s area will not be hospitable to game birds, The
area will be sterile to that purpose.

CEQA & NEPA providg, in part, that government agencies:
1. prevent the elimination of fish and wildlife species
and f:ommunities for present and future generations
2. provide long-term environmental protection
i. create and maintain harmony hetween pecple and nature
« develop standards and procedures designed t i
5 environmental protection 3 S b
. promote efforts that will prevent or elimi
4 to the environment AN o
- enrich the understanding of ecological s
bt g ystems and natural

I ask that the EIR/EIS affecting this i
fie parcel, our communit
::gl:#alg‘s Cm;nty getrev:kslted and a conplet:z and thoroughy
ion be sen © us explaining how i
the goals described above. A PRI 58 G

Yours very truly,

The Oliveira Family Trust
Louie M. Oliveira, trustee
Elsie Oliveira, trustee
2033 Franklin Way

Hanford, Calif. 893230

€d ¥BBY¥BSBESS BJdrentlo 81si3

BO015-154

dsp:go 11 gz des

The potential benefits of the High Speed Rail (HSR) do not outweigh the tremendous
costs of this budgetary train wreck.

As a fourth generation farmer, [ have lived on the eastside of Kings County all of my life.
Farming is a difficult profession; with the ever changing markets, weather and pest
pressure, we are subject to factors that are out of our control. In this case though we do
have control of the outcome; we can cancel the HSR project or we can move it
somewhere it actually is wanted. 1 support canceling this financial boondoggle! We

simply cannot afford this right now.

As a farmer, I am also a Qualified Applicator, certified by the California Department of
Pesticide Regulation. A Qualified Applicator (QA) applies crop protection chemicals to
crops to prevent weeds, insect damage and diseases. One extremely important factor in
applying these expensive and potentially harmful chemicals is offsite movement. When
used correctly and under the right conditions; the crop protection chemicals we use today
are among the safest substances known to mankind. However these same substances due
to there extremely high concentrations (for an example: loz will treat the area of a
football field ) can be tremendously dangerous to surrounding crops and residences when
a HSR train is to create a vortex of wind as it speeds by, trapping the material and
moving it off target. The HSR is simply not worth the risk.

I could list dozens of other risks that this project entails, but | know you have many more
letters to read from concerned Kings County residents. Just know that this project would
do irreparable harm environmentally and economically to our county.

Sincerely,
Marty J. Dutra

CALIFORNIA
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October 12, 2011

Page 2

BOO015-155
Thomas J. Umberg, Chairman The temporary construction sites proposed will disrupt the entire
California High Speed Rail Authority farming operation on both parcels impacted by the project footprint.
P.O. Box 41218 They will also serve to destroy prime farmland due to hazardous
Sacramento, CA 95841 waste issues which will also adversely impact the land and the water
on the property.
Dear Chairman Umberg,

Y h I T [ BO015-156 Air quality will also bg eroded and thqs harm three generations in
First of all,zgial-nkvzo‘i V‘lﬂ'y much ftor t{'lee a%‘:féorn‘;fﬁ;e i 0 our fgrmly V\;lho have 1st1rrtus anqﬁallertgy 1SSuEés. %/}\{e also havetrfalm%y
October 5, s e truly appreciate C B members who are ultra sensitive to sound. ese are extremely
review the massive DEIR/DEIS document since we are still in the serious environmental issues and major health issues. How are you
midst of reviewing it in its entirety. able to bypass such concerns and what are you doing to make sure
H I {ill contacting you today re: two (2) parcels f Tand this doesn’t happen? I await your response to this critical question.

owever, I am sti : )
owned by the Andranigian Family which are currently in the BO015-157

proposed California high-speed rail route and will be adversely
impacted via air, land and water. The HSR route is a triple-threat to
both our property and our health.

Our properties are along the scenic and majestic Cole Slough of the
Kings River. Lush oak trees and foliage dot the area which is
inhabited by various forms of wildlife.

Parcels impacted by project footprint appear on Sheet 37 Appendix
3.1-A and Sheet 38 Appendix 3.1-A. Our concerns are about both the
temporary and permanent impacts to these parcels.

The permanent impacts were first discovered in May, while "the
temporary impacts were just discovered last month while reviewing
the DEIR/DEIS. Both of these impacts create a myriad of more
questions; notwithstanding, why we were never told about the latter
(temporary impacts), since they are just as detrimental if not more so
than the permanent ones.

The impacted parcel which is the “Home Place” is only % mile from
the “temporary construction site.” How long is “temporary?” Is
“temporary” 5 (five) years or is “temporary” forever if the federal
funds run out? I await your response to this critical question.

The “permanent” section on the “Home Place” will be about a %2
mile from the family home. What happens if there is a derailment at
the projected “high-speed” of these trains? How will you account for
any potential harming of and/or loss of life? I await your response
to this critical question.

This completes my comments for the draft document concerning the
Fresno to Bakersfield route that was removed on October 5, 2011 for
some unknown reason.

o SRPSIRL |
SLILerely,

—/ Wil l (, 1 \pt, V’L/UL,}/L;__\
Shelli Andranigian ‘
on behalf of the Andranigian Family and Andranigian Farming
19500 S. Highland
Laton, CA 93242

U.S. Department
‘ of Transportation
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Administration
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PO. Box 1061 * Hanford, California 93232 » (559) 5824807

Mailing address:

Shelli Andranigian e "
Andranigian Family / Andranigian Farming
P.O. Box 752
Laton, CA 93242
To: High Speed Rail Authority, October 12, 2011

Enclosure

cc: Michael L. Farley, Esq. BO015-158

| formally submit comments and objections to the lack of detailed EIR information
required to comply with current Environmental Laws. The released EIR documents
and comments are massive and impossible to read in the comment period
allowed. The EIR comment period needs to be extended to a total of 180 days
minimum.

The current documents released to date lack the specific details required so local
Agencies, local politicians, Planning Departments and residents can make fully
informed decisions.

I have enclosed and attached one of the areas of concern we have and object to
lack of required EIR details pertaining to the directly impacted protected % wide
zones described by HSR as % mile on each side of the HSR Route. This % mile
buffer zone declaration and potential restrictions can and will have tremendous
impacts on Land Owners. We need to know the details of any potential
restrictions and the EIR process requires this type of information to be part of a
projects EIR report. High Speed Rail has failed to provide an accurate and timely
EIR report.

Russell Waymire

Waymire Farms, Hanford, Ca.
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BO015-159

++
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Tiup: 1w cahighspeediail.ea.goy/Figs/route. him

the Authority’s objective has been to maximize the use of existing transportation |
corridors and rights-af-vay for the high-speed train system. Consistent with this

objective, extensive portions of the alignment alternatives were described and

analyzed as if they were placed within or adjacent to existing rail or highway |
rights-of-way, rather than on new alignment. Evaluations for the Statewide

High-Speed Train system Program EIR/EIS and for the Bay Area to Central Valley

High-Speed Train Final Program FIR/EIS have cansistently shown a potential for

e I
poE - fewer significant environmental impacts along existing transportation facilities
5 than on new through both ped and areas.
A L
X Figures frony the Final Program EIR/EIS documents depict typical cross sections for

high-speed train facilities at grade, on an elevated structure, and where twin

tunnels might be necessary. These figures show maximum proposed rights-of-way of |
100 fect, 50 feet, or 120 feet for these facililies, respectively. At the programmatic

level, this EIR has analyzed the impacts of constructing and operating the

high-speed train system along the proposed alignment alternatives conservatively,

by evaluating direct and indirect impacts within a wide band that exceeds the

maxdmum proposed high-speed train right-of-way, whether in an existing

transportation right-of-way or adjacent to it.

le, for biological impacts, the EIR defines the study area for direct

impacts a¢ 50 feet on either side of the alignment, and for indirect

impacts as 1,000 feet in urban areas and 0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of |
the alignment. At the project level, when “detailed Tield conditions, resource data,
and‘sue»sﬁecilic facility design information become available, certain impacts ‘
disclosed in the Program EIR are expected to be far less in those clreumstances ‘
when the actual final footprint of high-speed train track can be located within

existing rights-of-way, ramewad%cem e .

To view Lhis document in PDF format, click here
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Contact

Established In 199, the Calif
entity responsible for planning, constructing and operating a high-speed train
system serving California’s major metropolitan areas. The Authority has a |
nine-member policy board (five appointed by the governor, two appointed by the

Senate Rules Committee, and two by the speaker of the Assembly) and a small core

staff, All planning and ing work is by private

firms under contract with the Autharity,

With the certification of the Statewide Final Program-Level Environmental Impact

Report (EIR)/ Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), the Authority has begun

implementation of the 800-mile high-speed train system serving Sacramento, the

San Francisco Bay Area, the Central Valley, Los Angeles, the Inland Empire, Orange

County and San Diego. High-speed trains will be capable of maximum speeds of 220

miles ner haur with an exnected trin time from San Franei Log Angalec in 2 |
hours and 40 minutes. The system is forecast to potentially carry over 100 million |
passengers per year by 2030,

in bond funding for the 800-mile statewide network and $950 miltion to finance
capital improvements to commuter and intercity rail as well as local transit lines
that will conect existing infrastructure to the high-speed train system,

Voter approval of Proposition 1A on the November 4, 2008 ballot provided $9 billion ’
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Angeles?

As part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS document (certified November 2005), the
Autherity selected the atignment through the SR-58/Soledad Canyon Coriidor
(Antelope Vatley) with an high-speed train station at Patmdale as the preferred
optian for crossing the Tehachapi Mountains between the Central Valley and
Southern California. Although the longer Antelope Valiey atignment would add
about 10 minutes to express service travel times between northern and southern
Caiifornia and have iess ini

orcity ridership potential (iiips between regions) than
the I-5 alignment option, it would have fewer potential environmental impacts, it
would be less subject to seismic activity and have considerably less tunneling and
thereby have fewer constructability issues, and would increase connectivity and
accessibility. .

The most significant difference in regards to potential eﬂvi;anmental impacts
between the Antelope Valley option and I-5 alignments is in regards to majer
parklands, The Antelope Valley alignment would not go through major parks. In
contrast, the |-5 options vould potentially impact Fort Tejon Historic Park, Angeles
and Los Padres National Forests, Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area,
Pyramid Lake and other local parks. The Antelope Valley alignment would also
have a lower averall polential for water-related impacts, less potential impacts to

e and nenwetland waters, and

urbanized land and farmland conversion than the I-5 options (because the I-§
options would result in mare growth I the Central Valley).

2 frvacast ta hava lece imnacts an

The Antelope Valley alignment traverses less challenging terrain than the I-5
options, which would result considerably less tuaneling overall (13 miles 21 km of
tunneting for the Antelope Valley option versus 23 37 km miles for I-5 options), and
considerably shorter tunnels (maximum length of 3.4 miles 5.5 km for the Antelope
Valley option versus two tunnels greater than 5 miles 8 km for the I-5 options)
which would result in fewer constructability issues, Although the Antelope Valley
option is about 35 miles Longer than the 1-5 atignment options, it is-éstimated to be
stightly less expensive to construct as a result of less tunneling through the
Tehachapi Mountains. In addition, due to its more gentle gradient, geology,
topology and other features, the SR-58/5oledad Canyon Corridor offers greater
opportunities for using potential high-speed train alignment variations, particularly
through the mountainous areas of the corridor, to avoid impacts to environmental
resources, In contrast, the more chatlenging terrain of the I-5 Corridor greatly
limits the ability to avoid sensitive resources and seismic constraints, The
alignment optimization system (Quantm) that was utilized to identify and evaluate
approximately 12 million alignment options for each mountain crossing could onty
find one practicable alignment option through the Tehachapi Mountains for the I-5
Corridor.

Additional seismic hazards relating to the I-5 alignment that (urther differentiate
these options from the Antelope Valley alignment. Since the I-5 alignment options
follow the San Gabriel fault for over 20 miles and cross through the area where the
San Andreas and Garlack faults meet, they would have greater seismic hazard and
constructability issues than the Antelope Valley option. The Authority concluded
that there are additional seismic hazards and risks for the I-5 aligniment options
from paralleting the San Gabriel fault, and also from traversing the "triangle”
where the San Andreas and Garlock faults meet.

The Antelope Valley option would provide direct service to the Palmdale/Lancaster
area, which increases the connectivity and accessibility of the high-speed train
network. The Antelope Valley is the fastest growing area in Los Angeles County and
currently regional population forecasts estimate the Antelope Valley population
could exceed 1 mitlion by the year 2020. The high-speed train system would also
provide connectivity to Palmdale Airport and Metrolink commuter rail service.

it pov/Fags/route.him

hup:tf Lcahighsy Ca.gon

Public and agency support for the Antelope Valley option is strong in Los Angeles
County because of the increased connectivity and accessibility it would provide for
the Antelope Valley, Agencies which have indicated support for the Antelope Valley
alignment include: the City of Las Angeles, the County of Los Angeles, Los Angeles
Caunty Metropolitan Transportatian Authority (LAMTA), Los Angeles Department of
Transportation, Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), the City of
palmdale, City of Lancaster, County of Kern, Kern Council of Governments, and the
City of Bakersficld.

\Why not use Interstate 5 (I-5) throughout the Central Valley?

Review of the 1-5 and State Route 99 (SR-99) corridars showed that, aithough the
SR-99 corridor options would be slightly more costly than the I-5 corridor options,
the SR-99 corridor yould have higher ridership potential, providing far better
service to the growing Central Valley population, while offering fast, competitive
service between the San Francisco Bay Area and Los Angeles metropolitan regions,

The IS corridor has very littie existing or projected population between the San
Francisco Bay Area and Los Angeles. In contrast, according to the California
Department of Finance, well over 3 million residents are projected to live between
Fresno and Bakersfield along the SR-99 carridor by 2015, which directly serves all
the major Central Valley cities. Residents along the SR-99 corridor lack a
competitive transportation alternative to the automobile, and detaiied ridership
analysis shows that they wiould be ideal candidates to use a high-speed train
system. The |-5 corridor would not be compatible with current land use planning in
the Central Valley that accommodates growth in the communities along the SR-99
corridor.

Express trains in the SR-99 corridor would cannect San Francisce to Fresno in just 1
Jar and 20 min, and Fresno to Los Angeles in 1 hr and 24 min. This corridor would
link San Francisco to Bakersfield in about 1 hr and 50 min, and Bakersfield Lo Los
Angeles in 54 min, The SR-99 corridor was estimated to have 3.3 million more
intermediate-market ridership (passengers o or from the Central Valley) per year
than the highest 1-5 corridor projections (CRA 1999). Therefore, while SR-99
corridor travel times would be 11 ta 16 min longer than the I-5 alternatives
between Los Angeies and 53
corridor would be higher.

There is strong public support for the SR-99 corridor. In particular, there is
overwhelming support for the 5R-99 corridor in the Central Valley. The 1996, when
the Intercity High-Speed Rail Commission was comparing the I-5, and SR-99
corridars, it received resolutions of support for the SR-99 corridor from nearly
every Central Valtey city, county, and regional government.

In summary, while the I-5 corridor could provide betler end-to-end travel imes
compared to the SR-99 corridor, the I-5 corridor wauld result in lower ridership and
wiould not meet the current and future intercity travel demand of Central Valley
communities as well as the SR-99 corridor, The I-5 corridor would nat provide
transit and airport connections in this area, and thus failed to meet the purpose
and need and basic objectives of maximizing intermodal transportation
opportunities and improving the intercity travel experience in the Central Vatley
area of California as well as the SR-99 corridor. For these reasons the I-5 co(r\dur
was disimissed from further consideration in the Statewide Program EIR/EIS.

s freight right-of-way required for the system?

No, While the Authority has attempted to minimize environmental impacts by
{ocating alignment alternatives within or adjacent to existing transportation rights-
of-way, the Authority’s legal environmentat EIR/EIS documents do not assume or
rely on the availability of existing transportation rights-of-way for their analysis,

To minimize potential environmental impacts from the high-speed train system,

him
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the Autherity’s alijective has been Lo maximize the use of existing transportation
corridors and rights-of-vay for the high-speed train system. Consistent with this
objective, extensive portions of the alignment alternatives were described and
analyzed as if they were placed within or adjacent to existing rail or highway
rights-of-way, tather than on new alignment. Evaluations for the Statewide
High-Speed Train system Program EIR/EIS and for the Bay Area to Central Valley
High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS have consistently shown a potential for
fewer significant environmental impacts along existing transportation facilities
than on new alignments through both developed and undeveloped areas.

Figures from the Final Program EIR/EIS documents depict typical cross sections far
high-speed train facilitics at grade, on an elevated structure, and where twin
tunnets might be necessary. These figures show maximum praposed rights-of-way of
100 feet, 50 feet, or 120 feet for these facilities, respectively. At the programmatic
{evet, this EIR has analyzed the impacls of constructing and operating the
high-speed train system along the proposed alignment alternatives conservatively,
by evaluating direct and indirect impacts within a wide band that exceeds the
maximum proposed high-speed train right-of-way, whether in an existing
transportation right-of-way or adjacent to it.

For example, for biological impacts, the EIR defines the study area for direct
biological impacts as 50 feet on either side of the alignment, and for fndirect
fmpacts as 1,000 feet in urban areas and 0,25 mile in rural areas on cach side of
‘the alignment. At the project level, when detailed field conditions, resource data,
and sTte-specific facility design information become available, certain impacts
disclosed in the Program EIR are expected to be far less in those circumstances
vihen the actual final footprint of high-speed train track can be located within

existing rights-of-way, rather than adjacent to ther.

To view this document in PDF format, click here
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Questions & Answers
Protecting Our Environment

How will high-speed trains benefit aur environment?

The development of the high-speed train system is one of many strategies that we
can employ to reduce global warming and bring under control our resotirce
consumption to preserve the earth for future generations, Recent environmental
analyses and studies comparing California's proposed high-speed trai system
against building more highways and alrports to meet projected travel demands
found that the system would have the following benefits by 2036:

® High-speed trains will have less impact on the environment than expanding
airports and highways, less potential impact on wetlands and water
resources, biology and farmiands; and less noise impact.

* High-speed trains need only one-third of the energy than that of an
airplane and one-fifth of an automobile trip.

* The system is projected to save 12.7 million barrels of ofl per year by 2030,
even with future improvements in auto fuel efficiency.

Electrically-powered high-speed trains reduce pollutant and greenhouse
gas emissions and reliance on fossil fucls, The total predicted emissions
savings of the California high-speed train system is up to 12 billion pounds.
of COZ per year by 2030 and would 2row with higher ridership. The system
will avold and/or minimize the potential impacts to cultural, park,
recreational and wildlife refuges Lo the greatest extent possible.

The system will decrease air poilutants statevide and in all air basing
analyzed by reducing pollution generated by automobile internal
combustion engines.

The system will maximize the use of existing transportation corridors and
railroad rights-of-way in order to minimize the impacts on California®s
treasured landscape.

* Final Bay Area to Central Valley high-speed train Program Environmental Impact
Repor i Impact (EIRIEIS) certified July 2008 and Final
Program Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
for the Proposed Califarnia High-Speed Train System (Certified Novermber 2005),

Will high-speed trains promote clean air or reduce the emissions that cause
ﬂ"j 5 3% S
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global warming?

Global warming and unsustainablo rates of nalural resource usage pose serious
threats to California, the nation and the world community, They threaten our
economic well-being, the public’s health and the environment in which we live,
The patential adverse impacts of global vearming, including worsening air quality,

reductions in water supply and quality, disrint
the natural enviranment, pose significant threats to Caifo

YSLEMS and damage to
mia’s major industries,

a
activities and quality of life. The development of the high-speed train system is
one of many strategies that we can employ to reduce global warming and bring
under control our resource consumption to preserve the Earth for future

generations.

The California high-speed train system will remove 12 bilion pounds of COZ in the
year 2030, by attracting riders from more polluting air and auto modes, and by
using electric power generated from vind, solar, and other reneveable sources,
Additionally the system wil produce a savings of 12,7 milian barrels of oil in 2030,

Furthermore, a study undertaken for the High-Speed Rail Authority entitled “The
Use of Renewable Energy Sources to Provide Power to California’s High Speed Rail”

presents the data and reasans supnortin,

AT Lechivical and commercial feasibility

for the system to use 100% renewable energy with no CO2 emissions whatsoever,

AL its September 2008 meeting,
California High-Speed Rail Auth
renewable energy,

the Authority Board approved the following: “The
ority's policy goal is to power the train by clean
making it the first true Zero-emission train in the world,"

How will high-speed trains Promote more sustainable development in

California?

In contrast to highway improvements that encourage sprawl, high-speed trains are

transportation hubs that will stimulate denser infitl

i and wiil be iinked

directly to local and reglonal transit systers, airports, and highways.

High-speed trains will act as a catalyst for wid

er adoption of smart growth

principles in communities near high-speed train stations. Tomeet the Authority's

adopted nb)Ett_chs; the [ocations that were sel
tacal and regional transit, airports, and highy:

lected would provide linkage with
‘ays. In particular, convenient links to

other rail services (heavy rail, commuter rail, Ught rail, and conventional
intercity) would increase ridership and pedestrian activity at these hub statians, |
Most of the 26 potential stations identified are located in the heart of the

dovmtowin/central city area of California’s maj
Sreenfield sites, the proposed system meets thy

jor citles. By eliminating potential
e objectives of minimizing potential

impacts on the environment and maximizing connectivity with other mades of

transportation. These locations also would hay

Ao

ve the most potential to suppaort infill

imEnt and transit oriented development,

For more information please see Chapter 6 of the Bay Area to Central Valley g
high-specd train Program EIR/EIS, available in the Library section of this website,

20082009 State of California
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: following is a complete transcript of the comments
PLEQ%:?%EEEQ;L September 21 to the panel at the CHSR!}agsslég
?{Ia ring in Hanford, California. [ was told by a CHSRA rep;:sseg e o
= down for their appointed court reporter. PLEASE 01 ess.
”SI‘I}(::I: soeech was written and given before the October 5, 2 T
This speech was written and given before the Uctober o, cUll press

release was issued.

Good evening and welcome to Hanford. My name is Shelli And.ram'g.iax; ar;c(l)i
represent the Andranigian Family. We have lived in Laton, Callfom.la 0;945
years and have also owned and farmed a 135-acre parcel of land since rt
This “Home Place” is along the Cole Slough of the Kings River and also pa

My folks have been humanitarians. They helped Kings River .Conserv.atliloz
District (KRCD) save the town of Laton in 1969 when our family furnishe

dirt to build levees to keep this “train town” from flooding. It took KR;D
eight (8) years for them to bring someone to level th.e ground where' thef irt
had been excavated so our family could again farm this 30 acres of prime farm

land.

My dad also farmed and saved the land of his neighbors, the Inouye Family
in Kingsburg, California while they were interned during World War II.

Our land, like many others who farm and dairy in the Central Valley are rich
and fertile ones, providing for those all over the world. This is also the

busiest time of year as it is harvest season.
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BO015-160

airies have the best to offer the worid over. I have

2.

d
traveled abroad on both light rail and speed trains, so I should know!
I do have a laundry list of questions as I try to make sense out of 30,000 pages
of documents in a short time frame in order to study and comment not just
here in a brief three (3)-minute allotment, but more extensively by October
13",

While I appreciate the 15 extra days to do so (comment, review and question)
from 45 to 60 days -- 180 days is more necessary, realistic and fair. It is
especially important for those of us in the proposed high-speed rail route to
have ample time to look over and fully prepare for something that is not only
impacting Californians TODAY, TOMORROW, NEXT WEEK, NEXT
MONTH, NEXT YEAR AND THE YEARS FOLLOWING. BUT FOR ALL
FUTURE GENERATIONS TO COME THE WORLD OVER!

I have two (2) requests. The first is to please fully consider extending our
comment and review period to 180 days. The second is to properly address

correspondence sent to us.

My name is not just “Owner/Occupant.” It is legally “Shelli Andranigian.”
Thank you!

-«(hu,u;; Cl/i'\u'tuflbu,/‘u,\

@
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BO015-1
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-12.

BOO015-2

As described in Chapter 2 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, there are two
potential alternative station locations in the vicinity of Hanford. The Kings/Tulare
Regional Station—East Alternative would be located east of SR 43 and north of the San
Joaquin Valley Railroad on the BNSF Alternative. The Kings/Tulare Regional
Station—West Alternative would be located east of 13th Avenue and north of the San
Joaquin Valley Railroad on the Hanford West Bypass 1 Alternative and Hanford West
Bypass 2 Alternative. For more detail on the Fresno to Bakersfield Section station
alternatives, please refer to the discussion and figures included in Chapter 2, Section
2.4.4, Station Alternatives.

BO015-3
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-23.

BO015-4
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-12.

BOO015-5

Although there may be localized increases in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and air
emissions, HST operations would help improve long-term air quality in the San Joaquin
Valley Air Basin by reducing VMT, a major source of air pollution. As described in
Section 3.3.6.3 of the EIR/EIS, the reductions in VMT, and the consequential reduction
in air pollution, would cover both inter-regional (from county to county) and intra-regional
(within the county) travel.

BO015-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-LU-01, FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-
Response-AG-03.

Land uses surrounding the HST are under the jurisdiction of counties and cities along
the HST section. Fresno, Tulare, Kings, and Kern Counties all have right-to-farm

BO015-6

ordinances in their Code of Ordinances. These ordinances afford agricultural land use
protection by enforcing a right to farm in lawful customary agricultural operations.

Changes in land use and the potential for growth due to the HST are discussed in
Section 3.13.5.3.

BOO015-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to remainder (e.qg., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-8

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued

@ SoSR
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BO015-8

agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the
remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-9

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-03, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after method
described above.

BOO015-10

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the
remainder property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then
appraising the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the
project were constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any
estimated “cost to cure” damages to the remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation
systems, replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is
termed the severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder
property due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before and after method described above.

BO015-11

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

BO015-12

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, the resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications
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BO015-12

will be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
fields of hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any
restorative work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and
documented in the right-of-way contract.

BO015-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BO015-14

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the

BO015-14

remainder property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then
appraising the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the
project were constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any
estimated “cost to cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing
irrigation systems, replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after”
values is termed the severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the
remainder property due to the construction in the manner proposed.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

BOO015-15

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
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B0O015-15

remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

BOO015-16

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the
remainder property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then
appraising the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the
project were constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any
estimated “cost to cure” damages to the remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation
systems, replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is
termed the severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder
property due to the construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-17

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the

BO015-17

remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

B0O015-18

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
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BO015-18

as for removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BOO015-19

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BO015-20

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

BOO015-21

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and a
"certificate of compliance" may be issued at the landowner's request establishing the
legality of the parcels for purposes of the Subdivision Map Act. If this is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before-and-
after method described above.
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B0O015-22

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the
remainder property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then
appraising the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the
project were constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any
estimated “cost to cure” damages to the remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation
systems, replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is
termed the severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder
property due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before and after method described above.

BO015-23

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-24

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-

BO015-24

separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent
domain.

B0O015-25

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-26

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

B0O015-27

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
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B0O015-27

the right-of-way contract.

BO015-28

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

BO015-29
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-12.

(1) Neither Chapter 2, Alternatives, nor Section 3.2, Transportation, of the Draft EIR/EIS
discusses eliminating Amtrak service between Fresno and Bakersfield. Similarly, the
ridership forecasts do not assume that Amtrak service is discontinued. The following
language was added on page 3.2-71 of Section 3.2, Transportation, of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS to clarify the impacts of HST service on continued Amtrak
service:

With the introduction of HST service, it is expected that Amtrak San Joaquin rail service
would likely adjust to function more in the role of a feeder service to the HST System in
the Fresno to Bakersfield area, providing passengers with the opportunity to connect to
cities not served by HST. Initially, as HST service becomes available, it would be
expected that many San Joaquin riders would shift to HST service (for example, for
Fresno to Bay Area trips). However as HST ridership increases, it is likely that Amtrak
San Joaquin rail service would improve as the San Joaquin line would connect and/or
provide direct service to existing markets between HST stations and/or markets not
served by HST. Also, during Phase 1 of HST operations, before the extension to
Sacramento (Phase 2), the San Joaquin route would provide important connecting
service to municipalities north of Merced.

In addition, the Corcoran Amtrak Station is anticipated to require relocation as part of the

B0O015-29

HST project and the Wasco Amtrak passenger platform may be affected. As mitigation,
relocation of the Corcoran Amtrak Station would be completed prior to demolition of the
existing structure. Relocation of the Wasco passenger platform would also be completed
prior to demolition if necessary to ensure that no disruption to Amtrak service would
occur (see Mitigation Measure SO-4 discussed in Section 3.12, Socioeconomics).
Therefore, the impacts to commercial rail passenger services and existing facilities are
expected to result in effects of negligible intensity under NEPA and less than significant
impacts under CEQA.

(2) The Kings-Tulare Regional Station is indeed in addition to the stations proposed in
the latest Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005). This addition of a station does not
mean that the Authority will exceed the 24-station limit in Proposition 1A, because the
Authority has not finalized the selection of all stations. This possibility is realistic,
because in project-level alternatives analyses for other sections of the line, the removal
of several smaller stations has been requested by regional and local agencies, and the
financial plan in the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) is based on a
maximum of 13 stations in the Phase 1 Blended scenario.

BO015-30

The Authority does not propose to close Amtrak stations in the San Joaquin Valley.
Caltrans, which operates Amtrak service in the San Joaquin Valley has no plans to close
Amtrak stations. The ridership forecasts used for the analysis of the project did not
assume that Amtrak service would be discontinued.

Although there may be localized increases in VMT and air emissions, HST operations
would help improve long-term air quality in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin by reducing
VMT, a major source of air pollution. As described in EIR/EIS Section 3.3.6.3, the
reductions in VMT and the consequential reduction in air pollution cover both inter-
regional (from county to county) and intra-regional (within the county) travel.

B0O015-31
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The Authority and FRA recognize that there is a legitimate concern regarding the health
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B0O015-31

effects of agricultural pesticides. However, the existing regulatory framework
significantly reduces the potential that agricultural properties are contaminated with
pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducts extensive
testing of all commercially-sold organic and non-organic herbicides prior to approval for
sale. Additionally, the State of California heavily regulates the purchase and use of
agricultural pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides must report their use; and
inspections, investigations, and audits are conducted by state and county officials. In
addition, most modern pesticides reside in the environment for a limited time before
breaking down. For the purpose of our analysis, we have assumed, based on available
data about compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that application of
agricultural chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to manufacturer
recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given these
parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that have
been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8 of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less than
significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the soil is
disturbed, however due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

BO015-32
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The Authority and FRA recognize that there is a legitimate concern regarding the health
effects of agricultural pesticides. However, the existing regulatory framework
significantly reduces the potential that agricultural properties are contaminated with
pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducts extensive
testing of all commercially sold organic and non-organic herbicides before approval for
sale. Also, the State of California heavily regulates the purchase and use of agricultural
pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides must report their use; and inspections,
investigations, and audits are conducted by state and county officials. In addition, most
modern pesticides reside in the environment for a limited time before breaking down.

B0O015-32

For the purpose of our analysis, we have assumed, based on available data about
compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that application of agricultural
chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to manufacturer
recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given these
parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that have
been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8, Project Design Features, of the
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less
than significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the
soil is disturbed, but due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

B0O015-33

A sticker denoting the extension of the public comment period was provided in Spanish
and English and was affixed to comment cards and the EIR/EIS outreach brochure,
which was also available in Spanish and English. These materials were available to the
public at all public meetings, at the project office in Kings County, in all public
repositories, and on the Internet. Materials were not translated into Hmong, but
translation services were made available and noticed on all public outreach/notification
materials, and a multi-lingual, toll-free hotline is available for community members to
obtain information and submit requests or comments.

BO015-34
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03 and FB-Response-AG-02.

The potential increases in operations costs and loss of desirability as a result of
increased farm equipment and labor travel time will be analyzed and addressed at the
appraisal stage, with input from the property owners and managers and experts in the
field.
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BO015-35
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

These potential increases in the costs of operations and loss of desirability will be
analyzed and addressed at the appraisal stage with input from the property owners and
managers and experts in the field.

BO015-36

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-07.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after method
described above.

B0O015-37

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-07.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,

B0O015-37

replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

BO015-38

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2 of the
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1 (Caltrans 2010) to manage vegetation on
Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal, biological,
cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation control plan
would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of each year.
That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods as outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control noting planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snail, rodent, etc.)

Only Caltans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program. See
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf (Caltrans 2010).
Pesticide application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if such weed control is established by local agencies.
Farmers/landowners who request weed control on State right-of-way that is not
identified in the annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit
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request application for weed control, identifying the weeds and control method desired.

BO015-39

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2 of the
Caltrans Maintenance Manual (Caltrans 2010) to manage vegetation on Authority
property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal, biological, cultural,
mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation control plan would
be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of each year. That
plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control, with notes on planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snails, rodents, etc.)

Only Caltrans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program
(see Caltrans Maintenance Manual, Appendix C2-A at
http://lwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf). Pesticide
application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators.Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in area-wide control
of noxious/invasive weeds if established by local agencies. Farmers/landowners who
request weed control on State of California right-of-way that is not identified in the
annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit request
application for weed control that identifies the weeds and control method desired.

B0O015-40
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AQ-03.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case-by-case basis. If it is cost-effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under

B0O015-40

the train route. If it is not determined to be cost-effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-41
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

B0O015-42

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-07.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after method
described above.

The analysis looked at each Williamson Act and FSZ contracted parcel to see if the HST
footprint removed enough acreage for the parcel to be below the minimum acreage size.
If the acreage was below the minimum size then it was listed as possibly removed from
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B0O015-42

the program. Final determinations of whether or not an individual parcel can remain in
the Williamson Act or FSZ Contract is up to the discretion of the county, however all
parcels that could be removed were included to present a worst case scenario. Any
impacts to an individual's property taxes as a result of the HST would be subject to
possible compensation from the Authority as a result of the loss of the Williamson Act
Contract benefits.

B0O015-43

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-07.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

BO015-44

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

Land owners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the

BO015-44

remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple attributing a single value to
just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BO015-45

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
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B0O015-45

agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

B0O015-46

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

B0O015-46

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BO015-47

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
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B0O015-47

determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

B0O015-48

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-49

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

B0O015-50

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,

B0O015-50

as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

BO015-51

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
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B0O015-51

as removal and grading costs.

BO015-52

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in the value of the remainder due to the construction in the
manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

B0O015-53

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,

B0O015-53

replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

BO015-54
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and , FB-Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after method
described above.

BO015-55

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
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B0O015-55

parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

BO015-56

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

Land owners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

B0O015-56

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple attributing a single value to
just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

B0O015-57

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
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B0O015-57

replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

BO015-58

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-59

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will

B0O015-59

be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

BO015-60

Material and manpower will be moved along the right-of-way, and the right-of-way will be
accessed from public roads and leased temporary easements. If Authority agents are
not within land leased or owned by the Authority, public land, or land that they have
received permission from the landowner to access, they would be trespassing. The
Authority will not allow that to occur.

BO015-61

Material and manpower will be moved along the right-of-way, and the right-of-way will be
accessed from public roads and leased temporary easements. If Authority agents are
not on land leased or owned by the Authority, public land, or land that they have
received permission from the landowner to access, they would be trespassing.

BO015-62

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-63

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will

@ SoSR
High-Speed Rail Authority ederal Railroa

Administration

Page 54-142



California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

B0O015-63

be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

BO015-64

High speed trains will cause vibrations along the track which will attenuate with distance
from the track centerline. The attenuation is both due to distance from the vibration
source (vertical and horizontal), and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Based on FRA
guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high speed train
can be measured either by an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity, PPV, in
inches per second), or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel, VdB, (in
micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.

The impact of such vibrations to buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
those used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory TAV-02-01-R9601 [Caltrans 2002]) in
which:

Single pulses at 0-2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no risk
of building damage

Vibrations of less than 0.006-0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage

Constant vibration from 0.4-0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
cause architectural and minor structural building damage

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various
running speeds and ground conditions that can be compared with the above damage
criteria. This analysis, presented in the FRA manual: High-Speed Ground Transportation
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessmen, (FRA 2012), indicates that:

BO015-64

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high speed train at 220 mph within 10 feet of track centerline on a generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).

At 400 feet from the track centerline vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet deep (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8 of the EIR/EIS). Therefore,
the screening for any well adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB.
There is no evidence that wells would be more susceptible to vibration than structures.
Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria outlined above, the level of impact to wells
outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to be below the level of “virtually no risk of
damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this
conclusion. There are numerous water wells immediately outside the right-of-way of
highways that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of
incidents where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight
rail traffic.

BO015-65
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-AG-04.

High-speed trains will cause vibrations along the track, and these vibrations will
attenuate with distance from the track centerline. The attenuation is due to both distance
from the vibration source (vertical and horizontal) and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Per
FRA guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high-speed
train can be measured by either an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity
[PAW], in inches per second) or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel
(VdB) (in micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.
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B0O015-65

The impact of such vibrations on buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below-ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
those used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory, Vibration, TAV-02-01-R9601

[Caltrans 2002]) in which:

Single pulses at 0 to 2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no
risk of building damage.

Vibrations of less than 0.006 to 0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings.

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage.

Constant vibration from 0.4 to 0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
cause architectural and minor structural building damage.

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various
running speeds and ground conditions that can be compared with the above damage
criteria. This analysis, which is presented in the FRA manual High-Speed Ground
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FRA 2012) indicates that:

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 miles per hour (mph) within 10 feet of track centerline on a
generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).

At 400 feet from the track centerline, vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water

B0O015-65

Resources, of the EIR/EIS). Therefore, the screening for any well adjacent to the HST
right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB. There is no evidence that wells would be more
susceptible to vibration than structures. Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria
outlined above, the level of impact to wells outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to
be below the level of “virtually no risk of damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this

conclusion. Numerous water wells are immediately outside the right-of-way of highways
that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of incidents
where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight rail traffic.

B0O015-66

High speed trains will cause vibrations along the track which will attenuate with distance
from the track centerline. The attenuation is both due to distance from the vibration
source (vertical and horizontal), and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Based on FRA
guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high speed train
can be measured either by an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity, PPV, in
inches per second), or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel, VdB, (in
micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.

The impact of such vibrations to buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
thoset used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory TAV-02-01-R9601 [Caltrans 2002]) in
which:

Single pulses at 0-2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no risk
of building damage

Vibrations of less than 0.006-0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage

Constant vibration from 0.4-0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
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B0O015-66

cause architectural and minor structural building damage

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various

running speeds and ground conditions which can be compared with the above damage

criteria. This analysis, presented in the FRA manual High-Speed Ground Transportation
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FRA 2012), indicates that:

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high speed train at 220 mph within 10 feet of track centerline on a generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).

At 400 feet from the track centerline vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet deep (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8 of the EIR/EIS). Therefore,
the screening for any well adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB.
There is no evidence that wells would be more susceptible to vibration than structures.
Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria outlined above, the level of impact to wells
outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to be below the level of “virtually no risk of
damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this
conclusion. There are numerous water wells immediately outside the right-of-way of
highways that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of
incidents where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight
rail traffic.

BO015-67
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-AG-04.

High-speed trains will cause vibrations along the track, and these vibrations will

BO015-67

attenuate with distance from the track centerline. The attenuation is due to both distance
from the vibration source (vertical and horizontal) and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Per
FRA guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high-speed
train can be measured by either an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity
[PAW], in inches per second) or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel
(VdB) (in micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.

The impact of such vibrations on buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below-ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
those used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory, Vibration, TAV-02-01-R9601 [Caltrans
2002]) in which:

Single pulses at 0 to 2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no
risk of building damage.

Vibrations of less than 0.006 to 0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings.

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage.

Constant vibration from 0.4 to 0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
cause architectural and minor structural building damage.

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various
running speeds and ground conditions that can be compared with the above damage
criteria. This analysis, which is presented in the FRA manual High-Speed Ground
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FRA 2012), indicates that:

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 miles per hour (mph) within 10 feet of track centerline on a
generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).
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B0O015-67

At 400 feet from the track centerline, vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water
Resources, of the EIR/EIS). Therefore, the screening for any well adjacent to the HST
right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB. There is no evidence that wells would be more
susceptible to vibration than structures. Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria
outlined above, the level of impact to wells outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to
be below the level of “virtually no risk of damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this

conclusion. Numerous water wells are immediately outside the right-of-way of highways
that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of incidents
where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight rail traffic.

BO015-68

The vibration criteria for HST construction are found in Table 3.4-2, and the vibration
criteria for HST project operations are found in Table 3.4-6. Wells currently located
adjacent to the existing BNSF tracks are subject to vibration levels substantially higher
than the vibration levels that would be generated by HST operations. If the wells are not
currently experiencing any of these problems under existing conditions, they would not
be expected to experience these problems with the addition of HST operations. Effects
of vibration due to construction activities will be dependent upon what type of
construction activities are taking place in a given area, and how close those activities
are to the existing pipelines. Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#2 lists the mitigation
measures for construction vibration on sensitive structures.

B0O015-69
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-04.

High speed trains will cause vibrations along the track which will attenuate with distance
from the track centerline. The attenuation is both due to distance from the vibration

B0O015-69

source (vertical and horizontal), and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Based on FRA
guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high speed train
can be measured either by an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity, PPV, in
inches per second), or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel, VdB, (in
micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.

The impact of such vibrations to buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
those used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory TAV-02-01-R9601 [Caltrans 2002]) in
which:

Single pulses at 0-2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no risk
of building damage

Vibrations of less than 0.006-0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage

Constant vibration from 0.4-0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
cause architectural and minor structural building damage

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various

running speeds and ground conditions which can be compared with the above damage

criteria. This analysis, presented in the FRA manual High-Speed Ground Transportation
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FRA 2012), indicates that:

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high speed train at 220 mph within 10 feet of track centerline on a generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).

At 400 feet from the track centerline vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.
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B0O015-69

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet deep (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8 of the EIR/EIS). Therefore,
the screening for any well adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB.
There is no evidence that wells would be more susceptible to vibration than structures.
Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria outlined above, the level of impact to wells
outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to be below the level of “virtually no risk of
damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this
conclusion. There are numerous water wells immediately outside the right-of-way of
highways that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of
incidents where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight
rail traffic.

BO015-70
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-AG-04.

High-speed trains will cause vibrations along the track, and these vibrations will
attenuate with distance from the track centerline. The attenuation is due to both distance
from the vibration source (vertical and horizontal) and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Per
FRA guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high-speed
train can be measured by either an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity
[PAW], in inches per second) or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel
(VdB) (in micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.

The impact of such vibrations on buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below-ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
those used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory, Vibration, TAV-02-01-R9601 [Caltrans
2002]) in which:

Single pulses at 0 to 2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no
risk of building damage.

BO015-70

Vibrations of less than 0.006 to 0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings.

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage.

Constant vibration from 0.4 to 0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
cause architectural and minor structural building damage.

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various
running speeds and ground conditions that can be compared with the above damage
criteria. This analysis, which is presented in the FRA manual High-Speed Ground
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FRA 2012), indicates that:

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 miles per hour (mph) within 10 feet of track centerline on a
generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).

At 400 feet from the track centerline, vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water
Resources, of the EIR/EIS). Therefore, the screening for any well adjacent to the HST
right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB. There is no evidence that wells would be more
susceptible to vibration than structures. Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria
outlined above, the level of impact to wells outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to
be below the level of “virtually no risk of damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this
conclusion. Numerous water wells are immediately outside the right-of-way of highways

@ SoSR
High-Speed Rail Authority ederal Railroa

Administration

Page 54-147



California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

B0O015-70

that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of incidents
where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight rail traffic.

BO015-71
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-AG-04.

High-speed trains will cause vibrations along the track, and these vibrations will
attenuate with distance from the track centerline. The attenuation is due to both distance
from the vibration source (vertical and horizontal) and cyclic hysteresis in the soils. Per
FRA guidelines (FRA 2012), the vibration associated with the passage of a high-speed
train can be measured by either an instantaneous velocity (soil peak particle velocity
[PAW], in inches per second) or as a moving average expressed as a velocity decibel
(VdB) (in micro inches per second) of the sinusoidal ground response.

The impact of such vibrations on buildings, which can be expected to be more sensitive
than below-ground structures such as wells, can be estimated using criteria such as
those used by Caltrans (Technical Advisory, Vibration, TAV-02-01-R9601 [Caltrans
2002]) in which:

Single pulses at 0 to 2 inches per second can be expected to cause virtually no
risk of building damage.

Vibrations of less than 0.006 to 0.019 inch per second are not perceptible to
humans.

Constant vibration below 0.1 inch per second carries “virtually no risk of
‘architectural’ damage” to normal buildings.

Constant vibration above 0.2 inch per second can be expected to cause slight
architectural building damage.

Constant vibration from 0.4 to 0.6 inch per second and above can be expected to
cause architectural and minor structural building damage.

FRA has completed analysis of the attenuation of vibrations from HST track for various
running speeds and ground conditions that can be compared with the above damage
criteria. This analysis, which is presented in the FRA manual High-Speed Ground
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FRA 2012), indicates that:

BO015-71

Vibrations on the order of 95 VdB (0.095 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 miles per hour (mph) within 10 feet of track centerline on a
generic soil profile.

Vibrations on the order of 85 VdB (0.085 inch per second) can be expected from a
high-speed train at 220 mph within 50 feet of track centerline (typically just outside the
proposed right-of-way).

At 400 feet from the track centerline, vibrations have attenuated to below the level
of human perception.

The top few feet of water wells adjacent to the HST right-of-way would be subject to
vibrations on the order of 85 VdB. The water wells in the project area vary in depth from
about 100 to 2,000 feet (see Table 3.8-8 in Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water
Resources, of the EIR/EIS). Therefore, the screening for any well adjacent to the HST
right-of-way would be less than 85 VdB. There is no evidence that wells would be more
susceptible to vibration than structures. Therefore, based on the Caltrans criteria
outlined above, the level of impact to wells outside the HST right-of-way is anticipated to
be below the level of “virtually no risk of damage.”

Existing conditions in the southern San Joaquin Valley tend to substantiate this

conclusion. Numerous water wells are immediately outside the right-of-way of highways
that are used by large trucks and freight railroads. The Authority is unaware of incidents
where any of these wells have failed because of vibration from truck or freight rail traffic.

BO015-72

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
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difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BO015-73
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The Authority and FRA recognize that there is a legitimate concern regarding the health
effects of agricultural pesticides. However, the existing regulatory framework
significantly reduces the potential that agricultural properties are contaminated with
pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducts extensive
testing of all commercially sold organic and non-organic herbicides prior to approval for
sale. Additionally, the State of California heavily regulates the purchase and use of
agricultural pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides must report their use, and
inspections, investigations, and audits are conducted by state and county officials. In
addition, most modern pesticides reside in the environment for a limited time before
breaking down. For the purpose of our analysis, we have assumed, based on available
data about compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that application of
agricultural chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to manufacturer
recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given these
parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that have
been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8 of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less-than-

BO015-73

significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the soil is
disturbed; however, due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

BO015-74
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The existing regulatory framework significantly reduces the potential that agricultural
properties are contaminated with pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency conducts extensive testing of all commercially sold organic and non-organic
herbicides before approval for sale. Also, the State of California heavily regulates the
purchase and use of agricultural pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides must report
their use, and inspections, investigations, and audits are conducted by state and county
officials. In addition, most modern pesticides reside in the environment for a limited time
before breaking down. For the purpose of our analysis, we have assumed, based on
available data about compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that application
of agricultural chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to
manufacturer recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given
these parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that
have been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8, Project Design Features, of the
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less
than significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the
soil is disturbed, but due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

BOO015-75

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2 of the
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1 (Caltrans 2010) to manage vegetation on
Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal, biological,
cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation control plan
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would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of each year.
That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as outlined below:

- Chemical vegetation control noting planned usage

- Mowing program

- Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal and
structural)

- List of sensitive areas

- Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snail, rodent, etc.)

Only Caltans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program. See
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1, Appendix C2-A at
http://lwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf (Caltrans 2010).
Pesticide application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if such weed control is established by local agencies.
Farmers/landowners who request weed control on State right-of-way that is not
identified in the annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit
request application for weed control, identifying the weeds and control method desired.

Application of herbicides within the HST right-of-way is not expected to result in the loss
of adjacent orchard trees; however, as discussed in FB-Response-SO-01, the Authority
would compensate farm owners for the value of crops that are lost as a result of the
project’s disruption to farm infrastructure.

BO015-76

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2,
"Vegetation Control," of the Caltrans Maintenance Manual (Caltrans 2010) to manage
vegetation on Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal,
biological, cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation
control plan would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of
each year. That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as

BO015-76

outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control with notes on planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snails, rodents, etc.)

Only Caltrans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program
(see Caltrans Maintenance Manual, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf). Pesticide
application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators.Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if established by local agencies. Farmers/landowners
who request weed control on State of California right-of-way that is not identified in the
annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit request
application for weed control that identifies the weeds and control method desired.

BO015-77

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-78

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.
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The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-79

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

B0O015-80

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-81

Refer to Master Response < Select a standard reply >.

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2 of the
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1 (Caltrans 2010) to manage vegetation on
Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal, biological,
cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation control plan
would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of each year.
That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control noting planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snail, rodent, etc.)

Only Caltans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program. See
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf (Caltrans 2010).
Pesticide application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if such weed control is established by local agencies.
Farmers/landowners who request weed control on State right-of-way that is not
identified in the annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit
request application for weed control, identifying the weeds and control method desired.

BO015-82

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2,

"Vegetation Control," of the Caltrans Maintenance Manual (Caltrans 2010) to manage
vegetation on Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal,
biological, cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation
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control plan would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of
each year. That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as
outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control, with notes on planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snails, rodents, etc.)

Only Caltrans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program
(see Caltrans Maintenance Manual, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf). Pesticide
application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if established by local agencies. Farmers/landowners
who request weed control on State of California right-of-way that is not identified in the
annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit request
application for weed control that identifies the weeds and control method desired.

B0O015-83

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-84

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

B0O015-85

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-07.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after method
described above.

The analysis looked at each Williamson Act and FSZ contracted parcel to see if the HST
footprint removed enough acreage for the parcel to be below the minimum acreage size.
If the acreage was below the minimum size then it was listed as possibly removed from
the program. Final determinations of whether or not an individual parcel can remain in
the Williamson Act or FSZ Contract is up to the discretion of the county, however all
parcels that could be removed were included to present a worst case scenario. Any
impacts to an individual's property taxes as a result of the HST would be subject to
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possible compensation from the Authority as a result of the loss of the Williamson Act
Contract benefits.

B0O015-86

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-07.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

BO015-87

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the
landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent
domain.

B0O015-88

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-89

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

B0O015-90

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

@ SoSR
High-Speed Rail Authority ederal Railroa

Administration

Page 54-153



California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

B0O015-91

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple attributing a single value to
just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

B0O015-92

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

B0O015-92

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

B0O015-93

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
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B0O015-93

remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

B0O015-94

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be

B0O015-94

compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

B0O015-95

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project were constructed (i.e.,
as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple attributing a single value to
just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.
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BO015-96

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

BO015-97
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-12.

B0O015-97

The Kings-Tulare Regional Station is indeed in addition to the stations proposed in the
latest Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005). This addition of a station does not
mean that the Authority will exceed the 24-station limit in Proposition 1A, because the
Authority has not finalized the selection of all stations. This possibility is realistic,
because in project-level alternatives analyses for other sections of the line, the removal
of several smaller stations has been requested by regional and local agencies, and the
financial plan in the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) is based on a
maximum of 13 stations in the Phase 1 Blended scenario.

BO015-98

An EIR project description is intended to be general, not detailed (CEQA Guidelines §
15124]c]). Final design or even advanced design of infrastructure is not required in the
project description (Dry Creek Citizens Coalition v. County of Tulare [1999] 70
Cal.App.4th 20, 36). The question is whether the project description narrowed the scope
of environmental review or prevented full understanding of the project and its
consequences (Ibid.).

Abundant substantive evidence in the record demonstrates that the project description
was more than adequate for the environmental analysis of the project. The term "15%
design" is an engineering term of art that refers to the level of engineering prepared on
HST project elements for the EIR. The 15% design generates detailed information, like
the horizontal and vertical location of track, cross sections of the infrastructure with
measurements, precise station footprints with site configuration, and temporary
construction staging sites and facilities. The 15% design also yields a "project footprint"
overlaid on parcel maps, which shows the outside envelope of all disturbance, including
both permanent infrastructure and temporary construction activity. This 15% design
translated into a project description in the EIR with 100% of the information that is
required under CEQA Guidelines Section 1512447 (see Dry Creek, supra, 70
Cal.App.4th at pp. 27-36 [upholding EIR conceptual project description as inadequate
when based on preliminary design]).

A higher level of design is not necessary because 15% design provides enough
information for a conservative environmental analysis. A higher level of design provides
refinement, but does not yield more information needed for adequate CEQA review. For
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B0O015-98

example, if a lead agency knows the location, size, and basic design of a building, it has
enough information for environmental review. The details about whether the water
system will use PVC or copper pipe or whether the windows will be vinyl or wood are not
necessary for assessing the impacts of the building construction. Further, it is common
practice with larger transportation infrastructure projects to prepare the environmental
analysis before the completion of the final design.

B0O015-99

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-100

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

BO015-101

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the

BO015-101

hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-102

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-05.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

B0O015-103

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2 of the
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1 (Caltrans 2010) to manage vegetation on
Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal, biological,
cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation control plan
would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of each year.
That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control noting planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snail, rodent, etc.)

Only Caltans approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program. See
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf (Caltrans 2010)).
Pesticide application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
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B0O015-103

pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if such weed control is established by local agencies.
Farmers/landowners who request weed control on State right-of-way that is not
identified in the annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit
request application for weed control, identifying the weeds and control method desired.

B0O015-104

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2,
"Vegetation Control," of the Caltrans Maintenance Manual (Caltrans 2010) to manage
vegetation on Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal,
biological, cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation
control plan would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of
each year. That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as
outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control, with notes on planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snails, rodents, etc.)

Only Caltrans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program
(see Caltrans Maintenance Manual, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf). Pesticide
application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if established by local agencies. Farmers/landowners
who request weed control on State of California right-of-way that is not identified in the
annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit request
application for weed control that identifies the weeds and control method desired.

B0O015-105

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case-by-case basis. If it is cost-effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If this is not determined to be cost-effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

B0O015-106

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AVR-01.

The commenters' property is over 8 miles west of the proposed alignment. Therefore,
the HST Project would have no effect on the commenters' views from their property.

B0O015-107

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-108

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AVR-01.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may

@ SoSR
High-Speed Rail Authority ederal Railroa

Administration

Page 54-158



California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued
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consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

The commenter’s property is over 8 miles west of the proposed alignment. Therefore,
there would be no effect on their views from their property due to the proposed HST
project.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

B0O015-109

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e., as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

BO015-110

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as

BO015-110

bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-111

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-07, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-02.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e., as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance

damages” and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the construction in
the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, this issue will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after
method described above.

BO015-112

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,

@ SoSR
High-Speed Rail Authority ederal Railroa

Administration

Page 54-159



California Hi h-S?eed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO015 (Frank Oliveira, MEL's Farms, et al., October 13, 2011) - Continued

B0O015-112

replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and after-method described above.

BO015-113
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The Authority and FRA recognize that there is a legitimate concern regarding the health
effects of agricultural pesticides. However, the existing regulatory framework
significantly reduces the potential that agricultural properties would be contaminated
with pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducts extensive
testing of all commercially sold organic and non-organic herbicides prior to approval for
sale. Additionally, the State of California heavily regulates the purchase and use of
agricultural pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides must report their use; and
inspections, investigations, and audits are conducted by state and county officials. In
addition, most modern pesticides reside in the environment for a limited time before
breaking down. For the purpose of the HST analysis, it is assumed, based on available
data about compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that application of
agricultural chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to manufacturer
recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given these
parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that have
been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8 of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less-than-
significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the soil is
disturbed; however, due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

BO015-114

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e., as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages"
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

BO015-115

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-116
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and , FB-Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
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in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before and after method
described above.

BO015-117

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

BOO015-118

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

BO015-118

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right of way contract.

BO015-119

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

B0O015-120

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
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B0O015-120

remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

BO015-121

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

BO015-122

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the

hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in

BO015-122

the right of way contract.

BO015-123

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

BO015-124

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e., as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to the
remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells). The
difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed “severance damages”
and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to construction in the manner
proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or for an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as for removal and grading costs.
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BO015-125

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

B0O015-126

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee-simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This “offset statement” is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease and this could ultimately be a legal matter between the property
owner and lessee.

BO015-127

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will appraise the subject parcels as fee simple, attributing a single value
to just compensation. If possible, the appraiser will note tenant-owned improvements
based on input from the property owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then
provide a list of improvements owned by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in
determining the lessee’s portion of just compensation. This offset statement is only an
aid to assist the property owner and tenant. The Authority cannot determine or enforce
the terms of the lease, and these terms could ultimately be a legal matter between the
property owner and the lessee.

BO015-128

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-07.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and a
"certificate of compliance" may be issued at the landowner's request affirming the
parcel's legality under the Subdivision Map Act. If this is not the case and allowable uses
are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal, using the before-and-after method
described above.
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B0O015-129

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-07.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

B0O015-130

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-03, FB-Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case by case basis. If it is cost effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

Land owners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder will be analyzed for cost effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well

B0O015-130

as removal and grading costs.

BO015-131

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

Landowners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process. If the highest and best use of the subject larger parcel is for continued
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the
remainder property will be analyzed for cost-effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the
remainder property to its most productive use. For example, the property owner could be
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well
as removal and grading costs.

B0O015-132

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-133

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.
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B0O015-133

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

B0O015-134

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right-of-way contract.

B0O015-135

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the fields of
hydraulic engineering and agricultural management. The timing of any restorative work
or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in the
right-of-way contract.

BO015-136

Material and manpower will be moved along the right-of-way, and the right-of-way will be
accessed from public roads and leased temporary easements. If Authority agents are
not within land leased or owned by the Authority, public land, or land that they have
received permission from the landowner to access, they would be trespassing.

B0O015-137

Material and manpower will be moved along the right-of-way, and the right-of-way will be
accessed from public roads and leased temporary easements. If Authority agents are
not on land leased or owned by the Authority, public land, or land that they have
received permission from the landowner to access, they would be trespassing.

B0O015-138

The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2 of the
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1 (Caltrans 2010) to manage vegetation on
Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal, biological,
cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation control plan
would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of each year.
That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control noting planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snail, rodent, etc.)

Only Caltans approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program (see
Caltrans Maintenance Manual Volume 1, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf). Pesticide
application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in an area-wide
control of noxious/invasive weeds if such weed control is established by local agencies.
Farmers/landowners who request weed control on State right-of-way that is not
identified in the annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit
request application for weed control, identifying the weeds and control method desired.
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The Authority would generally follow the procedures established in Chapter C2,
"Vegetation Control," of the Caltrans Maintenance Manual (Caltrans 2010) to manage
vegetation on Authority property. Vegetation would be controlled by chemical, thermal,
biological, cultural, mechanical, structural, and manual methods. An annual vegetation
control plan would be developed each winter for implementation no later than April 1 of
each year. That plan would consist of site-specific vegetation control methods, as
outlined below:

Chemical vegetation control, with notes on planned usage

Mowing program

Other non-chemical vegetation control plans (manual, biological, cultural, thermal,
and structural)

List of sensitive areas

Other chemical pest control plans (insects, snails, rodents, etc.)

Only Caltans-approved herbicides would be used in the vegetation control program (see
Caltrans Maintenance Manual, Appendix C2-A at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/maint/manual/-17_Chpt-C2_01-26-11.pdf). Pesticide
application would be done in accordance with all requirements of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and County Agricultural Commissioners by certified
pesticide applicators. Noxious/invasive weeds would be treated where requested by
County Agricultural Commissioners. The Authority would cooperate in area-wide control
of noxious/invasive weeds if established by local agencies. Farmers/landowners who
request weed control on State of California right-of-way that is not identified in the
annual vegetation control plan would be encouraged to submit a permit request
application for weed control that identifies the weeds and control method desired.

B0O015-140

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case-by-case basis. If it is cost-effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost-effective, the landlocked portion will be

BO015-140

addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

BO015-141

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues case by case. If access is cost-effective and
does not threaten the integrity of the HST project, the Authority may provide grade-
separated access across the train route. If access is not determined to be cost-effective,
the landlocked portion will be addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may
consider acquiring an access easement on a neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

B0O015-142

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-143

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
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B0O015-143

property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising
the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

BO015-144

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-07, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-02.

Any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, and then appraising the
remainder in the "after" condition as a separate parcel as though the project was
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure”
damages to the remainder (e.g., the cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing
wells, etc.). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed as
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value of the remainder due to the
construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this is not the case and allowable
uses are altered, it will be addressed in the appraisal using the before-and-after method
described above.

B0O015-145

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-07.

The appraiser will estimate any diminution in value to a property owner’s remaining
parcel(s) through the appraisal process. This process involves appraising the remainder
property as it contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising

BO015-145

the remainder in the after condition as a separate parcel, as though the project were
constructed (i.e., as bisected by the HST project), and including any estimated “cost to
cure” damages to the remainder property (e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems,
replacing wells). The difference between these “before” and “after” values is termed the
severance damages and will reflect any loss in value to the remainder property due to
the construction in the manner proposed.

Non-conforming remainder parcels are typically accepted by governing agencies, and in
some cases a certificate of compliance is issued. If this acceptance is not the case and
allowable uses are altered, this situation will be addressed in the appraisal using the
before-and-after method described above.

BO015-146
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The Authority and FRA recognize that there is a legitimate concern regarding the health
effects of agricultural pesticides. However, the existing regulatory framework
significantly reduces the potential that agricultural properties would be contaminated
with pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducts extensive
testing of all commercially sold organic and non-organic herbicides prior to approval for
sale. Additionally, the State of California heavily regulates the purchase and use of
agricultural pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides must report their use, and
inspections, investigations, and audits are conducted by state and county officials. In
addition, most modern pesticides reside in the environment for a limited time before
breaking down. For the purpose of analysis, it is assumed, based on available data
about compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that application of agricultural
chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to manufacturer
recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given these
parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that have
been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8 of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less-than-
significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the soil is
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disturbed; however, due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

BO015-147
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The existing regulatory framework significantly reduces the potential for agricultural
properties to be contaminated with pesticide residues. The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency conducts extensive testing of all commercially sold organic and non-
organic herbicides before approval for sale. Also, the State of California heavily
regulates the purchase and use of agricultural pesticides. Farmers who apply pesticides
must report their use; inspections, investigations, and audits are conducted by state and
county officials. In addition, most modern pesticides reside in the environment for

a limited time before breaking down. For the purpose of our analysis, we have assumed,
based on available data about compliance and the existing regulatory framework, that
application of agricultural chemicals in the project area has been conducted according to
manufacturer recommendations and in compliance with applicable regulations. Given
these parameters, the potential for significant accumulation of chemicals in areas that
have been subject to routine application of pesticides is low.

The dust minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8, Project Design Features, of the
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS would further reduce fugitive dust emissions to a less
than significant impact. Valley Fever and anthrax spores would be released when the
soil is disturbed, but due to the minimization measures, fugitive dust disturbance will be
minimal. Therefore, impacts from Valley Fever and anthrax spores will be less than
significant.

B0O015-148

As discussed in Section 3.3, Air Quality and Global Climate Change, of the EIR/EIS,
HST operations would help improve long-term air quality in the San Joaquin Valley Air
Basin by reducing vehicle miles traveled (VMT), a major source of air pollution. Because
automobiles produce a major portion of the air pollutants generated within the basin,
reducing VMT would reduce these emissions and result in lower emissions than would

BO015-148

occur under the No Project Alternative. Removal of trees would not affect criteria
pollutant emissions.

The Agricultural Sustainability Institute at the University of California, Davis, calculated
the greenhouse gas and energy footprint of almond and pistachio production (Marvinney
et al. 2011 [http://lcacenter.org/lcaxi/final/299.pdf]). Although almond and pistachio
production is not identical to cherry production, the work by the Agricultural
Sustainability Institute is likely to provide a reasonable estimate of the carbon footprint
from cherry production. That study found that almond and pistachio production resulted
in a reduction in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions of 0.034 metric ton of
CO2/acrelyear. This reduction is considered to be a high estimate because the
calculations assumed that 95% of the biomass from orchard clearing and 50% of
biomass from orchard pruning would be burned in Central Valley cogeneration plants.
This is a substantial overestimate of the amount of orchard fuel used for cogeneration
today and is likely to be even smaller in the future because of nitrogen oxide (NOX)
reduction efforts by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District.

However, if it is assumed that a cherry orchard reduces GHG emissions by 0.034 metric
ton of CO2/acrelyear and the Fresno to Bakersfield Section removed 2,000 acres of all
kinds of orchards, this would total 68 metric tons of CO2/year. As shown in Section 3.3
of the EIR/EIS, operation of the HST System in the Fresno to Bakersfield Section is
estimated to reduce GHG emissions by 850,000 to 1,300,000 metric tons of CO2/year.

BO015-149

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01.

The subject property at 3504 8th Avenue (APN 002150027000) was evaluated for
eligibility for both the National Register of Historic Places and the California Register of
Historical Resources. The property was found to not meet the significance criteria for
listing in either register, it is not listed in any local historical register, and it is not a
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.
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B0O015-150

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01.

The subject property at 3504 8th Avenue (APN 002150027000) was evaluated for
eligibility for both the National Register of Historic Places and the California Register of
Historical Resources. It was found to not meet the significance criteria for listing in
either register; it is not listed in any local historical register, and it is not a historical
resource for the purposes of CEQA.

B0O015-151

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02, FB-
Response-AG-04.

The Authority will consider access issues on a case-by-case basis. If it is cost-effective
and does not threaten the integrity of the HST, the Authority may provide access under
the train route. If it is not determined to be cost-effective, the landlocked portion will be
addressed in the appraisal process. The Authority may consider acquiring an access
easement on the neighboring parcel under eminent domain.

B0O015-152

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-
Response-AG-04.

Any diminution in value to a property owner's remaining parcel(s) will be estimated by
the appraiser through the appraisal process. This involves appraising the remainder as it
contributes to the whole property value before acquisition, then appraising the remainder
in the after condition as a separate parcel as though the project was constructed (i.e. as
bisected by the HST), and including any estimated “cost to cure” damages to remainder,
e.g., cost of re-establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference
between these “before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will
reflect any loss in value the remainder due to the construction in the manner proposed.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative

B0O015-152

work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in
the right of way contract.

While the right-of-way acquisition process may provide connectivity between your
property and the ditch right-of-way described in this comment, if the right-of-way is
crossed by the HST, the ditch would be replaced by a culvert where it crossed the HST
right-of-way. Therefore, direct access along the ditch right-of-way to the Kings River
would be eliminated.

B0O015-153

Section 3.7.5.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS describes the potential impacts
of the project on special-status birds, and includes discussions of potential construction
and project impacts on all migratory bird (including game birds) species covered under
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, as well as the potential impacts on native fauna. The
mitigation measures listed in Section 3.7.7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS will
be implemented to avoid, minimize, and compensate for potential impacts on special-
status bird species.

BO015-154
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05.

The Authority formed an agricultural working group to assist the Authority on agricultural
issues. The working group is composed of university, government agencies, and agri-
business representatives. The group completed a white paper on pesticide use impacts
in 2012 (this paper is on the Authority website). That white paper reports the following:

At the present time there are numerous railways that traverse the San Joaquin Valley.
Additionally, the Valley has established interstate and state freeways, highways, and
local roadways, which include their respective right-of-ways and which are all
considered "transportation corridors." Transportation corridors are recognized as a part
of the overall environment of the Valley. Regulations already exist relating to pesticide
use in or near transportation corridors.

A new railway represents either a new impediment (where none previously existed) to
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B0O015-154

customary agricultural practices or is an augmentation to an already existing
transportation corridor footprint. Parcels where the new railway is proposed to be
constructed adjacent and parallel to an established transportation corridor create a wider
footprint to an existing corridor that is already subject to the protections prescribed in
current pesticide use regulations. Growers adjacent to a widened transportation corridor
will be managing their pesticide applications with the same use restrictions that were
previously implemented due to their proximity to an existing corridor.

Growers in the path of the railway where the route leaves an established transportation
corridor and creates a new corridor across their farmland will be subject to the
implementation of existing regulatory restrictions, depending on the conditions and
circumstances of the type of pesticide being used. All that would be new to the grower
would be the enforcement of existing regulations for conditions that did not exist prior to
the construction of the route through their property.

Choices of crops or livestock to produce would be influenced more by forces outside of
a high-speed train than the train itself. Similarly, the choice of what pesticide to use for
any particular need should not be influenced by a high-speed train any more than
already exists for any other transportation corridor in the locality. The expectation of
pesticide regulators would be that any pesticide application be made in compliance
with all applicable laws, regulations, and conditions.

As to the question about buffer zones, their utilization will only be required where such
safety protocol is called for when making an application adjacent to a transportation
corridor. There are no buffer zones specifically addressing passenger trains; therefore, a
passenger train traveling at a high rate of speed does not create a need for a buffer
zone different from those already established.

As is the case with removing land planted in crops to use it for equipment turning lanes,
the need to provide a buffer for crop spraying will be analyzed and addressed at the
appraisal stage with input from the property owners and managers, and experts in the
field.

B0O015-155

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.14.5.3, contains information
about construction period impacts on agricultural lands.

B0O015-156

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-02.

Potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas are
identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, and are shown on Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The
locations of potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. (Refer to
Section 3.4.7 for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would
reduce noise impacts below a “severe” level.) The Proposed California High-Speed
Train Project Noise and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see
Appendix 3.4-A of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine
whether mitigation would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The
guidelines require consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise
impacts (impacts where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by
the HST project’s noise).

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e.,
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case-
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the
home itself, such as adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and
mechanical ventilation, which will reduce the levels by at least 5 dBA (as detailed in
Section 3.4.7, Mitigation Measures).

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, the barriers must mitigate noise for more
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in
height, and cost below $45,000 per benefitted receiver. A receiver that receives at least
a 5-dBA noise reduction as a result of the barrier is considered a benefitted receiver.
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B0O015-156

Mitigation Measure N&V-3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce noise
to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final
design and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-3 provides that
prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the height and
design of sound barriers, using jointly developed performance criteria after the vertical
and horizontal locations have been finalized as part of the final design of the project.
Mitigation Measure VQ-6 requires the provision of a range of options to reduce the
visual impact of the sound barriers.

Qualitative and quantitative discussions of health impacts during project alignment
construction were provided in Section 3.3.6.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.
The HST would be electrically powered. Therefore, there will not be any direct
combustion emissions from the HST during operation to cause health concerns, such as
asthma or other respiratory diseases. Fugitive dust emissions from HST travel are not
expected to be a significant source of pollutants either (see Appendix 3.3-A of the Final
EIR/EIS for details).

For localized health impacts of the heavy maintenance facility (HMF), the cancer and
non-cancer chronic and acute hazard risk analyses conducted for the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS were for a prototypical facility with conservative estimates of
equipment operations and of the locations of nearby sensitive land uses. A decision on
the location of the HMF will be made following certification of the San Jose to Merced
Section Final EIR/EIS. A site-specific Health Risk Assessment for the HMF operation will
be conducted after a final HMF site is selected and detailed design information becomes
available. Quantitative cancer risks and non-cancer hazard indexes from HMF
operation will be evaluated in the final Health Risk Assessment. Mitigation measures, if
necessary, will be included to ensure that health-risk significance thresholds are not
exceeded at the sensitive land uses.

BO015-157
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-02.

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume |, Section 3.14.5.3, contains information

BO015-157

about the construction period impacts on agricultural lands.

Please refer to Table 2-17 Approximate Construction Schedule in Chapter 2 of the
EIR/EIS for the construction duration of each project element. Project construction is
expected to be completed within 7 years. This period extends from the beginning of the
first phase of construction and continues through operational testing of the HST System.
It is expected that heavy-construction activities, such as grading, excavating, and laying
the HST railbed and trackway, would be accomplished within a 5-year period. The
specific construction impacts to this property would not occur throughout the entire
duration of the project construction period.

B0O015-158

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04 and FB-Response-
GENERAL-01.

This comment implies that the HST project would place a restriction on land uses within
0.25 to 0.5 mile of the HST right-of-way. That is not the case. Environmental studies
were conducted out to 0.5 mile from the HST right-of-way for some resource areas, such
as biology, to evaluate impacts of the HST project.

B0O015-159

The study area for each resource —the area within which the project may contribute to
impacts—varies by resource topic as noted in each section of Chapter 3, including
Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts. For some resources, such as biological resources,
the study area extended to 1/2 mile from the HST right-of-way for evaluation of indirect
impacts such as noise impacts on nesting birds. The Authority can not by law restrict
land uses outside of its right-of-way and has no plans to do so.

BO015-160
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

If the commenter provides their address, their contact information will be updated
to include Shelli Andranigian instead of Owner/Occupant.
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BO016-1

Mercy Hospitals of Bakersfield

A member of CHW

October 11, 2011

California High Speed Rail Authority
770 L Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Authority:

On behalf of Mercy Hospital of Bakersfield (Mercy), located at 2215 Truxtun Ave., a 194 bed facility, | am
writing to express our concern that the comment period for the Fresno-Bakersfield Draft Environmental
Impact Report/Statement (EIR/EIS) is not long enough for Mercy to fully review the document and provide
detailed comments to you. Although it was not wholly clear from your statement, we hope that the California
High Speed Rail Authority’s announced decision to issue a Revised Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS for
the Fresno-to-Bakersfield section of the high-speed train project next spring, will give Mercy the opportunity
to submit our detailed concerns at that time, during the formal public comment period.

Sponsored by the Sisters of Mercy, Mercy Hospitals of Bakersfield has cared for the residents of Kern
County for over 100 years. Mercy, a member of Catholic Healthcare West, is committed to the mission of
delivering compassionate, high-quality, affordable health care with special attention to the poor and
underserved in the communities we serve. As a health care provider to the greater community of
Bakersfield, we take this project and the proposed high speed rail route very seriously. We have a
responsibility to thoroughly vet the Authority’s reports and statements.

Based on our preliminary review of the Draft EIR/EIS, we are very concerned that our hospital will be
severely impacted by the suggested route, as the train would run directly south and across the street from
our facility. We are still in the process of reviewing the 17,000 page document and analyzing in detail what
the structural business and operational impacts will be to our hospital. Recognizing the potential for
significant noise, discomfort, and other disruptions experienced by our patients, medical staff and providers,
we are particularly focused on impacts to Mercy's ability to carry out its healing mission.

Again, as there has simply not been enough time, we regret we cannot provide by the October 13 deadline
our detailed comments, but will continue to review and assess the Draft EIR with the expectation that we will
provide extensive comments during the spring comment period. . We are grateful for the opportunity.

Please do not hesitate to call me at 661-632-5537 with any questions. Thank you for your consideration of
Mercy.

Sincetely,
3 4 /.
7";;/: JU ,///f“" ~

Russell V. Judd//
President/CEO

Truxtun Campus

2215 Truxtun Avenue
ield, CA 93301
5000

mercybakersfield.org
Southwest Campus

400 Old River Road

Bakersfield, CA 93311

661.663.6000
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BO016-1
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Submission BO017 (Yessenia Muratalla, Re-Think High Speed Rail, October 13, 2011)

We need more time to review the proposed High Speed Rail plan, which will displace
hundreds of homeowners, hundreds of businesses and thousands of acres of
farmland. Please extend the gomment period by 60 day< 1o aHov\,tois to%“y (eview

the 17,000 page doc u')(—r(t/ o g
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7 ossenig b flgctald %
ELHNC0R) 19 e B
wrshel g (A tw;_

E U“ 1\@ NI \LO @ 1\/\“ {FCD

% CALIFORNIA " of ranapartatin
High-Speed Rail Authority ke S Page 54-174

Administration



California Hi h-S?_eed Train Project EIR/EIS ]
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO017 (Yessenia Muratalla, Re-Think High Speed Rail, October 13, 2011)

BO017-1
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Submission BO018 (Dana (1), Diane (2) Gillis (1), Fox (2), Residence Inn by Marriott, LLC (1) &

Clarion Partners (2), October 13, 2011)

BO018-1

e Residence Inn by Marriott®
Residence Bakersheld
Ian® 4241 Chester Lane : Bakersfield, CA 83309
Marrioft . T661321.9800 : FE61321.0721

www.residenceinnbakersfield.com

October 13, 2011

Board of Directors

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
770 L Street, Suite 800

Sacramento, CA 95814-3359

Re: Questions and Concerns regarding the High-Speed Train Project and its impact on the
Residence Inn Bakersfield Hotel located at 4241 Chester Lane, Bakersfield, CA 93309 (“Hotel”)

This letter is submitted on behalf of Residence Inn by Marriott, LLC (“Manager”) and Clarion
Partners (“Owner”). The purpose of this letter is to request mitigation from the California High
Speed Rail Authority for the noise and vibrations that will impact the Hotel (4241 Chester Lane,
Bakersfield, CA 93309, APN# 332322130).

According to the Draft EIR/EIS the Hotel will be affected both by noise and vibrations due to the
close proximity of the proposed High Speed Rail routes.

The Hotel is an extended stay hotel that accommodates guests for an extended period of time.
Guests include those that are in town on business or leisure for one night or longer, typically
thirty (30) days or longer. Guests see this hotel as a representation of Bakersfield as this is their
home away from home, during a special project or relocation to Bakersfield.

One of the primary responsibilities of a hotel is to provide a peacefully nights sleep. With the
addition of the High Speed Rail there will be the added noise and vibrations when the trains go
by the property. We believe that this will negatively affect the guest’s experience and may
cause them not to return to the Hotel, which would negatively affect the Hotel’s revenue.

The Hotel is asking for noise and vibration mitigation to be included in the High Speed Rail

scope of work. The Hotel would be agreeable to the mitigation on and around the rail or funding
allotted to upgrading the hotel to mitigate the sound and vibrations.

Residence Inn by Marriott, LLC Clarion Partners %ﬁ
i Y | 7
Lo Ay Dhiep |

Dana Gillis =4 ‘Drane Fox
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Response to Submission BO018 (Dana (1), Diane (2) Gillis (1), Fox (2), Residence Inn by
Marriott, LLC (1) & Clarion Partners (2), October 13, 2011)

BO018-1
Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-05.

The potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas
are identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and shown in Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of
potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.6
for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise
impacts below a “severe” level. The Proposed California High-Speed Train Project Noise
and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of
the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation
would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The Guidelines require
consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts
where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by the HST project’s
noise).

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e.,
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case-
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the
home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), such as
adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation as
detailed in Section 3.4.6, Project.

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in
height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least
5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver.

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce
noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final
design, and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3

BO018-1

provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the
height and design of sound barriers using jointly developed performance criteria, when
the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the
project. Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to
reduce the visual impact of the sound barriers. Noise and vibration generated by project
operations have been analyzed at the hotel. There will be no severe impacts at the
hotel, and no additional mitigation is necessary.
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Submission BO019 (Helen Sullivan, Sullivan Farming, LLC, October 13, 2011)

BO019-1

SULLIVAN FARMING, LLC
P.0.BOX 171
HANFORD, CA 93232

October 13,2011

California High Speed Rail Authority
Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment
770 L Street, Suite 800

Sacramento, CA 95814

To Whom It May Concern:

1 am one of the owners of APN number 002-190-001-000, Jocated at 7911 Dover Avenue in
Hanford, CA. The east Hanford route chosen by the Rail Authority cuts through this piece
of property on the diagonal from north to south. Nowhere in the draft EIR did I see the
problems that are related to this particular alignment and the specific damages that it
causes to my property addressed.

1 would like you to respond to me in writing with a clear and precise plan to mitigate the
damages, listed below, that this alignment will cause my family and me as the owners of
this specific piece of property.

1.) This property was recently planted to almonds. At that time a drip irrigation system
was installed at the cost of $2,000/acre. This gives the land a current estimated land
value of $40,000/acre. The estimated life of an almond orchard is 30 years with an
earning potential of at least $8,000/acre per year. Land value (51,600,000.00) plus
earning potential ($9,600,000.00) add up to $11,200,000.00. How does the High Speed
Rail intend to compensate my family and I for the loss of our property (and yes the
entire 40 acre block will be essentially useless if the train goes through it) and its
earnings for the next 30 years?

2.) We are currently entered into a legally binding long term lease with a land
management company to farm this ground. Will you pay the legal costs involved in
relieving us from the responsibilities and requirements of this lease?

3.) If the rail goes through and renders only a swath of this land un-farmable how will we
get water from one side of the track to the other? The water well that supplies the drip
system is located on the east side of the property. If the drip system is for all intents
and purposes cut in half by your rail line who will pay the price to place a new well on
the west side of the property? I might tell you that from what I read in your EIR you

BO019-1

BO019-2

BO019-3

have no idea what a well and pumping installation cost. T have put 5 wells in on other
properties in the last 9 years. None of them were less than $350,000.00 to put in with
the most expensive being $675,000.00. How do you plan to reimburse us for the loss of
this well and if you find the money to do so how will you be able to get PG&E to get a
new service installed in less than a year (which is the current wait time for electrical
service installations for agricultural wells). AND if PG&E cannot get this service
installed in a timely manner there is a good chance that the trees planted on the west
side of the property that will be lacking proper irrigation will die. You will have to
replace the trees. Please tell me where in your EIR/EIS do you deal with this set of
circumstances in a detailed and specific way?

4.) Several times in recent years we have found species of protected animals living on the
property. Bobcats, Kit Foxes and several species of owls are commonly found on the
land. What will you do to prevent these animals from being disrupted by the building
and operation of the rail?

5.) How do you justify running this route through the fields and homes of the people of
Kings County when our elected officials have put you on notice that your rail line will
doi social and i to our entire county not just to me and my
family? Where is this addressed in your EIR? Where do you address taking our
heritage away from us? How do you compensate a person for robbing them of their
heritage and history?

Gentlemen I ask, no I demand, that you address these concerns in detail and respond to me
not in the superficially hap-hazard way that you have skimmed over the topics listed in this
laughable draft EIR that you are trying to foist upon the people of the San Joaquin Valley
as a serious, sincere document.

You may reach me at the address listed above, by phone: 559-584-8040 or by email:
sullypnh@wildblue.net.

1 eagerly aw. our response.

Sincerely,”

g 7

HELEN VIERRA SULLIVAN

=
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February 10, 2006

AGRICULTURE

UNIT

USDA
Lo

Helen K Vierra Estate
2005 Crop Year
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Response to Submission BO019 (Helen Sullivan, Sullivan Farming, LLC, October 13, 2011)

B0O019-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-04, FB-
Response-SO-01.

Please refer to the Executive Summary S.11, Next Steps in the Environmental Process,
for information on the schedule for the selection of the preferred alternative, publication
of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS, issuance of the FRA's Record of
Decision and the Authority's Notice of Determination, property acquisition, and the start
of construction.The property acquisition and compensation process will only begin once
all necessary legal processes have been completed, funding has been secured, and
construction is ready to begin. This is scheduled to begin in 2013 and last through 2015.
Funding secured for the HST project includes the amount required for all of the land
acquisition and compensation.

Land owners will be compensated with just compensation as determined in the appraisal
process, including the value of any estimated “cost to cure” damages, e.g., cost of re-
establishing irrigation systems, replacing wells, etc. The difference between these
“before” and “after” values is termed as severance damages and will reflect any loss in
value to the remaining land.

Impacts to irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will
be addressed during the appraisal process with consultation from experts in the
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields.

The appraiser will note tenant owned improvements based on input from the property
owner and tenants. The acquisition agent will then provide a list of improvements owned
by the tenant in an “offset statement” to aid in determining the lessee’s portion of just
compensation.

B0O019-2

Measures designed to mitigate potential impacts on wildlife species are described in
Biological Resources and Wetlands (Section 3.3.6 and 3.7.7) of the Revised
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

BO019-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-05, FB-Response-GENERAL-10,
FB-Response-GENERAL-14, FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-SO-05, FB-
Response-GENERAL-04.

The number of potential residential and business displacements is provided in the
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #10 and Impact
SO #11. See Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #3, Impact SO #4, and Impact SO #13
for effects on property and sales tax revenues. For information on the economic effects
on agriculture, see Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #16.

@ SoSR
High-Speed Rail Authority ederal Railroa

Administration

Page 54-180



California Hi h-S?_eed Train Project EIR/EIS
[

Fresno to Bakers

eld Section

Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Submission BO020 (Trinidad Torres, Trini's Oil Inc., October 13, 2011)

BO020-1

TRINI’S OIL INC. | 603 G. Street
Fresno, CA 93706

T 559-268-4852

trinisoilin |

October 12, 2011

California High-Speed Rail Authority

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
“Fresno To Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS Comment”
770 L Street, Suite 800

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: “Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS Comment
Dear California High-Speed Rail Authority,

| have been a businessman in Fresno for over 50 years. My family and | have owned and operated
Trini's Beacon Gas Station/Mini Mart on the corner of Ventura and G Street for the past 53 years. Our
business has continued to thrive these 53 years because my family and | have continued to work long
and hard at this same location and have become a staple of the West Side of Fresno. My family and |
have continued to see our clientele grow with fourth and fifth generations of family members continuing
to come through our doors. We are the only Beacon Gas Station in this area of town and Beacon/
Valero credit card holders count on us to fill up their cars, trucks, motorcycles and even boats! We also
have our own commercial and non-profit accounts we work with on a daily basis.

Being an owner/operator of my family business for 53 years has also allowed me a bird’s eye view of
the changes that have hit the West Side of Fresno, be it good or not-so-good. | believe the High Speed
Rail is a great opportunity to bring economic growth to Fresno and especially to the West Side of
Fresno. My family and | would have liked to had been included in this opportunity and continue to
serve all of our faithful customers for more years to come. However, the plans for the High Speed Rail
will have an adverse effect on my business because of the proposed construction that will be placed on
Ventura Avenue.

We understand that there will be an overpass starting at F Street and ending at H Street which will
cause all traffic on Ventura and traffic coming off of the 99 Highway to completely bypass our business
on G Street. There is also a plan to construct a 16-foot high retaining wall and/or pillars right in front of
my business. Since most of my business comes from all traffic traveling east and west on Ventura and
traffic going on/coming off the 99 Highway, | will lose 95% of my business traffic with this planned
overpass. There will not be any way for my family owned and operated business to survive with only
5% of the traffic that will be left. That 5% will be limited even further because the plan also calls for G
Street to be closed at Church Avenue.

This is the only livelihood that my family and | depend on each and every day. We will all be adversely

effected by the plans to bypass my business on the corner of Ventura and G Street. We are all looking

forward to discussing with you possible remedies that would allow us to continue serving our customers
on Ventura and G Street or the possible purchase/relocation of our business.

Sincerely yours,

rinidad G. Torres
President

CALIFORNIA
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Comment Card
Tarjeta de Commentarios

Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section
Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
Public Hearings

September 2011

Please submit your complefed comment card af the
end of the meeting, or mail to:

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS C

The Extended comment period for tember
28,20 Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed  ally, or
Train Draft EIR/EIS: 2011.

August 15-October 13

Name/Nombre: _Lrinidad & Torres

La Seccion de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta
Velocidad Proyecto de Informe de Impacto Ambiental/
Declaracién de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS)
Avdiencias Piblicas

Septiembre del 2011

Por favor entregue su tarjeta completada al final de la
reunién, o enviela por correo a la siguiente direccion:

770 L Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814

El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28

de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarios tienen que ser
recibidos electrénicamente, o matasellados, el o antes
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011.

Organizcﬂon/Organizacién: TV’(Y\'\\S ZLl :]:V\(L.

Address/Domicilio: ®O5 é‘l S'}YLQﬁ

Phone Number/Numero de Teléfono: 559-26% -Hes52,

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cédigo Postal: r\(65}'\0. [N 95’7Ob

E-mail Address/Correo Electrénico: _trinisod M[@&m go‘oai) net

(Use additional pages if needed/Usar paginas adicionales si es necesarig
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Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Response to Submission BO020 (Trinidad Torres, Trini's Qil Inc., October 13, 2011)

B0020-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03.
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