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BO015-1

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

BO015-2

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.

BO015-5

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.

BO015-7

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.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.

BO015-8

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
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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.

BO015-10

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.

BO015-15

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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BO015-15

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.

BO015-16

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.

BO015-18

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.

BO015-19

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.

BO015-21

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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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.

BO015-25

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.

BO015-26

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.

BO015-27

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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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

BO015-29

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.

BO015-31

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01.

The Authority and FRA recognize that there is a legitimate concern regarding the health

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

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Page 54-133



BO015-31

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.

BO015-32

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.

BO015-33

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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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.

BO015-37

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,

BO015-37

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/hq/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://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/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.

BO015-40

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

BO015-40

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.

BO015-42

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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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.

BO015-43

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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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.

BO015-46

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

Response-AG-04.

BO015-46

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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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.

BO015-48

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.

BO015-49

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.

BO015-50

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.,

BO015-50

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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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.

BO015-53

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,

BO015-53

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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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.

BO015-56

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.

BO015-57

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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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.

BO015-59

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

BO015-59

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.

BO015-63

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
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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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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

BO015-65

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.

BO015-66

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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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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·         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.

BO015-69

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

BO015-69

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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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
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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.

BO015-75

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://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/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/hq/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.

BO015-80

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/hq/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/hq/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.

BO015-83

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.

BO015-85

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.

BO015-86

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.

BO015-88

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.

BO015-90

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.
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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.

BO015-92

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

Response-AG-04.

BO015-92

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.

BO015-93

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

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

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. VI Letters Inadvertently Omitted from Volumes IV & V and Errata

Page 54-154



BO015-93

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.

BO015-94

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

BO015-94

compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well

as removal and grading costs.

BO015-95

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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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.

BO015-97

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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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.

BO015-99

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.

BO015-100

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.

BO015-102

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.

BO015-103

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/hq/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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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.

BO015-104

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/hq/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.

BO015-105

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.

BO015-106

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.

BO015-107

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.

BO015-108

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
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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.

BO015-109

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,
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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.

BO015-118

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.

BO015-120

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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BO015-120

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.

BO015-126

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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BO015-129

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.

BO015-130

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

BO015-130

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.

BO015-132

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.

BO015-133

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

Response-AG-04.
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BO015-133

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.

BO015-134

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.

BO015-135

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.

BO015-137

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.

BO015-138

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/hq/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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BO015-139

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/hq/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.

BO015-140

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.

BO015-142

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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BO015-143

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.

BO015-145

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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BO015-146

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.

BO015-148

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/acre/year. 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/acre/year 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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BO015-150

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.

BO015-151

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.

BO015-152

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

BO015-152

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.

BO015-153

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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BO015-154

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.

BO015-155

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.14.5.3, contains information

about construction period impacts on agricultural lands.

BO015-156

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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BO015-156

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 I, 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.

BO015-158

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.

BO015-159

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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Submission BO016 (Russell V. Judd, Mercy Hospitals of Bakersfield, October 13, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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Submission BO017 (Yessenia Muratalla, Re-Think High Speed Rail, October 13, 2011)
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BO017-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.
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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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BO019-1

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.

BO019-2

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.
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Submission BO020 (Trinidad Torres, Trini's Oil Inc., October 13, 2011)
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03.
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