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Good Afternoon Mr. McLoughlin -

Please find attached our department's comment letter on the Fresno to Bakersfield Project Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project (Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS). Feel free to contact me if you have any 
questions. An original copy will follow via U.S. Mail. 

SCH# 20090911276 

Thank you, 

Laura Miller 
CA State Lands Commission 
Division of Environmental Planning and Management 
916-574-1911 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
Official Comment Period : Yes 
Attachments : 350_CAStateLandsCommission_email_011618_Attachment.pdf (1 mb) 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S001 (Laura Miller, CA State Lands Commission-Division of Environmental 
Planning and Management, January 16, 2018) 

S001-1 

Section 3.7, Biological Resources and Wetlands, Section 3.15, Parks, Recreation, and 
Open Space, and Section 3.16, Aesthetics and Visual Resources of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS evaluate the potential impacts associated with the elevated 
crossing of the Kern River. As indicated by the commenter, the design plans for the Kern 
River crossing are included in Volume III, Section C, Sheets ST-J1027, ST-J1028, and 
ST-J1029. The plan set included in Volume III of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS 
represents Preliminary Engineering for Project Definition. The Authority will continue to 
refine the design and will coordinate with agencies of jurisdiction as the designs are 
finalized. 

S001-2 

The commenter requests that all mitigation measures are either presented as specific, 
feasible, enforceable obligations, or they are presented as formulas containing 
performance standards which would mitigate the significant effect of the project and 
which may be accomplished in more than one specified way (State CEQA Guidelines, 
§15126.4, subd.(a)). 

CEQA requires the Authority to analyze the potential impacts of the HSR (specifically for 
the May 2014 Project and F-B LGA in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS) and identify 
enforceable mitigation for each significant effect of the project and to mitigate or avoid 
the significant effects on the environment by adopting feasible mitigation measures as 
part of the project (Public Resources Code Section 21001.2). NEPA requires that all 
relevant, reasonable mitigation measures are to be identified, even if they are outside 
the jurisdiction of the lead agency or the cooperating agencies, and thus would not be 
committed as part of the Record of Decision (RODs) of these agencies (40 CFR 
1502.16(h), 1505.2(c)). Based on CEQA and NEPA requirements, the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS mitigation measures are sufficient. 

Refer to Section 3.1 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS which summarizes the 
Authority’s and FRA’s approach to avoid and minimize potential impacts of the F-B LGA 
through planning, and thoughtful design, informed by decisions made at the conclusion 
of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process, including the adopted mitigation strategies. 
The Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, throughout Chapter 3, summarizes mitigation 
measures for the HSR System and the Fresno to Bakersfield Section and as applicable 
mitigation measures are identified specifically for the F-B LGA, proposed station 
location, maintenance facilities, and power conveyance facilities. The NEPA Mitigation 
Monitoring and Enforcement Plan (MMEP) and CEQA Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) will be amended to include new F-B LGA mitigation 
measures as applicable or revised mitigation measures applicable to the F-B LGA. 
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Response to Submission S001 (Laura Miller, CA State Lands Commission-Division of Environmental 
Planning and Management, January 16, 2018) - Continued 

S001-3 

A hydroacoustical analysis is not required as Project construction over the Kern River 
corridor is expected to occur when the river is dry. Additionally, the need for this type of 
analysis is generally triggered by potential affects to special-status aquatic species. No 
special-status aquatic species (anadromous fish) occur in the subject reach of the Kern 
River as downstream access is prohibitive (impassable barriers). Water flow in this 
reach of the Kern River is heavily managed via weirs, dams, and flood gates. If 
necessary, a dewatering plan will be prepared to ensure the channel is dry during the 
installation of the viaduct piers. 

S001-4 

As described in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS under Impact HWR#4 - Temporary 
Impacts on Floodplains, standard floodplain measures, as specified in Mitigation 
Measure HWR-MM#1, would be implemented during construction for work within the 
City of Shafter floodplain and Kern River floodplain. Cofferdams would be used during 
in-water work during construction to avoid discharge of sediment from the construction 
site (page 3.8-29). Accidental spills or releases during construction could contaminate 
water quality during construction. Therefore, a discussion of and reference to Avoidance 
and Minimization Measure HMW IAMM#7, Spill Prevention, from Section 3.10, 
Hazardous Materials and Wastes, was included in Impact HWR#2 and Impact HWR#3. 
Refer to Volume I Changes to the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final 
Supplemental EIS. Offsite refueling would not be required and is not discussed in the 
Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. 

S001-5 

Relevant regulatory agencies and affected parties will be consulted when preparing 
construction management plans, consistent with HMW IAMM#5. As stated in the text of 
this avoidance and minimization measure (Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, page 3.10-40), 
the Contractor will work closely with state and local agencies to resolve any such 
[unforeseen] encounters and address necessary cleanup or disposal. 

No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based upon this comment. 

S001-6 

Access to the Kern River will be maintained to the maximum extent feasible throughout 
project implementation. There would be some temporary access restrictions during 
project construction due to the presence of construction vehicles and equipment, in the 
interest of public safety. As noted by the commenter, construction of the project would 
require work in the Kern River to accommodate the installation of in-water supporting 
piers (Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, page 3.8-28), and would affect designated beneficial 
uses for the Kern River which include (but are not limited to) Water Contact Recreation 
and Non-Contact Water Recreation. The temporary restriction of access to very specific 
portions of the Kern River during project construction would not substantially affect these 
beneficial uses. 

No changes to the Final Supplemental EIS have been incorporated based upon this 
comment. 
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Response to Submission S002 (Julie Vance, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, January 
16, 2018) 

S002-1 

Comment noted. The Authority recognizes CDFW’s role as both a Trustee and 
Responsible Agency under CEQA and acknowledges that additional authorizations may 
be required for the project pursuant to the California Fish and Game Code. 

S002-2 

The assumption for the availability and source of fill materials for the F-B LGA is 
consistent with the May 2014 Project in order to provide an apples-to-apples comparison 
of the two alternatives in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. As stated in Section 2.4.1 of 
the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, “Fill materials required for the project would be 
obtained from commercially available sources because no borrow sites have been 
identified. Acquisition of additional fill material would be reflected in the design-bid 
contractor’s bid (F-B LGA PEPD Record Set Constructability Assessment Memorandum 
[Oct 2016, Page 5-1, Section 5.3 Earthwork, paragraph 2.).” 

Refer to page 3.9-2 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS (Geology, Soils, 
and Seismicity), which states that commercially-available, permitted aggregate 
resources for the at-grade portion of the alignment would be sourced from alluvial 
sources in the San Joaquin Valley, including Fresno (greater Fresno-Clovis metropolitan 
area), North Tulare County (Visalia/Tulare Area), South Tulare County (Portersville 
area), Bakersfield (Oildale to Tehachapi), and Palmdale. Permitted aggregate resources 
in these five areas equal approximately 370,000,000 tons (California Geological Survey 
2012). Of these permitted resources, the Fresno to Bakersfield Section, as evaluated in 
the Final EIR/EIS (i.e., inclusive of the May 2014 Project), would require about 2.3 
million tons, which represents approximately 0.6 percent of the permitted aggregate 
resources in these five areas. 

The fill requirements are expected to be similar for the F-B LGA and May 2014 Project 
due to the total length of each alternative on embankment/at-grade or on retained fill 
(approximately 12.5 miles for the F-B LGA and 11.3 miles for the May 2014 Project). 
Therefore, the assumption of fill requirements for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section, as 
stated in the Final EIR/EIS, is still applicable to the F-B LGA and would not exceed the 
available permitted aggregate resources in the San Joaquin Valley. 

October 2019 California High-Speed Rail Authority 

Page | 20-16 Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
Final Supplemental EIS 



Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S002 (Julie Vance, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, January 
16, 2018) - Continued 

S002-3 

On Page 3.7-1, paragraph 3, the definition of "habitats of concern" is expanded to 
include special-status plant communities, jurisdictional waters, critical habitat, 
conservation areas, protected trees, and wildlife movement corridors. It is through 
impacts to these habitats of concern that substantial impacts to non-special-status 
species could occur. All of these subjects are thoroughly analyzed in Sections 3.7.2 
through 3.7.4. The avoidance and minimization measures for special-status species and 
habitats of concern are sufficient to avoid significant impacts to non-listed species. 
Impacts to native fauna are also discussed in the Fresno to Bakersfield Section: 
Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report, pages 5-15 through 5-18. 

S002-4 

Both CEQA Guidelines, Section 15006, and NEPA regulations Section 1502.15 and 
1500.4 direct the preparer of an EIR/EIS to "describe the areas to be affected or created 
by the alternatives under consideration" and "shall be no longer than necessary to 
understand the effects of the alternatives." The preparation of an EIR/EIS requires the 
preparation and review of background material in order to accurately assess impacts 
resulting from the Project. The level of background information included in the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS is intended to provide a specific overview of conditions in order to 
facilitate an apples-to-apples comparison with the May 2014 Project. This is consistent 
with CEQA and NEPA Guidelines as stated. Additionally, the level of detail included in 
the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS is consistent with the 2014 Fresno to Bakersfield 
Section Final EIR/EIS. 

S002-5 

Impacts to the various biological resources associated with the project are detailed in 
Section 3.7.4.2 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. Mitigation measures to address 
these impacts are summarized in Section 3.7.5 and detailed in Section 3.7.7, Mitigation 
Measures, of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. The potential impacts of implementing 
biological resource mitigation measures are summarized in Section 3.7.7.5, Impacts 
Resulting from Implementation of Mitigation Measures, of the Fresno to Bakersfield 
Section Final EIR/EIS. The Project will comply with any additional mitigation measures 
or permit conditions required as a result of the permitting process. 

S002-6 

Section 3.7.2.3 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS defines the core Habitat Study Area 
as the project footprint plus a 250-foot buffer. Where access was granted, physical 
surveys were conducted within the core Habitat Study Area. 

Surveys to identify biological resources within the project footprint were conducted on-
site where access was available, either through public rights-of-ways or in areas where 
permission to enter was granted by private landowners. In areas where permission to 
enter was not granted, public rights-of-ways were used to visually assess inaccessible 
areas, wherever possible. In areas where no access was available, high-resolution 
aerial photo interpretation and image processing techniques were used to map the 
extent of biological resources (e.g., wildlife habitats, jurisdictional waters). For areas that 
were not surveyed on-site, biological resources were mapped conservatively to include 
areas potentially containing biological resources based on the judgment of the project 
biologists. The collective body of baseline information developed for property where no 
permission for access was granted, including the results of the aerial photograph 
interpretation survey areas, provided an adequate baseline to inform the environmental 
analysis and mitigation strategy. Information regarding the condition of jurisdictional 
waters was obtained through application of the California Rapid Assessment Method 
(CRAM) at select sites where Authority was able to obtain permission to enter the 
property. Additional information on access and survey limitations is presented in Section 
4.2.4 of the F-B LGA Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report. 

Because permission to enter was not received or ever anticipated across the entire 
study area, a direct comparison of field survey data could not be conducted across or 
between the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. Therefore, a conservative approach 
was taken to apply the same level of impact analysis for both alternatives regardless of 
permission to enter status. The conservative approach to impact analysis assumes 
presence of special-status species within their range where suitable habitat exists, which 
results in a direct comparison of impacts to each special special-status species. This 
approach is common among infrastructure projects in the State of California. This 
adequate and conservative impact analysis provides a worst-case scenario for analyzing 
impacts, and maximizes compensatory mitigation requirements. 
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Response to Submission S002 (Julie Vance, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, January 
16, 2018) - Continued 

S002-7 

The baseline conditions for biological resources in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS were 
established using numerous data sources to define the existing physical conditions in 
the project vicinity. These data sources, which are generally referenced in the Literature 
Review section, are detailed in the subsequent pages of Section 3.7.2.3 and include a 
tremendous amount of existing information found within the California Natural Diversity 
Database, the California Native Plant Society Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered 
Plants of California, California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System, USFWS Recovery 
Plans, and USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern. For jurisdictional waters, many 
existing resources were consulted including the National Wetlands Inventory, Natural 
Resource Conservation Service Hydrologic Unit Code Basins dataset, National 
Hydrography dataset, and Holland Central Valley Vernal Pool Complexes data layer, 
among others. Wildlife movement corridors were identified through additional review of 
published technical data available from regulatory agencies. 

The assimilation of existing data and literature regarding existing biological conditions in 
the project area was supplemented with data developed during extensive field surveys 
that were conducted on all parcels where the Authority was able to obtain permission to 
enter the property, as described in Section 3.7.2.4 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. 
These surveys were conducted to map, quantify, and identify the extent of biological 
resources within the study area. 

Additional details on the literature review and survey methodology are presented in 
Section 4.2 of the F-B LGA Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report. 

S002-8 

For jurisdictional waters, many existing resources were consulted, including the National 
Wetlands Inventory, Natural Resource Conservation Service Hydrologic Unit Code 
Basins dataset, National Hydrography dataset, and Holland Central Valley Vernal Pool 
Complexes data layer, among others. Historical aerial images were also reviewed when 
determining the presence and extent of hydrologic features. 

S002-9 

The Authority agrees that with the commenter that special-status plants and plant 
communities may be at more locations in or near the project footprint than documented 
in the CNDDB and CNPS on-line inventory. Thus, a conservative approach was taken in 
the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, using multiple data sources, assuming presence of 
special-status plant species where in areas where suitable habitat exists, and requiring 
pre-construction surveys. This approach is described in greater detail below. 

The baseline conditions for biological resources in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS were 
established using numerous data sources to define the existing physical conditions in 
the project vicinity. These data sources include a tremendous amount of existing 
information found with the California Natural Diversity Database, the California Native 
Plant Society Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California, California 
Wildlife Habitat Relationship (CWHR) System, USFWS Recovery Plans, and USFWS 
Birds of Conservation Concern. Additional information can be found in Section 3.7.2.3 of 
the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. The assimilation of existing data and literature 
regarding existing biological conditions in the project area was supplemented with data 
developed during extensive field surveys that were conducted on all parcels where the 
Authority was able to obtain permission to enter the property. 

Special-status plant community surveys for parcels where permission to enter was 
granted were conducted in 2015. For areas that were not surveyed on-site, biological 
resources were mapped conservatively to include areas potentially containing biological 
resources based on the judgement of the project biologists. Presence of special-status 
plant species is assumed in areas where suitable habitat occurs (as identified in the 
CWHR or other published agency literature). The collective body of baseline information 
developed for property where no permission for access was granted, including the 
results of the aerial photograph interpretation survey areas, provided an adequate 
baseline to inform the environmental analysis and mitigation strategy. This approach is 
widely used in California on large infrastructure projects and other projects where 
permission to enter is limited, and provides a reasonable and consistent approach to the 
assessment of potential for species presence/absence (even without protocol-level 
surveys) and allows for a reasonable identification of potential impacts and an 
appropriate comparison of the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. The net result is a 
conservative approach that requires implementation of mitigation measures, including 
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Response to Submission S002 (Julie Vance, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, January 
16, 2018) - Continued 

S002-9 

requirements to conduct protocol-level surveys prior to ground disturbance, but after the 
Authority has acquired the property associated with the construction and project 
footprint. 

Pre-construction, protocol-level, and focused surveys would be conducted prior to 
construction and ground disturbing activities and are required as part of the Project’s 
MMEP. Pre-construction surveys are general in nature and are conducted immediately 
prior to ground disturbing activities. Protocol-level surveys are surveys for special-status 
biological resources where agencies have an approved published survey method. These 
surveys would be conducted prior to construction, in advance of construction activities. 
Focused surveys are proposed for species for which there are no approved survey 
methods or where alternative methods are proposed. As provided in mitigation 
measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-
MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO- MM#45), upon acquisition of 
land and/or permission to enter, surveys for all special-status plant and wildlife species 
and their habitats would be conducted before any project construction activities would 
occur. Surveys for special-status plant species and special-status plant communities 
would be conducted during appropriate blooming periods (BIO-MM#16). 

S002-10 

As reflected in Section 5 of the Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report 
prepared for the F-B LGA, numerous state- and regional-level studies addressing 
connectivity and wildlife movement in California were referenced for the analysis of 
wildlife corridor effects (e.g., Penrod et al. 2001; Penrod et al. 2003; ESRP 2009; 
USFWS 1998; Spencer et al. 2010). These sources represent the most recent and the 
best commercially available science on wildlife movement and migration corridors in the 
state of California. Collectively, these studies identify one major linkage area that 
intersects the F-B LGA alignment (shown on Figure 3.7-12 of the Draft Supplemental 
EIR/EIS) and that could serve as a movement corridor at the following general location: 
Kern River linkage (connectivity choke-point linkage). 

S002-11 

Although habitats affected by the Project are generally of low quality, the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS considered all identified habitat potentially suitable regardless of 
its quality. Habitat was identified by applying the California Wildlife Habitat Relationship 
System (CWHR). CHWR provides for combining mapped land uses/land cover with the 
species’ known geographic range to determine suitable habitats for wildlife species. This 
system is a widely used tool, and the approach of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS 
assumes presence of special-status wildlife species in areas where suitable habitat 
occurs (as identified in the CWHR or other published agency literature). This approach 
is widely used in California on large infrastructure projects and other projects where 
permission to enter is limited, and provides a reasonable and consistent approach to the 
assessment of potential for wildlife presence/absence (even without protocol-level 
surveys) and allows for a reasonable identification of potential impacts and an 
appropriate comparison of the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. The net result is a 
conservative approach that requires implementation of mitigation measures, including 
requirements to conduct protocol-level surveys prior to ground disturbance, but after the 
Authority has acquired the property associated with the construction and project 
footprint. Due to project schedule and limited access to subject properties, protocol-level 
surveys for specials-status wildlife species were not proposed or conducted. Because 
protocol-level wildlife species surveys were not performed during biological resource 
surveys for the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, they have been included as mitigation 
measures to confirm locations of sensitive biological resources before the start of 
ground-disturbing activities. As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-
MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-
MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO- MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to 
enter, surveys for all special-status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be 
conducted before any project construction activities would occur. 
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S002-12 

Refer to Standard Response FB-LGA-Response-BIO-01: Mitigation Measures 
(Resources, Details and Phasing, Responsibilities and Future Planning). 

The California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System (CWHR) provides for mapping 
habitat and land uses which are crossed with the species’ known geographic range to 
determine suitable habitats for special-status wildlife species. This system is a widely 
used tool, and the approach assumes presence of special-status wildlife species in 
areas where suitable habitat occurs (as identified in the CWHR or other published 
agency literature). This approach is widely used in California on large infrastructure 
projects and other projects where permission to enter is limited, and provides a 
reasonable and consistent approach to the assessment of potential for wildlife 
presence/absence (even without protocol-level surveys) and allows for a reasonable 
identification of potential impacts and an appropriate comparison of the May 2014 
Project and the F-B LGA. The net result is a conservative approach that requires 
implementation of mitigation measures, including requirements to conduct protocol-level 
surveys prior to ground disturbance, but after the Authority has acquired the property 
associated with the construction and project footprint. Due to project schedule and 
limited access to subject properties, protocol-level surveys for specials-status wildlife 
species were not proposed or conducted. Because protocol-level wildlife species 
surveys were not performed during biological resource surveys for the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS, they have been included as mitigation measures to confirm 
locations of sensitive biological resources before the start of ground-disturbing activities. 
As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-
MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO-
MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to enter, surveys for all special-
status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be conducted before any project 
construction activities would occur.

 The mitigation measures described above also prescribe management techniques if 
species are detected (establishment and implementation of seasonal avoidance, 
establishment of buffers, etc.), as well as techniques to ensure species do not access 
the project site (BIO-MM#7, establishment of Environmental Sensitive Areas, and BIO-
MM#8, wildlife exclusion fencing). In the event that any special status species are 
detected in work areas, construction activities would be stopped (BIO-MM#13) and if 
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accidental "take" of special-status species occur, the appropriate regulatory agencies 
would be notified (BIO-MM#14). A number of existing USFWS and CDFW guidelines 
would be implemented in areas where preconstruction, protocol-level or focused surveys 
identify special-status species. These measures would avoid, minimize, and or 
compensate for the unavoidable impacts to special-status species or their habitat. 
Specifically, the measures include establishing buffers and restricting construction 
activities for Swainson's hawks (BIO-MM#33), avoiding and minimizing impacts to 
burrowing owls (BIO-MM#36), relocating small mammals (BIO-MM#38, BIO-MM#39), 
and minimizing impacts on San Joaquin kit fox (BIO-MM#46).

 Project-specific mitigation measures would also be implemented to avoid, minimize or 
compensate for impacts on biological resources. These measures include salvage, 
relocation and/or propagation of special-status plant species (BIO-MM#17); conducting 
reptile and amphibian monitoring, avoidance, and relocation (BIO-MM#23); 
establishment of exclusion areas for breeding birds (BIO-MM#29); monitoring of raptor 
nests (BIO-MM#30); avoidance and minimization of impacts to mammals (BIO-MM#38, 
BIO-MM#41, BIO-MM#42, and BIO-MM#44); and monitoring and establishment of 
buffers around protected trees (BIO-MM#50).

 By conducting preconstruction surveys closer to the initiation of construction, biological 
resources that have recently colonized the study area can be detected and will be more 
accurate. Additionally, pre-construction surveys provide an opportunity to survey those 
parcels where permission to enter was not granted by land-owners previously. 
Preconstruction surveys are a standard requirement for permits issued by regulatory 
agencies and are included, in part, in anticipation of this requirement. Preconstruction 
surveys are also included as mitigation measures because they could not be conducted 
as part of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. Because preconstruction surveys would 
identify specific locations of biological resources that are otherwise assumed to be 
present in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, individuals or populations could then be 
avoided, or effects could be minimized by implementing other Draft Supplemental 
EIR/EIS mitigation measures. These mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, 
BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-
MM#43, and BIO-MM#45) would contribute to site-specific identification of biological 
resource and contribute toward the mitigation of impacts identified in the Draft 
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Supplemental EIR/EIS. 

S002-13 

Although the accuracy and precision of wetland mapping is reduced somewhat by 
incomplete site access, as noted in the comment, incomplete site access does not 
preclude effective determination of the significance of impacts to wetlands or of 
differences among alternatives in their impacts. The Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS 
provides an effective, conservative analysis based on a wetland delineation. 
Jurisdictional waters were delineated in 2015 in accordance with U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers procedures. Details on survey methodology are presented in Section 4.2 of 
the F-B LGA Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report. 

Surveys to identify biological resources within the project footprint were conducted on-
site where access was available, either through public rights-of-way or in areas where 
permission to enter was granted by private landowners. In areas where permission to 
enter was not granted, public rights-of-way were used to visually assess inaccessible 
areas, wherever possible. In areas where no access was available, high-resolution 
aerial photo interpretation and image processing techniques were used to map the 
extent of biological resources (e.g., jurisdictional waters). For areas that were not 
surveyed on-site, biological resources were mapped conservatively to include areas 
potentially containing biological resources based on the judgment of the project 
biologists. The collective body of baseline information developed for property where no 
permission for access was granted, including the results of the aerial photograph 
interpretation survey areas, provided an adequate baseline to inform the environmental 
analysis and mitigation strategy. Information regarding the condition of jurisdictional 
waters was obtained through application of the California Rapid Assessment Method 
(CRAM) at select sites where Authority was able to obtain permission to enter the 
property. Additional information on access and survey limitations is presented in Section 
4.2.4 of the F-B LGA Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report. 

Although the majority of the surveys for the F-B LGA were conducted up to two years 
prior to the publication of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, the survey data is still valid as 
the existing conditions have not substantially changed during this period. Additionally, as 
newer aerial photography has become available, wetland data has been checked and 
re-analyzed to better estimate field conditions. Biological resource and wetlands 
identified during these surveys are likely still present in the study area. Because of the 
conservative approach, the existing conditions and impact analysis appropriately inform 
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the environmental document. 

Because permission to enter was not received or ever anticipated across the entire 
study area, a direct comparison of field survey data could not be conducted across or 
between the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. Therefore, a conservative approach 
was taken to apply the same level of impact analysis across all alternatives regardless 
of permission to enter status. This approach is common among infrastructure projects in 
the State of California. This adequate and conservative impact analysis provides a 
worst-case scenario for analyzing impacts, and maximizes compensatory mitigation 
requirements. 

S002-14 

The delineation of the extent of waters of the State for the F-B LGA is consistent with the 
approach for delineating the waters of the State for the May 2014 Project. To maintain 
an apples-to-apples comparison with the F-B LGA and May 2014 Project, consistency of 
jurisdictional limits was maintained. The extent of CDFW jurisdiction will be negotiated 
during acquisition of the 1602 Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement. 

S002-15 

For areas that were not surveyed on-site, biological resources were mapped 
conservatively to include areas potentially containing biological resources based on the 
judgment of the project biologists. The collective body of baseline information developed 
for property where no permission for access was granted, including the results of the 
aerial photograph interpretation survey areas, provided an adequate baseline to inform 
the environmental analysis and mitigation strategy. Because of the conservative 
approach, the existing conditions and impact analysis appropriately inform the 
environmental document. Since permission to enter was not received or ever anticipated 
across the entire study area, a direct comparison of field survey data could not be 
conducted across or between the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. Therefore, the 
conservative approach was taken to apply the same level of impact analysis across all 
alternatives regardless of permission to enter status. The conservative approach to 
impact analysis assumes presence of special-status species within their range where 
suitable habitat exists, which results in a direct comparison of impacts to each special-
status species. This approach is common among infrastructure projects in the State of 
California. This adequate and conservative impact analysis provides a worst-case 
scenario for analyzing impacts, and maximizes compensatory mitigation requirements. 
As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-
MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO-
MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to enter, surveys for all special-
status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be conducted before any project 
construction activities would occur. Surveys for special-status plant species and special-
status plant communities would be conducted during appropriate blooming periods (BIO-
MM#16). 
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Botanical surveys for the May 2014 Project were conducted in March, April, May, and 
June 2010 (see Section 3.7.3.3. of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS). 
Botanical surveys for the F-B LGA were conducted in 2015 (refer to Section 4.2.2 of the 
Supplemental Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report). Since permission 
to enter was not received or ever anticipated across the entire study area, a direct 
comparison of field survey data could not be conducted across or between the May 
2014 Project and the F-B LGA. Therefore, a conservative approach was taken to apply 
the same level of impact analysis across all alternative regardless of permission to enter 
status, which assumes presence of special-status species within their range where 
suitable habitat exists, resulting in a direct comparison of impacts to each special-status 
species. For the F-B LGA, upon acquisition of land and/or permission to enter, surveys 
for all special-status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be conducted 
before any project construction activities would occur. Surveys for special-status plant 
species and special-status plant communities would be conducted during appropriate 
blooming periods (BIO-MM#16). 

S002-17 

Figure 3.7-11 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS shows the locations of all eucalyptus 
tree species occurring within the Special-Status Plant Study Area.

 Pre-construction, protocol-level, and focused surveys would be conducted prior to 
construction and ground disturbing activities and required as part of the Project’s MMEP. 
Because protocol-level wildlife species surveys were not performed during biological 
resource surveys for the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, they have been included as 
mitigation measures to confirm locations of sensitive biological resources before the 
start of ground-disturbing activities. As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, 
BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-
MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO- MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to 
enter, surveys for all special-status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be 
conducted before any project construction activities would occur. Protocol-level surveys 
for Swainson's hawk (BIO-MM#32) would be performed in areas within the species 
range and in areas with potential habitat for these species. Pre-construction and focused 
surveys following the methods described in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS would also 
be conducted for birds and their nests protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(BIO-MM#29) and raptors (BIO-MM#30 and BIO-MM#32). 
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Windshield surveys were not relied on to provide a full assessment of wildlife habitats. 
Rather, multiple information sources and tools were used. For areas that were not 
surveyed on-site, biological resources were mapped conservatively to include areas 
potentially containing biological resources based on the judgment of the project 
biologists. Wildlife habitat mapping conducted in 2015 also applied the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife's California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System 
(CWHR), which provides for mapping habitat and land uses that are crossed with the 
species’ known geographic range to determine suitable habitats for special-status 
wildlife species. This system is a widely used tool, and the approach assumes presence 
of special-status wildlife species in areas where suitable habitat occurs (as identified in 
the CWHR or other published agency literature). This approach is widely used in 
California on large infrastructure projects and other projects where permission to enter is 
limited, and provides a reasonable and consistent approach to the assessment of 
potential for wildlife presence/absence (even without protocol-level surveys) and allows 
for a reasonable identification of potential impacts and an appropriate comparison of the 
May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. The net result is a conservative approach that 
requires implementation of mitigation measures, including requirements to conduct 
protocol-level surveys prior to ground disturbance, but after the Authority has acquired 
the property associated with the construction and project footprint. Due to project 
schedule and limited access to subject properties, protocol-level surveys for specials-
status wildlife species were not proposed or conducted. Because protocol-level wildlife 
species surveys were not performed during biological resource surveys for the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS, they have been included as mitigation measures to confirm 
locations of sensitive biological resources before the start of ground-disturbing activities. 
As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-
MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO-
MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to enter, surveys for all special-
status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be conducted before any project 
construction activities would occur. 

S002-19 

In an effort to help guide landscape-level planning to maintain habitat connectivity 
among the patchy network of natural habitat that remains in the San Joaquin Valley, 
state- and regional-level studies addressing connectivity and wildlife movement in 
California have been conducted (Penrod et al. 2001; Penrod et al. 2003; ESRP 2009; 
USFWS 1998; Spencer et al. 2010). These sources represent the most recent and the 
best commercially available science on wildlife movement and migration corridors in the 
state of California. Detailed "empirical" surveys through camera trapping, track plates, 
radio telemetry, or complex landscape modeling were not called for in the Central Valley 
Biological Resources and Wetlands Survey Plan (Authority and FRA [2009] 2011a), nor 
were they practicable or feasible given the private property site-access/permission-to-
enter issues.

 Collectively, these studies identify one major linkage area that intersects the F-B LGA 
alignment (shown on Figure 3.7-12 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS) and that could 
serve as a movement corridor at the following general location: Kern River linkage 
(connectivity choke-point linkage). The landscape surrounding the Kern River linkage is 
comprised of urban development, agriculture, and cropland, which provide no value for 
most special-status and common wildlife species except marginal dispersal and foraging 
habitat. Outside of identified wildlife movement areas, especially in agricultural and crop 
land, terrestrial wildlife movement is expected to be highly localized. Therefore, for a 
project of this scale, the use of these resources accurately represents the baseline 
conditions and was deemed appropriate to address wildlife movement on a micro and 
macro scale. A detailed discussion of this linkage is available in Chapter 3.7, Biological 
Resources and Wetlands of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, as well as in Section 5.8, 
Wildlife Movement Corridors, of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Biological Resources 
and Wetlands Technical Report. 
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Information regarding the condition of aquatic resources for the May 2014 Project was 
obtained through application of the California Rapid Assessment Method (CRAM), which 
determined the condition of aquatic features along the alignment to be poor. Aquatic 
features along the F-B LGA alignment are similar in nature to those identified for the 
May 2014 Project, and were therefore assigned the same condition ranking. As aquatic 
features identified along the F-B LGA alignment are characteristically similar to those 
along the May 2014 Project alignment, avoidance and minimization and mitigation 
measures identified in Section 3.7.5 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS are sufficient to 
reduce impacts on aquatic resources to less than significant. The measures identified in 
the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS include numerous measures for avoiding, minimizing, 
and mitigating impacts to multiple habitats, and measures focused on aquatic habitats, 
including BIO-MM#47 Restore Temporary Riparian Impacts, BIO-MM#48 Restore 
Temporary Impacts on Jurisdictional Waters, BIO-MM#49 Monitor Construction 
Activities within Jurisdictional Waters, BIO-MM#61 Compensate for Permanent Riparian 
Impacts, and BIO-MM#63 Compensate for Permanent and Temporary Impacts on 
Jurisdictional Waters. 

S002-21 

The Authority agrees that with the commenter that reliance on the CNDDB as the sole 
basis for determining baseline conditions regarding special-status species would be 
insufficient. Conversely, determining baseline conditions, without considering the 
information provided by the CNDDB regarding regional and local distributions and 
associated habitats would also be insufficient. Therefore, the Authority has established 
baseline conditions using data from the CNDDB and other data sources, as described 
below. 

The baseline conditions for biological resources in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS were 
established using numerous data sources to define the existing physical conditions in 
the project vicinity. These data sources, discussed in Section 3.7.2.3, include a 
tremendous amount of existing information found with the California Natural Diversity 
Database, the California Native Plant Society Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered 
Plants of California, California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System, USFWS Recovery 
Plans, and USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern. The assimilation of existing data 
and literature regarding existing biological conditions in the project area was 
supplemented with data developed during extensive field surveys that were conducted 
on all parcels where the Authority was able to obtain permission to enter the property. 
These surveys were conducted to map, quantify, and identify the extent of biological 
resources within the study area, according to the methods described in the Central 
Valley Biological Resources and Wetland Survey Plan (2009), which was developed at 
the request of, and transmitted to natural resources regulatory agencies (Environmental 
Protection Agency, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, California Department of Fish and Game, and the Central 
Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board). Surveys to identify biological resources 
within the project footprint were conducted on-site where access was available, either 
through public rights-of-way or in areas where permission to enter was granted by 
private landowners. In areas where permission to enter was not granted, public rights-of-
way were used to visually assess inaccessible areas, wherever possible. In areas where 
no access was available, high-resolution aerial photo interpretation and image 
processing techniques were used to map the extent of biological resources (e.g., 
special-status species habitats). For areas that were not surveyed on-site, biological 
resources were mapped conservatively to include areas potentially containing biological 
resources based on the judgment of the project biologists. The collective body of 
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baseline information developed for property where no permission for access was 
granted, including the results of the aerial photograph interpretation survey areas, 
provided an adequate baseline to inform the environmental analysis and mitigation 
strategy. Additional information on access and survey limitations is presented in Section 
4.2.4 of the F-B LGA Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report. Because of 
the conservative approach, the existing conditions and impact analysis appropriately 
inform the environmental document. Because permission to enter was not received or 
ever anticipated across the entire study area, a direct comparison of field survey data 
could not be conducted across or between the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. 
Therefore, a conservative approach was taken to apply the same level of impact 
analysis across all alternatives regardless of permission to enter status. The 
conservative approach to impact analysis assumes presence of special-status species 
within their range where suitable habitat exists, which results in a direct comparison of 
impacts to each special-status species. This approach is common among infrastructure 
projects in the State of California. This adequate and conservative impact analysis 
provides a worst-case scenario for analyzing impacts, and maximizes compensatory 
mitigation requirements. 

S002-22 

Though special-status species may indeed use agricultural and urban lands for dispersal 
or foraging, these lands generally provide limited habitat value because of their man-
made nature, their vegetation being highly simplified and of reduced cover and biomass, 
frequent disturbance of soil and vegetation, and high levels of stressors (such as an 
array of pollutants and harm of animals and disruption of their activities by humans, pets 
and human commensals e.g., rats]). Nonetheless, as described below, surveys would 
be conducted in advance of construction to minimize impacts on special-status species, 
including San Joaquin kit fox. 

Pre-construction, protocol-level, and focused surveys would be conducted prior to 
construction and ground disturbing activities and required as part of the Project’s MMEP. 
Pre-construction surveys are general in nature and are conducted immediately prior to 
ground disturbing activities. Protocol-level surveys are surveys for special-status 
biological resources where agencies have an approved published survey method. These 
surveys would be conducted prior to construction, in advance of construction activities. 
Focused surveys are proposed for species for which there are no approved survey 
methods or where alternative methods are proposed. 

Because protocol-level wildlife species surveys were not performed during biological 
resource surveys for the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, they have been included as 
mitigation measures to confirm locations of sensitive biological resources before the 
start of ground-disturbing activities. 

As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-
MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO-
MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to enter, surveys for all special-
status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be conducted before any project 
construction activities would occur. Surveys for special-status plant species and special-
status plant communities would be conducted during appropriate blooming periods (BIO-
MM#16). Protocol-level surveys for Swainson's hawk (BIO-MM#32), burrowing owls 
(BIO-MM#35), and San Joaquin kit fox (BIO-MM#45) would be performed in areas within 
the species range and in areas with potential habitat for these species. 

Pre-construction and focused surveys following methods described in the Draft 
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Supplemental EIR/EIS would also be conducted for special-status reptile and amphibian 
species (BIO-MM#22), birds and their nests protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (BIO-MM#29), raptors (BIO-MM#30 and BIO-MM#32), small mammals (including 
Nelson's antelope squirrel Tipton kangaroo rat, and Tulare grasshopper mouse) (BIO-
MM#37), special-status bat species, American badger, and ringtail (BIO- MM#40, and 
BIO-MM#43). 

S002-23 

Section 3.7.3.1 (page 3.7-17) of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS begins by stating that 
47 special-status wildlife species were identified with potential to occur in the Habitat 
Study Area for the May 2014 Project. As this section is intended to be a summary, not 
an exhaustive list, only species with moderate to high potential to occur are listed. The 
Final Supplemental EIS has been revised to note that 48 special-status wildlife species 
were identified with potential to occur in the Habitat Study Area for the May 2014 
Project. The increase in the number of special-status wildlife species accounts for the 
addition of blunt-nosed leopard lizard. Refer Volume I Changes to the Draft 
Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. A full list of special-status 
species with moderate to high potential to occur, including those mentioned, can be 
found in Appendices C and E of the F-B LGA Biological Resources and Wetlands 
Technical Report. 
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Additional analysis would be conducted to accurately assess impacts to additional 
special-status species prior to any decision regarding a shift in Project alignment. 

S002-25 

A detailed discussion of this linkage and the references consulted is available 
in Section 3.7, Biological Resources and Wetlands, of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, 
as well as in Section 5.8, Wildlife Movement Corridors, of the Fresno to Bakersfield 
Section Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report. In an effort to help guide 
landscape-level planning to maintain habitat connectivity among the patchy network of 
natural habitat that remains in the San Joaquin Valley, state- and regional-level studies 
addressing connectivity and wildlife movement in California have been conducted 
(Penrod et al. 2001; Penrod et al. 2003; ESRP 2009; USFWS 1998; Spencer et al. 
2010). These sources represent the most recent and the best commercially available 
science on wildlife movement and migration corridors in the state of California. 
Collectively, these studies identify one major linkage area that intersects the F-B LGA 
alignment (shown on Figure 3.7-12 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS) and that could 
serve as a movement corridor at the following general location: Kern River linkage 
(connectivity choke-point linkage). The landscape surrounding the Kern River linkage is 
comprised of urban development, agriculture, and cropland, which provide no value for 
most special-status and common wildlife species except marginal dispersal and foraging 
habitat. Outside of identified wildlife movement areas, especially in agricultural and 
cropland, terrestrial wildlife movement is expected to be highly localized. Therefore, for a 
project of this scale, the use of these resources accurately represents the baseline 
conditions and was deemed appropriate to address wildlife movement on a micro and 
macro scale. 
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Contrary to the assertion in the comment, the analysis of potential impacts to special-
status plant communities not only provide an adequate basis for determining if impacts 
to special-status plant communities would be significant, but provides a cautious and 
conservative basis for such determinations. Multiple data sources were used to identify 
special-status plant communities that are or could potentially be present; where access 
was not available plant communities were mapped conservatively based on aerial 
imagery, other information, and the professional judgement of biologists; and surveys for 
special-status plant communities would be conducted once access is available (BIO-
MM#16) to confirm impacts and applicable mitigation measures. This approach to 
assessing impacts to special-status plant communities, which is widely used for large 
infrastructure projects, is further described below. 

The baseline conditions for biological resources in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS were 
established using numerous data sources to define the existing physical conditions in 
the project vicinity. These data sources include a tremendous amount of existing 
information found with the California Natural Diversity Database, the California Native 
Plant Society Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California, California 
Wildlife Habitat Relationship System, USFWS Recovery Plans, and USFWS Birds of 
Conservation Concern. Additional information can be found in Section 3.7.2.3 of the 
Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. The assimilation of existing data and literature regarding 
existing biological conditions in the project area was supplemented with data developed 
during extensive field surveys that were conducted on all parcels where the Authority 
was able to obtain permission to enter the property.

 Special-status plant community surveys for parcels where permission to enter was 
granted were conducted in 2015. For areas that were not surveyed on-site, biological 
resources were mapped conservatively to include areas potentially containing biological 
resources based on the judgment of the project biologists. Presence of special-status 
plant species is assumed in areas where suitable habitat occurs (as identified in the 
CWHR or other published agency literature). The collective body of baseline information 
developed for property where no permission for access was granted, including the 
results of the aerial photograph interpretation survey areas, provided an adequate 
baseline to inform the environmental analysis and mitigation strategy. This approach is 
widely used in California on large infrastructure projects and other projects where 

S002-26 

permission to enter is limited, and provides a reasonable and consistent approach to the 
assessment of potential for species presence/absence (even without protocol-level 
surveys) and allows for a reasonable identification of potential impacts and an 
appropriate comparison of the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. The net result is a 
conservative approach that requires implementation of mitigation measures, including 
requirements to conduct protocol-level surveys prior to ground disturbance, but after the 
Authority has acquired the property associated with the construction and project 
footprint.

 Preconstruction, protocol-level, and focused surveys would be conducted prior to 
construction and ground disturbing activities and required as part of the Project’s MMEP. 
Preconstruction surveys are general in nature and are conducted immediately prior to 
ground disturbing activities. Protocol-level surveys are surveys for special-status 
biological resources where agencies have an approved published survey method. These 
surveys would be conducted prior to construction, in advance of construction activities. 
Focused surveys are proposed for species for which there are no approved survey 
methods or where alternative methods are proposed. As provided in mitigation 
measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-
MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO- MM#45), upon acquisition of 
land and/or permission to enter, surveys for all special-status plant and wildlife species 
and their habitats would be conducted before any project construction activities would 
occur. Surveys for special-status plant species and special-status plant communities 
would be conducted during appropriate blooming periods (BIO-MM#16). 
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The commenter has indicated that Figures 3.7-4 through 3.7-8 in the Draft Supplemental 
EIR/EIS are inconsistent with CDFW’s data use guidelines for the California Natural 
Diversity Database (CNDDB). The CNDDB figures included in the Draft Supplemental 
EIR/EIS are consistent with the figures included in the Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
Final EIR/EIS in order to provide a comparative analysis between the May 2014 Project 
and the F-B LGA. However, the Authority acknowledges that the referenced figures in 
the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS are at a 1:316,800 scale (i.e., 1 inch = 5 miles). Based 
on this scale and the CNDDB data use guidelines (pages 9 through 12), the figures 
should omit species element occurrences and labels, and text should be limited to state 
which species are known to occur within the study area. 

S002-28 

Comment noted. The text in this section was revised to indicate that retention/detention 
basins are "typically" devoid of vegetation. Refer to Volume I Changes to the Draft 
Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. Additional information 
regarding the description of the retention/detention basins is provided in Section 3.2.4.2 
(page 3-10) of the Final Wetlands Report prepared for the F-B LGA. Though wildlife may 
use these features for foraging, dispersal, etc., they do not provide high quality or 
permanent habitat as a result of regular maintenance activities including dredging and 
herbicide application. 

S002-29 

The Authority acknowledges the commenter's assertion regarding the habitat value of 
canals and ditches. While the habitat value of these features is generally low due to their 
disturbed condition, pre-construction, protocol-level, and focused surveys would be 
conducted prior to construction and ground disturbing activities and required as part of 
the Project’s MMEP. These surveys would be conducted in advance of construction 
activities. Because protocol-level wildlife species surveys were not performed during 
biological resource surveys for the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, they have been 
included as mitigation measures to confirm locations of sensitive biological resources 
before the start of ground-disturbing activities. As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-
MM#16, BIO-MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-
MM#37, BIO-MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO- MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or 
permission to enter, surveys for all special-status plant and wildlife species and their 
habitat would be conducted before any project construction activities would occur. 

S002-30 

The delineation of the extent of waters of the State for the F-B LGA, as described on 
page 3.7-15 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, is consistent with the approach for 
delineating the waters of the State for the May 2014 Project. To maintain an apples-to-
apples comparison between the F-B LGA and May 2014 Project in the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS, consistency of jurisdictional limits was maintained. The extent of 
CDFW jurisdiction will be negotiated during acquisition of the 1602 Lake or Streambed 
Alteration Agreement. 

S002-31 

An evaluation of potential effects of the project on blunt-nosed leopard lizard has been 
added to the Final Supplemental EIS. Refer to Volume I Changes to the Draft 
Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. Nelson's antelope squirrel 
and the Buena Vista Lake ornate shrew were not referenced in this discussion because 
they are not addressed in the recovery plan. Nelson's antelope squirrel and the Buena 
Vista Lake ornate shrew are evaluated in Section 3.7.4.2 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/
EIS. 
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S002-32 

The landscape surrounding the Kern River linkage is comprised of urban development, 
agriculture, and cropland, which provide no value for most special-status and common 
wildlife species except marginal dispersal and foraging habitat. Outside of identified 
wildlife movement areas, especially in agricultural and crop land, terrestrial wildlife 
movement is expected to be highly localized. Therefore, for a project of this scale, the 
use of the resources referenced in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS and the Biological 
Resources and Wetlands Technical Report accurately represent the baseline conditions 
and was deemed appropriate to address wildlife movement on a micro and macro scale. 
A detailed discussion of this linkage is available in Chapter 3.7, Biological Resources 
and Wetlands, of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, as well as in Section 5.8, Wildlife 
Movement Corridors, of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Biological Resources and 
Wetlands Technical Report.

 An elevated structure is proposed over the Kern River linkage. This feature would 
minimize disturbance to natural habitat and therefore minimize disturbance to wildlife 
usage of this linkage. The F-B LGA would include avoidance and minimization 
measures that would provide wildlife crossing opportunities (i.e., at the Kern River) and 
minimize disturbance to natural habitat (and therefore minimize disturbance to wildlife 
usage). Development of the elevated structure at the Kern River would prevent 
interference with the movement of wildlife through the Kern River corridor and therefore 
would result in a less-than-significant impact associated with wildlife movement.

 The construction period impacts to wildlife movement associated with the May 2014 
Project and the F-B LGA are temporary and would only result in a partial barrier to 
wildlife movement. During project construction, mitigation measures would be 
implemented as described in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS (see Section 3.7.5.2) to 
reduce potential construction period impacts to wildlife movement and linkages. These 
measures state that wildlife movement linkages would be kept free of all equipment, 
storage materials, construction materials, and any significant potential impediments and 
that ground-disturbing activities would be minimized within the wildlife linkages during 
nighttime hours to the extent practicable. Mitigation Measures BIO-MM#51 and BIO-
MM#52 would serve to reduce construction and project period impacts to wildlife 
movement. Implementation of these measures would substantially reduce the level of 
potential impact. 

S002-32 

S002-33 

The habitat types and species utilization identified in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS are 
consistent with the habitat types and species utilization identified in the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS in order to provide an apples-to-apples comparison 
with the May 2014 Project. Adjusting habitat type suitability definitions for special-status 
species potentially occurring within the F-B LGA study area could result in findings for 
the May 2014 Project that are different than those documented in the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS; therefore, the habitat type suitability definitions have 
not been modified in this Final Supplemental EIS. 

Preconstruction, protocol-level, and focused surveys would be conducted prior to 
construction and ground disturbing activities in all un-surveyed habitats and required as 
part of the Project’s MMEP. As provided in mitigation measures (BIO-MM#16, BIO-
MM#22, BIO-MM#29, BIO-MM#30, BIO-MM#32, BIO-MM#35, BIO-MM#37, BIO-
MM#40, BIO-MM#43, and BIO- MM#45), upon acquisition of land and/or permission to 
enter, surveys for all special-status plant and wildlife species and their habitat would be 
conducted before any project construction activities would occur. Surveys for special-
status plant species and special-status plant communities would be conducted during 
appropriate blooming periods (BIO-MM#16). 

A full discussion of impacts to special-status plant species resulting from the May 2014 
Project, including changes to hydrology, can be found in Section 3.7.5.3 of the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Final EIR/EIS. 
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S002-34 

Alkali desert scrub habitat does not occur in the F-B LGA study area, as shown in Figure 
3.7-3 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, and therefore is not discussed. Analysis of the 
disruption of breeding opportunities is included in Section 3.7.4.1 of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS (page 3.7-74) as a potential indirect impact, referred to a 
"decreased reproductive success." 

S002-35 

The existing setting for the Preferred Alternative is more fully described in Section 
3.7.4.2 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS. The May 2014 Project is the 
complementary portion of the Preferred Alternative consisting of the portion of the BNSF 
Alternative from Poplar Avenue to Hageman Road and the Bakersfield Hybrid from 
Hageman Road to Oswell Street. While the May 2014 Project does cross agricultural 
land, it was not specifically mentioned within the context of special-status plant 
communities. 

S002-36 

Comment noted. A 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement will be acquired 
prior to project construction to authorize project effects to CDFW waters. The Project will 
comply with all conditions of the permit. 

S002-37 

As described in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS Section 3.7.2.2, “CEQA Significance 
Criteria,” and the wildlife movement corridors subsections of Section 3.7.2.3, “Definitions 
and Background Review Criteria, and Section 3.7.2.4, “Field Surveys,” potential effects 
on wildlife movement were evaluated for the entire alignment, including where at-grade 
embankment is proposed. Dedicated wildlife structures are not proposed for the F-B 
LGA as most of the alignment would be permeable to wildlife, and impermeable sections 
are limited in length, contain features that allow would allow wildlife to cross the 
alignment, or both. There are no continuous stretches of the alignment at grade for more 
than 3 miles without elevated structures and culverts, which would allow wildlife to cross 
the alignment, and most of the Project design consists of large lengths of grade 
separated viaduct and bridge crossings along the length of the alignment with only short 
lengths of ground level track. Between Shafter and Bakersfield, where the alignment is 
primarily on embankment, numerous obstacles and multiple major barriers to wildlife 
movement already exist (e.g., major water delivery canals, SR 99) and habitat for 
species dependent on natural vegetation is very limited in extent and fragmented. 
Conversely, where the Project crosses the Kern River Corridor, which has been 
identified as a regional linkage for wildlife movement, it is on viaduct and would not 
impede wildlife movement. The construction period impacts to wildlife movement 
associated with the May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA are temporary and would only 
result in a partial barrier to wildlife movement. During project construction, mitigation 
measures would be implemented as described in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS (see 
Section 3.7.5.2) to reduce potential construction period impacts to wildlife movement 
and linkages. These measures state that wildlife movement linkages would be kept free 
of all equipment, storage materials, construction materials, and any significant potential 
impediments and that ground-disturbing activities would be minimized within the wildlife 
linkages during nighttime hours to the extent practicable. Mitigation Measures BIO-
MM#51 and BIO-MM#52 would serve to reduce construction and project period impacts 
to wildlife movement. Implementation of these measures would substantially reduce the 
level of potential impact; therefore, as described in Section 3.7.5.2 of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS, under CEQA, the level of significance of construction period 
impacts to wildlife movement corridors after mitigation were identified as less than 
significant. 

California High-Speed Rail Authority October 2019 

Fresno to Bakersfield Section Page | 20-31
Final Supplemental EIS 



Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S002 (Julie Vance, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, January 
16, 2018) - Continued 

S002-38 

Figure 3.7-1 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS (page 3.7-11) depicts the spatial 
distribution of the various study areas used to evaluate biological resources for the 
Project. Figure 3.7-9 (pages 3.7-42 through 3.7-52) depicts the special-status plant 
communities with potential to support special-status plant species occurring in the 
Special-Status Plant Study Area. 

S002-39 

The habitat types and species utilization identified in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS are 
consistent with the habitat types and species utilization identified in the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS in order to provide an apples-to-apples comparison 
with the May 2014 Project. Adjusting habitat type suitability definitions for special-status 
species potentially occurring within the F-B LGA study area could result in findings for 
the May 2014 Project that are different than those documented in the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS; therefore, the habitat type suitability definitions have 
not been modified in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. 

S002-40 

Table 3.7-7 only includes vegetation communities that are present within the F-B LGA 
study area and does not reflect every habitat association for each species. Because 
permission to enter was not received or ever anticipated across the entire study area, a 
direct comparison of field survey data could not be conducted across or between the 
May 2014 Project and the F-B LGA. Therefore, a conservative approach was taken to 
apply the same level of impact analysis for both alternatives regardless of permission to 
enter status. The conservative approach to impact analysis assumes presence of 
special-status species within their range where suitable habitat exists, which results in a 
direct comparison of impacts to each special-status species. This approach is common 
among infrastructure projects in the State of California. This adequate and conservative 
impact analysis provides a worst-case scenario for analyzing impacts, and maximizes 
compensatory mitigation requirements. 

S002-41 

Section 3.7.4.2 of the Final Supplemental EIS has been revised to assess potential 
impacts to blunt-nosed leopard lizard, because the known range of blunt-nosed leopard 
lizard overlaps with the F-B LGA project area. Refer to Volume I Changes to the Draft 
Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. Within the F-B LGA action 
area, suitable habitat for blunt-nosed leopard lizard is limited to the Kern River corridor. 
Outside of the corridor along the Kern River, however, potentially suitable land cover is 
limited in area, discontinuous, and consists primarily of maintained rights-of-way and 
vacant urban lots. There is no potential for blunt-nosed leopard lizard to occur in these 
fragmented and disturbed areas. They are in developed or in a few cases agricultural 
landscapes, and isolated from larger patches of potentially suitable land cover by these 
developed and agricultural land uses, and by multiple major barriers including the 
Calloway, Friant-Kern, and Lerdo canals, and State Route 99. 

Construction of the project across the Kern River Corridor has the potential to cause 
harm or mortality of blunt-nosed leopard lizards, and burrow disturbance or 
abandonment. Therefore, mitigation measures BIO-MM#26 through BIO-MM#28 and 
BIO-MM#57 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS would be implemented 
at the Kern River Crossing. These measures would require protocol-level surveys (BIO-
MM#26) and phased pre-construction surveys no more than 30 days prior to ground-
disturbing activities associated with each construction phase (BIO-MM#27). Additionally, 
BIO-MM#28 identifies avoidance measures that should be implemented in the event that 
phased pre-construction surveys identify blunt-nosed leopard lizard or signs of the 
species. Finally, BIO-MM#57 would be implemented as compensatory mitigation to 
offset the permanent and temporary loss of suitable habitat for the blunt-nosed leopard 
lizard. As a result, injury and mortality of blunt-nosed leopard lizards would be avoided. 
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S002-42 

“Additional CDFW Riparian” is riparian habitat not identified as waters of the U.S. but 
that may be subject to Fish and Game Code section 1602. 

CDFW jurisdiction for the F-B LGA is consistent with jurisdiction asserted by CDFW for 
the May 2014 Project. To maintain an apples-to-apples comparison between the F-B 
LGA and May 2014 Project, consistency of jurisdictional limits have been maintained. If 
CDFW wishes to adjust their jurisdictional limits, this will be negotiated during acquisition 
of the 1602 Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement. For the purposes of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS, the limits have not been adjusted. 

S002-43 

To maintain consistency with the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS and to 
provide an apples-to-apples comparison, impacts have been evaluated based on the 
project footprint. The Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS includes a thorough project 
description based on a sufficient level of design to fully identify and disclose potential 
environmental impacts. Design level impacts will be evaluated and presented as part of 
the 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement Application Package. 

S002-44 

Refer to Standard Response FB-LGA-Response-BIO-01: Mitigation Measures 
(Resources, Details and Phasing, Responsibilities and Future Planning). 

Comment noted. The comment is on text that describes why the project would not 
impact the Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan (MBHCP). The similarity 
of the mitigation ratios proposed for the F-B LGA and the MBHCP is one of the reasons 
given for the F-B LGA not impacting the MBHCP. The mitigation ratios used in the 
Incidental Take Permit for the F-B LGA will be determined during consultation with 
CDFW but will not be less than the mitigation proposed in the EIR/EIS. 

S002-45 

Per the commenter's request, "further" has been added to the text. Refer to Volume I 
Changes to the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. 

As noted in the text, the determination of permanent versus temporary effects are based 
on the duration of impact and ability for plants to reestablish. Therefore, areas that 
sustain continuous impacts were determined to be direct permanent impacts. 

S002-46 

The degree of indirect impact, as noted in the document, is based entirely on the activity 
footprint. Operational activities will occur in a much smaller footprint than construction 
and therefore, have a lesser degree of impact. 

S002-47 

Per the commenter's request "herbicide application" has been added to the list of 
activities that may affect special-status wildlife species. Refer to Volume I Changes to 
the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. 

S002-48 

Per the commenter's request, "further" has been added to the text. Refer to Volume I 
Changes to the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. 

S002-49 

Per the commenter's request, "further" has been added to text. Refer to Volume I 
Changes to the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. 
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S002-50 

Per the commenter's request, "further" has been added to the text. Refer to Volume I 
Changes to the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. 

S002-51 

Comment noted. However, CDFW jurisdiction for the F-B LGA is consistent with 
jurisdiction asserted by CDFW for the May 2014 Project. To maintain an apples-to-
apples comparison with the F-B LGA and May 2014 Project, jurisdictional limits have 
been consistently maintained. If CDFW wishes to adjust their jurisdictional limits, this will 
be negotiated during acquisition of the 1602 Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement. 
For the purposes of this Final Supplemental EIS, the limits have not been adjusted. 

S002-52 

Dedicated wildlife structures are not proposed for the F-B LGA as most of the alignment 
would be permeable to wildlife, and impermeable sections are limited in length, contain 
features that allow would allow wildlife to cross the alignment, or both. There are no 
continuous stretches of the alignment at grade for more than 3 miles without elevated 
structures and culverts, which would allow wildlife to cross the alignment, and most of 
the Project design consists of large lengths of grade separated viaduct and bridge 
crossings along the length of the alignment with only short lengths of ground level track. 
Between Shafter and Bakersfield, where the alignment is primarily on embankment, 
numerous obstacles and multiple major barriers to wildlife movement already exist (e.g., 
major water delivery canals, SR 99) and habitat for species dependent on natural 
vegetation is very limited in extent and fragmented. Conversely, where the Project 
crosses the Kern River Corridor, which has been identified as a regional linkage for 
wildlife movement, it is on viaduct and would not impede wildlife movement. 

S002-53 

An evaluation of potential effects of the project on blunt-nosed leopard lizard has been 
added to the Final Supplemental EIS. Refer to Volume I Changes to the Draft 
Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final Supplemental EIS. 

S002-54 

The BVLOS is listed as endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act. 
Therefore, the proposed compensatory mitigation ratios for BVLOS were developed in 
coordination with the USFWS as part of the FESA Section 7 process. (This species is 
not a State listed species.) Available information on the ecology of BVLOS strongly 
indicates that habitats along a body of water with mesic conditions and dense 
understory vegetation are of high value to the species, whereas the adjacent more xeric 
areas lacking dense vegetation, although they may be used by individual shrews at 
some times of the year, provide fewer resources, less consistently, and therefore have 
less value as habitat. (See USFWS 2011.) The greater amount of mitigation for loss of 
mesic habitat than for loss of xeric habitat proposed in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS 
is consistent with this difference in habitat value. In contrast, the equal weighting 
suggested in the comment would not be consistent with the difference in habitat value 
as supported by the best available scientific information regarding the ecology of this 
species. 

S002-55 

Comment noted. A Section 2081 Incidental Take Permit will be acquired prior to project 
construction to authorize project effects to State listed species. 
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S002-56 

BRWTR Comment 1: Section 6.2.1.2, Pages 6-6 through 6-10 

The baseline conditions for biological resources in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS were 
established using numerous data sources to define the existing physical conditions in 
the project vicinity. These data sources, discussed in Section 3.7.2.3, include a 
tremendous amount of existing information found with the California Natural Diversity 
Database, the California Native Plant Society Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered 
Plants of California, California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System, USFWS Recovery 
Plans, and USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern. For jurisdictional waters, many 
existing resources were consulted including the National Wetlands Inventory, Natural 
Resource Conservation Service Hydrologic Unit Code Basins dataset, National 
Hydrography dataset, and Holland Central Valley Vernal Pool Complexes data layer, 
among others. Wildlife movement corridors were identified through additional review of 
published technical data available from regulatory agencies. 

The assimilation of existing data and literature regarding existing biological conditions in 
the project area was supplemented with data developed during extensive field surveys 
that were conducted on all parcels where the Authority was able to obtain permission to 
enter the property. These surveys include but are not limited to wetland delineations and 
wildlife habitat mapping surveys. These surveys were conducted to map, quantify, and 
identify the extent of biological resources within the study area, according to the 
methods described in the Central Valley Biological Resources and Wetland Survey Plan 
(2009), which was developed at the request of, and transmitted to natural resources 
regulatory agencies (Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, California Department 
of Fish and Game, and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board). The 
Authority met with the regulatory agencies to receive verbal input regarding the methods 
on November 5, 2009. Over the course of next couple of months the Authority received 
formal and informal comments from regulatory agencies. Most of the comments and 
suggested revisions received where incorporated into the subsequent revision to the 
Central Valley Biological Resources and Wetland Survey Plan (Authority 2011a). 

Special-status plant community surveys were conducted in 2015. Wildlife habitat 
mapping was also conducted in 2015 utilizing the California Wildlife Habitat Relationship 

S002-56 

System (CWHR). 

BRWTR Comment 2: Section 6.2.1.2, Pages 6-11 through 6-18 

The Project will comply with any additional mitigation measures developed as part of the 
2081 Incidental Take Permitting process. 

BRWTR Comment 3: Table 6-7, Page 6-30 

It is well known that Swainson's hawks will nest in eucalyptus trees; however, these 
trees are not protected by City ordinance. In addition, pre-construction surveys for 
nesting birds will be conducted prior to tree removal (BIO-MM#32). If nesting Swainson's 
hawk are identified during these surveys, BIO-MM#33 and BIO-MM#34 will be 
implemented. 

BRWTR Comment 4: Section 6.2.1.3, Page 6-21

BIO-MM#1 (Section 3.7.7.1 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS) states 
that "The Project Biologist(s), Regulatory Specialist(s)(Waters), Project Botanist(s) 
and/or the Project Biological Monitor(s) may require special approval from the USFWS 
and CDFW to implement certain mitigation measures. In these circumstances, they are 
referred to as agency-approved biologist(s)." BIO-MM#1 is described in the F-B LGA 
Biological Resources and Wetlands and Technical Report, Section 6.2.1.3, page 6-21. 

BRWTR Comment 5: Section 9.5.5.2, Page 9-6 

The Project proposes to acquire both a Section 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration 
Agreement and a Section 2081 Incidental Take Permit for the F-B LGA. Consultation 
with CDFW will occur at that time, and the Project will be required to comply with any 
additional permit conditions resulting from the permitting process. 

BRWTR Comment 6: Appendix E, Page E-5 

Within the F-B LGA action area, suitable habitat for blunt-nosed leopard lizard is limited 
to the Kern River corridor. Outside of the corridor along the Kern River, however, 
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S002-56 

potentially suitable land cover is limited in area, discontinuous, and consists primarily of 
maintained rights-of-way and vacant urban lots. There is no potential for blunt-nosed 
leopard lizard to occur in these fragmented and disturbed areas. They are in developed 
or in a few cases agricultural landscapes, and isolated from larger patches of potentially 
suitable land cover by these developed and agricultural land uses, and by multiple major 
barriers including the Calloway, Friant-Kern, and Lerdo canals, and State Route 99. 

S002-57 

The Authority takes this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with 
private and public sectors throughout project development. The Authority agrees that 
early coordination with agencies helps to develop a thorough environmental document 
and assists in streamlining the environmental process. The Project proposes to acquire 
both a Section 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement and a Section 2081 
Incidental Take Permit for the F-B LGA. Consultation with CDFW will continue through 
that process. 
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Submission S003 (Hussein Senan, California Department of Transportation, January 22, 2018) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA-------CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 6 
2015 EAST SHIELDS AVENUE, SUITE A-100 
FRESNO, CA 93726-5428 
PHONE  (559) 243-8012 Making Conservation a 
FAX   (559) 243-3426 California way of life! 
TTY         711 
www.dot.ca.gov 

January 16, 2018 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
Fresno to Bakersfield Project Section 
Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS Comment 
770 L Street, Suite 600  
Sacramento, CA 95814 

S003-1 The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) acknowledges the California High Speed 
Rail Authority (Authority) on completing the Fresno to Bakersfield Project Section Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIR/EIS) and 
providing the document for public comment in November 2017.  Caltrans also looks forward to a 
continued partnership with the Authority in assisting in the delivery of this High Speed Train 
(HST) project. 

Caltrans has reviewed DSEIR/EIS as it pertains to the State Highway System (SHS).  While 
there have been many specific questions and comments related to the DSEIR/EIS, Caltrans 
would like to bring to the Authority's attention the following key concerns. 

S003-2 The DSEIR/EIS will need to sufficiently identify any site specific mitigation measures proposed 
for impacts which may occur within the SHS.  Caltrans as a Responsible Agency under CEQA is 
required to complete a Notice of Determination for Capital Improvement Projects with impacts 
to the SHS.  Based on the level of detail contained within the DSEIR/EIS, additional 
environmental studies may be required to be completed prior to the final EIR/EIS to ensure the 
approval of the Project Report, required for work within the SHS. 

S003-3 The Authority project team has conducted focus meetings with Caltrans to identify the impacts 
and potential mitigation strategies at locations where the HST alignment interacts with the SHS.  
While the communication has helped us better understand the impacts to the SHS and provided 
us the opportunity for input to the mitigation required, the concepts will need further review by 
Caltrans. Of specific concern is the proposed interchange at State Route 204 and F Street.  
Caltrans and the Authority have been working together to develop an acceptable solution at this 
location. The alternative provided in the DSEIR/EIS does not reflect the latest agreed upon 
alternative.  Caltrans is committed to work with the Authority to further develop the alternative. 
A Project Report will be required to obtain Caltrans’ approval for modification to the SHS. 

S003-4 The proposed work shown in the DSEIR/EIS within Caltrans right of way will not be approved 
by the DSEIR/EIS.  Final approval will be through the Caltrans Project Report process.  Caltrans 
and the Authority will continue to work together to address the work proposed to the SHS and 
within the Caltrans right of way. 

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

S003-5 

S003-6 
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Submission S003 (Hussein Senan, California Department of Transportation, January 22, 2018)-
Continued 

High Speed Train (HST) Project - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIR/EIS) 

Caltrans Comments - 1anuary 16, 2018 

General Comment # Proposed work including mitigations shall be based on a forecasted Design Year of 20 
years from the year of construction. 

Volume I: 
3.2 Transportation 

Section 3.2.3.2 Fresno 
to Bakersfield Locally 
Generated Alternative 
City of Shafter Page 

3.2-7 

8. Riverside Street: Riverside will cross over Santa Fe Highway, not SR 43.

Volume I: 
3.2 Transportation 

Section 3.2.3.2 Fresno 
To Bakersfield Locally 
Generated Alternative 

Page 3.2-16 

Figure 3.2-4 Kern County Study Intersections: 
• Snow Road interchange shown in the figure has not been discussed with Caltrans

and is not included in the existing Freeway Agreement. An interchange at this 
location would not meet interchange spacing requirements. 

• Please show proposed WB to SB loop on-ramp at 7th Standard RoadIC.
Volume II: 

Appendix 2-A 
Road Crossings 

Table 2-A-1 
Road Crossings for the 

F-B LGA

No. 6: Existing condition is connection to SR 43, not North Shafter Avenue. 
No. 13: SR 43 is west of the BNSF alignment at this location. Riverside will cross 
over Santa Fe Highway, not SR 43. 

Volume III Sections 
A & E: 

Alignment Plans, 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 

TT-B0008 to TT-B0010, 
CV-T1002 and CV-

R1001

Please include discussion of the maintenance responsibilities and the proposed 
drainage modifications where the proposed retaining wall will be constructed along 
the boundary between BNSF Railroad and SR 43. 

Volume III Section C: 
HSR Elevated Structures 

Plans 

ST-11016 
ST-11018 
ST-11019 
ST-11036 

The location of bents and construction of the viaduct shall not preclude construction of 
the following: 
• The Ultimate Transportation Corridor (UTC) for State Route 99.
• The ultimate SR 99/0live Drive interchange.
• The ultimate SR 99/204 Airport Drive interchange.
• The UTC for State Route 178.
Based on the information provided in the document, it cannot be determined if
required clearances and standards have been met. All proposed improvements within
Caltrans R/W shall meet the Highway Design Manual (HDM) standards or have
approved Design Exceptions.
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Submission S003 (Hussein Senan, California Department of Transportation, January 22, 2018)-
Continued 

High Speed Train (HST) Project - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIR/EIS) 

Caltrans Comments - January 16, 2018 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 

CV-T1001
CV-T7002

Poplar Avenue Overhead: The location of bents for the proposed structure - and 
future structure - shall not preclude the UTC for State Route 43. Based on the 
information provided in the document it cannot be determined if required clearances 
and standards have been met. All proposed improvements within Caltrans R/W shall 
meet HDM standards or have approved Design Exceptions. 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 

CV-T1015 through
CV-T1029

Proposed interchange modification at State Route 99 and 7th Standard Road: 
The proposed interchange concept is acceptable. However, based on the information 
provided in the document it cannot be determined if required clearances and standards 
have been met. All proposed improvements within Caltrans R/W shall meet HDM 
standards or have approved Design Exceptions. In addition, pursuant to Caltrans' 
HDM, section 503.2, the geometric features of all interchanges or modifications to 
interchanges must be approved by Caltrans Project Delivery Coordinator and 
documented prior to approval of the project. 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 
CV-T1017 & CV-T1031 Discuss drainage concept changes including potential needs for greater storage 

capacity. 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 
CV-T1017, CV-T7007

7th Standard Road Viaduct: The location of bents and construction of the viaduct 
shall not preclude construction of the ultimate SR 99/7th Standard Road interchange. 
Based on the information provided in the document it cannot be determined if required 
clearances and standards have been met. All proposed improvements within Caltrans 
R/W shall meet HDM standards or have approved Design Exceptions. 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 

CV-T1030 through
CV-T1039

Proposed interchange at State Route 204 and F Street: Caltrans and the Authority 
have been working together to develop an acceptable solution at this location. The 
alternative provided in this DSEIR/EIS does not reflect the latest agreed upon 
alternative. Caltrans is committed to work with the Authority to develop the 
alternative. Final approval will be at the Project Report approval. Caltrans has 
requested that separate southbound off-ramps be provided for eastbound and 
westbound F Street traffic. Additionally the southbound to westbound exit shall be a 
slip ramp design. 

Volume  III  Section  E:   
Roadway  and  Roadway   

Structure  Plans/  
Transportation  Technical  

Report  (TTR)  

Roadway  plan  indicates  intersection  modifications  at  Shafter  Ave  and  Tulare  Ave  with  
SR  43.  Section  7  of  the  TTR  does  not  include  a  discussion  of  mitigation  measure  at  
these  two  locations.  Please  include  an  evaluation  of  the  need  for  turning  lanes  at  the  
proposed  Tulare  Ave  and  SR  43  intersection.  

CV-R1004/Section 7
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S003 (Hussein Senan, California Department of Transportation, January 22, 2018)-
Continued 

High Speed Train (HST) Project - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIR/EIS) 

Caltrans Comments - January 16, 2018 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 
CV-R1010 The plan indicates roadway closure at the east side of E Los Angeles/SR 43 

intersection. Please discuss how this will affect the State Highway System. 

Volume III Section E: 
Roadway and Roadway 

Structure Plans 

CV-T1031
CV-T1032
CV-T1033

Provide intersection and queuing analysis and evaluation for all signalized 
intersections. 

Transportation 
Technical Report 

Figure 6.1-17b is missing from the TTR 

Transportation 
Technical Report 

Section 6.1.1 All intersections must be evaluated in accordance with Traffic Operations Policy 
Directive 13-02 Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE). 

Transportation 
Technical Report Appendix W 

Please verify percentage of Trucks input parameter for the Basic Freeway Segment 
and Ramps and Ramp Junctions Worksheets. Recalculate LOS based on verified 
percentage of Trucks. 

Transportation 
Technical Report 
Section 5.5.1.2 

Page 5-20 Data for the segment SR 204, north of 24th Street is missing from the report. 

Transportation 
Technical Report 
Section 6.2.4.2 
Section 6.4.4.2 

Page 6-15 
Page 6-63 

Figures 6.2-13a, 6.2-13b, 6.4-13a, and 6.4-13b are missing from report. Also please 
include existing ADTs for Roadway Segments in Table 5.5-1 (north and south of SR 
204 interchange). 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S003 (Hussein Senan, California Department of Transportation, January 22, 
2018) 

S003-1 

The commenter states that Caltrans has reviewed the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. The 
Authority takes this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with 
private and public sectors during the environmental review process and subsequent 
phases of the project (right-of-way acquisition, regulatory permitting, final design, etc.). 

S003-2 

The continued coordination between the Authority's project team and Caltrans will 
include preparation of the Project Report(s), Design Exception Fact Sheets, and other 
technical studies as appropriate, with an ultimate goal of obtaining Caltrans approval for 
modifications to the State Highway System (SHS). Future expansion of the SHS and 
Caltrans highway design standards will be considered and incorporated into the final 
design of SHS modifications for the selected HSR alternative, as appropriate. Caltrans 
standard processes for obtaining approval on non-standard design features will be 
followed if exceptions to design standards are determined to be necessary. Right-of-way 
for drainage basins will be accommodated in the project footprint, as appropriate. 
Pumping plants will be incorporated into the project, as applicable. 

S003-3 

The commenter notes that the Authority has worked with Caltrans to identify potential 
impacts and mitigation strategies for locations where the HSR interacts with the State 
Highway System. The commenter expresses specific concern about the proposed 
interchange at SR 204 and F Street and states that the description of this interchange in 
the Supplemental EIR/EIS is not the latest description agreed upon between the 
Authority and Caltrans. In their comment letter, Caltrans has not expressed that the SR 
204/F Street interchange is deficient or unacceptable; therefore, the interchange 
presented in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS remains unchanged and has not been 
revised in the Final Supplemental EIS. 

Coordination with Caltrans regarding this interchange is ongoing. The Authority takes 
this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with private and public 
sectors during the environmental review process and subsequent phases of the project 
(right-of-way acquisition, regulatory permitting, final design, etc.). A Project Report will 
be developed in order to obtain Caltrans’ approval as necessary for modifications to the 
State Highway System. 

S003-4 

The commenter states that Caltrans will not provide approval based on the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS. The commenter states that approval can be obtained through 
the Caltrans Project Report process. The commenter again reiterates the commitment of 
Caltrans to working with the Authority to address the modifications proposed to the State 
Highway System within Caltrans right-of-way. The Authority takes this comment into 
consideration and will continue to coordinate with private and public sectors during the 
environmental review process and subsequent phases of the project (right-of-way 
acquisition, regulatory permitting, final design, etc.). A Project Report will be developed 
in order to obtain Caltrans’ approval as necessary for modifications to the State Highway 
System. 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S003 (Hussein Senan, California Department of Transportation, January 22, 
2018) - Continued 

S003-5 

The F-B LGA of the HSR project is being designed to allow for the future widening (to 
the ultimate transportation concept) and to provide standard vertical clearances over all 
State Highway System facilities. The California HSR System has considered the 
Caltrans Route Concept Reports, which identify the long-term plan for the State 
Highway System. 

The Authority is in the process of refining its design information, and has prepared plans 
with guidance for addressing drainage impacts (e.g., Stormwater Management Plan). 
Drainage features are included in the Preliminary Engineering for Project Definition 
plans for which environmental impact analysis has been performed. 

S003-6 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority Board is actively engaged with the California 
Department of Transportation District 6 regarding the potential impacts of the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section of the high-speed rail project on the State Highway System. 
Consideration and resolution of Caltrans comments on the Supplemental EIR/EIS is 
ongoing. 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S004 (Susan Bransen, California Transportation Commission, December 28, 2017) 

Fresno - Bakersfield (2014 June+) - RECORD #239 DETAIL 
Status : Action Pending 
Record Date : 1/8/2018 
Response Requested : No 
Affiliation Type : State Agency 
Interest As : State Agency 
Submission Date : 12/28/2017 
Submission Method : Letter 
First Name : Susan 
Last Name : Bransen 
Professional Title : Executive Director 
Business/Organization : California Transportation Commission 
Address : 1120 N Street, MS-52 
Apt./Suite No. : 
City : Sacramento 
State : CA 
Zip Code : 94273-0001 
Telephone : 916-654-4245 
Email : 
Email Subscription : 
Cell Phone : 
Add to Mailing List : Yes 
Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 
EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
Official Comment Period : Yes 
Attachments : CTC_Draft_Supplemental_F-B_122817.pdf (211 kb)

239_Bransen_email_122817_attachment.pdf (211 kb) 

S004-1 

S004-2 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S004 (Susan Bransen, California Transportation Commission, December 28, 2017) -
Continued 

S004-2 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S004 (Susan Bransen, California Transportation Commission, December 28, 2017) -
Continued 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S004 (Susan Bransen, California Transportation Commission, December 28, 2017) -
Continued 

April Durham 

From: Oseguera, Jose@CATC <Jose.Oseguera@catc.ca.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2018 5:05 PM 

To: Matalka, Jamey@HSR 

Cc: Alley, Lisa@HSR; Weiss, Mitchell@CATC 

Subject: RE: CTC Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement for FB 

Hello Jamey, 

Thank you for your note. The letter is only to advise the recipient that if a future allocation is being sought, the entity seeking the allocation will need to provide 

the Final Environmental Document for review and approval. 

Since the California High-Speed Rail Authority is not requesting a future allocation, no further action is required. The letter will be considered rescinded. 

Again, thank you for bringing your concern to our attention. 

Best regards, 

Jose L. Oseguera 

California Transportation Commission 
1120 N Street, MS-52 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Office: (916) 653-2094| Fax: (916) 653-2134 

Jose.Oseguera@catc.ca.gov 

From: Matalka, Jamey@HSR [mailto:Jamey.Matalka@hsr.ca.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2018 4:25 PM 

To: Oseguera, Jose@CATC <Jose.Oseguera@catc.ca.gov> 

Cc: Alley, Lisa@HSR <Lisa.Alley@hsr.ca.gov> 

Subject: re: CTC Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement for FB 

Hello Jose, 

As discussed over the phone the Authority does not present to the CTC Commission for Project funding and 

therefore would not have to provide final environmental documents to the Commission for approval of future project 

funding. The letter (attached) to the Authority from the Commission on December 28, 2017, should either be 

rescinded or modified. 

Thank You, 

Jamey Matalka 
Assistant Chief Financial Officer 
California High-Speed Rail 
770 L Street, Suite 620 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
w: 916-669-6626 
c: 916-291-0645 
Jamey.matalka@hsr.ca.gov 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended 

recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are 

not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication. 

1 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S004 (Susan Bransen, California Transportation Commission, December 28, 
2017) 

S004-1 

In an email dated January 10, 2018 the California Transportation Commission rescinded 
its comment letter. 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S005 (Michael@DOC Johnson, Department of Conservation’s Division of Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources (Division), November 16, 2017) 

Fresno - Bakersfield (2014 June+) - RECORD #187 DETAIL 
Status : Action Pending 
Record Date : 12/15/2017 

S005-1 alignments and associated facilities (station, MOIF, etc.) to streamline 
the identification of changes to the well/production facility inventory. 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : State Agency 
Interest As : State Agency 
Submission Date : 11/16/2017 
Submission Method : Project Email 
First Name : Michael@DOC Thank you 
Last Name : Johnson 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : Department of Conservation’s Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal

Resources (Division) 
Address : 
Apt./Suite No. : 
City : Bakersfield 
State : CA 
Zip Code : Kern Michael Johnson 
Telephone : (661) 334-3667 
Email : 
Email Subscription : 

Michael.Johnson@conservation.ca.gov Associate Oil and Gas Engineer 

Cell Phone : 
Add to Mailing List : California Department of Conservation 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 

Good afternoon 
Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources 

Bakersfield, CA 

S005-1,1 The Department of Conservation’s Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal 
(661) 334-3667 

Resources (Division) has received the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for 
this project. The Division supervises the drilling, maintenance, and 

http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dog 

plugging and abandonment of oil, gas, and geothermal wells, and 
maintenance of oil and gas production facilities in the state of 
California. 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
Official Comment Period : Yes 

The project’s Locally Generated Alternative (LGA) does result in 
changes to the well/production facility inventory that falls within the 
project boundaries as compared to the May 2014 Project. Additionally, 
it is possible new wells have been drilled since that time near the 2014 
project alignment outside of the LGA. 

I am requesting shapefiles for the Preferred Alternative and LGA 

October 2019 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S005 (Michael@DOC Johnson, Department of Conservation’s Division of Oil, 
Gas, and Geothermal Resources (Division), November 16, 2017) 

S005-1 

The commenter indicates that the F-B LGA would result in changes to the 
well/production inventory that falls within the project footprint as compared to the May 
2014 Project. The commenter also suggests that it is possible new wells have been 
drilled near the May 2014 Project alignment since completion of the original analysis. 
The commenter goes on to request the shapefiles for both footprints to identify changes 
to the well/production facility inventory. 

The requested shapefiles are included as part of the Administrative Record for the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS and are available from the Authority upon request. All source 
documents used in the preparation of the Supplemental EIR/EIS are available by 
request, pursuant to the Public Records Act. Instructions and further information about 
Public Records Act requests can be found on the Authority’s website. 

The Authority encourages written requests submitted via email to records@hsr.ca.gov. 
To send a written request via postal mail: 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Marie Hoffman/Public Records Officer 
770 L Street, Suite 620 MS1 
Sacramento, CA, 95814 

Written requests should include details that will enable staff to identify and locate the 
requested records. The request should include a telephone number where the person 
making the request can be reached to discuss the request if the Authority needs 
additional information to locate records. 
Within 10 days from the date the request is received, the Authority will make a 
determination on the request and will notify the requester of its decision. If the 
determination cannot be made within 10 days due to unusual circumstances as defined 
in Government Code section 6253.1, the Authority will notify the requesting person of 
the reasons for the delay and the date when the determination will be issued. No such 
notice shall specify a date that results in an extension of more than 14 days. 

Additionally, the Authority prepared BFSSA WBS 7.3.3.1 Oil Well Map Book: Fresno to 
Bakersfield Locally Generated Alternative (F-B LGA) Compared to the May 2014 
Project, dated October 5, 2016. Memo from Amanda Rose, Regional Consultant, to 

S005-1 

Melisa Bittancourt, Regional Manager, and Oliver Martinez, Regional Engineer. The Oil 
Well Map Book includes the location of oil wells located within and in proximity to the 
footprints of both the May 2014 Project and F-B LGA footprints and is also available on 
request from the Authority. 
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Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) 

Fresno - Bakersfield (2014 June+) - RECORD #443 DETAIL 
Status : Action Pending 
Record Date : 1/24/2018 
Response Requested : No 
Affiliation Type : State Agency 
Interest As : State Agency 
Submission Date : 1/17/2018 
Submission Method : Letter 
First Name : Scott 
Last Name : Morgan 
Professional Title : Director 
Business/Organization : State Clearinghouse 
Address : 1400 Tenth Street 
Apt./Suite No. : 
City : Sacramento 
State : CA 
Zip Code : 95812-3044 
Telephone : 916-445-0613 
Email : 
Email Subscription : 
Cell Phone : 
Add to Mailing List : Yes 
Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 
EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
Official Comment Period : 
Attachments : 443_Morgan_letter_011718_Original.pdf (355 kb) 

S006-1 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

California High-Speed Rail Authority October 2019 

Fresno to Bakersfield Section Page | 20-51
Final Supplemental EIS 



Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S006-2 

S006-2 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S006-3 

S006-4 

S006-5 

S006-6 

S006-7 

S006-8 

S006-9 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) 

S006-1 

The Authority takes this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with 
private and public sectors throughout project development. The Authority agrees that 
early coordination with agencies helps to develop a thorough environmental document 
and assists in streamlining the environmental process. 

S006-2 

The Authority takes this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with 
private and public sectors throughout project development. The Authority agrees that 
early coordination with agencies helps to develop a thorough environmental document 
and assists in streamlining the environmental process. 

S006-3 

Section 3.7, Biological Resources and Wetlands, Section 3.15, Parks, Recreation, and 
Open Space, and Section 3.16, Aesthetics and Visual Resources of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS evaluate the potential impacts associated with the elevated 
crossing of the Kern River. As indicated by the commenter, the design plans for the Kern 
River crossing are included in Volume III, Section C, Sheets ST-J1027, ST-J1028, and 
ST-J1029. The plan set included in Volume III of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS 
represents Preliminary Engineering for Project Definition. The Authority will continue to 
refine the design and will coordinate with affected stakeholders, agencies, and 
jurisdictions as the design is finalized. 

S006-4 

The commenter requests that all mitigation measures are either presented as specific, 
feasible, enforceable obligations, or they are presented as formulas containing 
performance standards which would mitigate the significant effect of the project and 
which may be accomplished in more than one specified way (State CEQA Guidelines, 
§15126.4, subd.(a)). 

CEQA requires the Authority to analyze the potential impacts of the HSR (specifically for 
the May 2014 Project and F-B LGA in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS) and identify 
enforceable mitigation for each significant effect of the project and to mitigate or avoid 
the significant effects on the environment by adopting feasible mitigation measures as 
part of the project (Public Resources Code Section 21001.2). NEPA requires that all 
relevant, reasonable mitigation measures be identified, even if they are outside the 
jurisdiction of the lead agency or the cooperating agencies, and thus would not be 
committed to as part of the Record of Decision (RODs) of these agencies (40 CFR 
1502.16(h), 1505.2(c)). Based on CEQA and NEPA requirements, the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS mitigation measures are sufficient. 

Refer to Section 3.1 of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS which summarizes the 
Authority’s and FRA’s approach to avoid and minimize potential impacts of the F-B LGA 
through planning, and thoughtful design, informed by decisions made at the conclusion 
of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process, including the adopted mitigation strategies. 
The Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, throughout Chapter 3, summarizes mitigation 
measures for the HSR System and the Fresno to Bakersfield Section and as applicable 
mitigation measures are identified specifically for the F-B LGA, proposed station 
location, maintenance facilities, and power conveyance facilities. The NEPA Mitigation 
Monitoring and Enforcement Plan (MMEP) and CEQA Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) will be amended to include new F-B LGA mitigation 
measures as applicable or revised mitigation measures applicable to the F-B LGA. 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S006 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S006-5 

A hydroacoustical analysis is not required as Project construction over the Kern River 
corridor is expected to occur when the river is dry. Additionally, the need for this type of 
analysis is generally triggered by potential affects to special-status aquatic species. No 
special-status aquatic species (anadromous fish) occur in the subject reach of the Kern 
River as downstream access is prohibitive (impassable barriers). Water flow in this 
reach of the Kern River is heavily managed via weirs, dams, and flood gates. If 
necessary, a dewatering plan will be prepared to ensure the channel is dry during the 
installation of the viaduct piers. 

S006-6 

As described in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS under Impact HWR#4 - Temporary 
Impacts on Floodplains, standard floodplain measures, as specified in Mitigation 
Measure HWR-MM#1, would be implemented during construction for work within the 
City of Shafter floodplain and Kern River floodplain. Cofferdams would be used during 
in-water work during construction to avoid discharge of sediment from the construction 
site (page 3.8-29). Accidental spills or releases during construction could contaminate 
water quality during construction. Therefore, a discussion of and reference to Avoidance 
and Minimization Measure HMW IAMM#7, Spill Prevention, from Section 3.10, 
Hazardous Materials and Wastes, was included in Impact HWR#2 and Impact HWR#3. 
Refer to Volume I Changes to the Draft Supplemental EIS (Errata) of this Final 
Supplemental EIS. Offsite refueling would not be required and is not discussed in the 
Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. 
S006-7 

Relevant regulatory agencies and affected parties will be consulted when preparing 
construction management plans, consistent with HMW IAMM#5. As stated in the text of 
this avoidance and minimization measure (Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, page 3.10-40), 
the Contractor will work closely with state and local agencies to resolve any such 
[unforeseen] encounters and address necessary cleanup or disposal. 

No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based upon this comment. 

S006-8 

Access to the Kern River will be maintained to the maximum extent feasible throughout 
project implementation. There would be some temporary access restrictions during 
project construction due to the presence of construction vehicles and equipment, in the 
interest of public safety. As noted by the commenter, construction of the project would 
require work in the Kern River to accommodate the installation of in-water supporting 
piers (Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS, page 3.8-28), and would affect designated beneficial 
uses for the Kern River which include (but are not limited to) Water Contact Recreation 
and Non-Contact Water Recreation. The temporary restriction of access to very specific 
portions of the Kern River during project construction would not substantially affect these 
beneficial uses. 

No changes to the Final Supplemental EIS have been incorporated based upon this 
comment. 

S006-9 

The Authority takes this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with 
private and public sectors during the environmental process of the environmental 
document. The Authority agrees that early coordination with agencies helps in 
developing a thorough environmental document and assists in streamlining the 
environmental process. 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) 
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Submission Date : 1/17/2018 
Submission Method : Letter 
First Name : Scott 
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Professional Title : Director 
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Address : 1400 Tenth Street 
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City : Sacramento 
State : CA 
Zip Code : 95812-3044 
Telephone : 916-445-0613 
Email : 
Email Subscription : 
Cell Phone : 
Add to Mailing List : Yes 
Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 
EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
Official Comment Period : 
Attachments : 444_Morgan_letter_011718_Original.pdf (402 kb) 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-2 

S007-3 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-4 

S007-4 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-4 S007-4 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-4 S007-4 

S007-5 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-5 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 
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Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 
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S007-8 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) 

S007-1 

The Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section was circulated for 
public review and comment between November 9, 2017 and January 16, 2018. 
Responses to public and agency comments received during the review period are 
provided in Chapters 20 through 26 (responses to comments on the Draft Supplemental 
EIR/EIS) of this Final Supplemental EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section. 

There were approximately 20 submissions to the Authority and FRA following the close 
of the comment period on the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. These comments and their 
corresponding responses have been included in Chapters 20 through 25 of the Final 
Supplemental EIS. 

S007-2 

As stated in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS Section 3.10 (pages 3.10-26 –3.10-27), 
and in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS Section 3.9, locations of both active and 
abandoned oil wells were plotted from data obtained from the DOGGR (2015) database 
during preparation of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. The Hazardous Materials and 
Wastes Technical Report (May 2017) indicates that 13 oil and gas wells are present 
within 330 feet of the alignment centerline (based upon 2016 data, which was the most 
current and accurate available at the time of preparation of this analysis). Section 5.5.8 
(page 5-51) of the Technical Report also states, “…all construction and grading work 
within 100 feet of an oil well should be coordinated with the California Department of 
Conservation”. This includes all oil and gas wells, not just those identified within the 
technical report. The technical report also indicates that appurtenant facilities (including 
pipelines) would also potentially need to be relocated and that mud sumps, pipelines, 
and storage tanks may be encountered. 

Impact HMW #5 (Construction in Proximity of Landfills and Oil Well Sites) of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA indicates the following (page 3.10-37): “all 
construction and grading work conducted within 100 feet of an oil well site would be 
coordinated with the DOGGR, and active wells would be capped and abandoned, or 
relocated”, and “Potential impacts of the F-B LGA associated with construction activities 
in proximity to landfills and oil well sites would occur in the same way as described in 
Section 3.10.5.3 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 
2014: page 3.10-34), with the exception that the location of site-specific occurrences 
would vary due to the locations of the F-B LGA alignment and associated facilities.” 

The well noted by the commenter, “Fresno Associated Oil &Gas Co. 1, API No. 019-
06061”, is located in the City of Fresno and is not within the study area for the F-B LGA. 
As discussed in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA, DOGGR will be 
contacted prior to any construction work within 100 feet wells (abandoned or active).

 No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based upon this comment. 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-3 

As indicated in Impact HMW #5 (Construction in Proximity of Landfills and Oil Well 
Sites) of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA (page 3.10-37), “all 
construction and grading work conducted within 100 feet of an oil well site would be 
coordinated with the DOGGR, and active wells would be capped and abandoned, or 
relocated”. This includes any previously unknown wells that may be discovered during 
construction activities. Therefore, should an unexpected oil well be encountered, 
DOGGR would be contacted. 

No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based upon this comment. 

S007-4 

As discussed under Impact HMW #5 (Construction in Proximity of Landfills and Oil Well 
Sites) of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA (page 3.10-37), “all 
construction and grading work conducted within 100 feet of an oil well site would be 
coordinated with the DOGGR, and active wells would be capped and abandoned, or 
relocated”. 

No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based upon this comment. 

S007-5 

As discussed under Impact HMW #5 (Construction in Proximity of Landfills and Oil Well 
Sites) in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA (page 3.10-37), “all 
construction and grading work conducted within 100 feet of an oil well site would be 
coordinated with the DOGGR, and active wells would be capped and abandoned, or 
relocated”. 

No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based upon this comment. 

S007-6 

The commenter expresses concern regarding potentially dangerous situations that may 
be associated with development near oil and gas wells. DOGGR will be contacted 
regarding project construction activities, as discussed under Impact HMW #5 
(Construction in Proximity of Landfills and Oil Well Sites) of the Draft Supplemental 
EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA (page 3.10-37). 

No revisions to the Final Supplemental EIS are necessary based on this comment. 

S007-7 

As stated in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS Section 3.10 (pages 3.10-26 –3.10-27), 
and in the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS Section 3.9, locations of both active and 
abandoned oil wells were plotted from data obtained from the DOGGR (2015) database 
during preparation of the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS. The Hazardous Materials and 
Wastes Technical Report (May 2017) indicates that 13 oil and gas wells are present 
within 330 feet of the alignment centerline (based upon 2016 data, which was the most 
current and accurate available at the time of preparation of this analysis). Section 5.5.8 
(page 5-51) of the Technical Report also states, “…all construction and grading work 
within 100 feet of an oil well should be coordinated with the California Department of 
Conservation”. This includes all oil and gas wells, not just those identified within the 
technical report. The technical report also indicates that appurtenant facilities (including 
pipelines) would also potentially need to be relocated and that mud sumps, pipelines, 
and storage tanks may be encountered. 

Impact HMW #5 (Construction in Proximity of Landfills and Oil Well Sites) of the Draft 
Supplemental EIR/EIS for the F-B LGA indicates the following (page 3.10-37): “all 
construction and grading work conducted within 100 feet of an oil well site would be 
coordinated with the DOGGR, and active wells would be capped and abandoned, or 
relocated.” These activities would be conducted in coordination with the DOGGR and 
would be in compliance with relevant requirements. 
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Chapter 20 Responses to Comments from State Agencies 

Response to Submission S007 (Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, January 17, 2018) - Continued 

S007-8 

The Authority takes this comment into consideration and will continue to coordinate with 
private and public sectors during the environmental review process and subsequent 
phases of the project (right-of-way acquisition, regulatory permitting, final design, etc.). 
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