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20.1 Response to Submission 013317 (Ka-Man Lo, California Department of
Transportation, Dec 10, 2025)

20.11 3954

The California High-Speed Rail Authority contacted the commenter on December 12, 2025, and
provided the requested materials. A meeting was held on January 5, 2026, to discuss the project and
continued coordination with the California Department of Transportation, District 12. This comment
does not address the sufficiency of the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement, nor does it suggest edits to the document. Accordingly, no change has been made to the
document in response to this comment.
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Los Angeles to Anaheim - RECORD #013329 DETAIL

Status: Action Pending
Record Date: 12/11/2025
Interest As: State Agency
Full Name: Maryam Molavi

Stakeholder Comments/Issues:

0429 Hello. My name is Maryam Molave and I'm calling you from Caltrans. I've tried the website that you had
mentioned, but | failed to see the environmental documents for the Los Angeles to Anaheim section of the
draft EIR. Can you please help me out with that? My number is, sorry, you can email me at
Maryam.molave@dot.ca.gov. Thank you very much.
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20.2 Response to Submission 013329 (Maryam Molavi, California Department
of Transportation, Dec 11, 2025)

20.2.1 0429

The California High-Speed Rail Authority contacted the commenter on December 11, 2025, and
provided the requested materials. This comment does not address the sufficiency of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement, nor does it suggest edits to the
document; accordingly, no change has been made to the document in response to this comment.
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Los Angeles to Anaheim - RECORD #013722 DETAIL

Status: Unread

Record Date: 01/23/2026
Interest As: State Agency
Full Name: Joleena De La Fe

Stakeholder Comments/Issues:

0424 Hi, my name is Joleena De La Fe with California Department of Fish and Wildlife. | was inquiring about the

electronic versions of the technical reports. If you can give me a call back at this number, that'd be great.
. Thank you.
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20.3 Response to Submission 013722 (Joleena De La Fe, California
Department of Fish and Wildlife, Jan 23, 2026)

20.3.1 0424

The California High-Speed Rail Authority contacted the commenter on January 23, 2026, and
provided the requested materials. This comment does not address the sufficiency of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement, nor does it suggest edits to the
document; accordingly, no change has been made to the document in response to this comment.
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20.4 Response to Submission 013783 (Leana Tolentino, California
Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics, Jan 30, 2026)

20.41 0593

The Airport Environs Land Use Plan (AELUP) was considered in the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As described in Section 3.11.3, Consistency
with Plans and Laws, the project would not conflict with operations within the runway protection zone
(RPZ) or height restrictions established by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), but it would
have inconsistencies with the AELUP and The Fullerton Plan, because it would place new passenger
rail within the Fullerton Municipal RPZ. This is analyzed in more detail in Appendix 3.11-C, Airport
Obstructions, of the Draft EIR/EIS. The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) will continue
to coordinate with FAA as the project progresses, consistent with SS-IAMF#5, Aviation Safety. The
Authority is currently coordinating with FAA regional staff regarding the entire Los Angeles to
Anaheim Project Section and intends to submit FAA Form 7460-1 applications to FAA, which triggers
the formal intradepartmental review and approval of the project in relation to the RPZ, airspace
standards, and other FAA criteria. The findings from FAA coordination will be incorporated into future
design packages as needed.

20.4.2 0594

As described in Section 3.11, Safety and Security, Impact SS-10, the portion of the alignment
adjacent to Fullerton Municipal Airport would be below grade and within an open trench to avoid
potential conflict with the height restrictions established by 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
Part 77 regulations. Construction equipment such as cranes and drill rigs may be used in the vicinity
of the airport. SS-IAMF#5 requires the Authority or the Authority-designated contractor to submit
construction plans, information, or both to FAA, pursuant to 14 CFR Part 77, which may include the
location of planned high-speed rail construction and construction staging areas within and adjacent to
the boundary of the Fullerton Municipal Airport, the types and height of proposed equipment, and
planned time/duration of construction to ensure construction within and adjacent to the boundary of
Fullerton Municipal Airport does not intrude into imaginary surfaces.

While the project would not introduce any permanent structures that exceed 200 feet within 1.2 miles
of the airport, the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section was determined to be incompatible with
the AELUP, because it introduces new passenger rail within the RPZ. As such, FAA review and
approval are required, as described in greater detail in the response to comment #0593 above. In
addition, coordination with FAA and adherence to SS-IAMF#2, Safety and Security Management
Plan, and SS-IAMF#5 will ensure compliance with aviation safety regulations and minimize risks
during construction and operation.

20.4.3 0595

The Authority acknowledges the importance of the airport land use compatibility plan. The Los
Angeles to Anaheim Project Section Draft EIR/EIS did not identify any significant impacts under the
California Environmental Quality Act or the National Environmental Policy Act related to airport land
use compatibility, noise, or safety as a result of project construction or operations in the vicinity of
Fullerton Municipal Airport. The Authority will ensure that all relevant aviation safety requirements and
compliance with state and federal regulations are met.
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CDFW may also act as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. Resources Code, §
21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for
example, the Project may be subject to CDFW'’s lake and streambed alteration
regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law?
of any species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish &
G. Code, § 2050 et seq.) or the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. Code,
§1900 et seq.), the Project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided
by the Fish and Game Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
Proponent: California High-Speed Rail Authority

Objective: The High-Speed Rail (HSR) system would provide a reliable high-speed
electrified train system linking the San Francisco Bay Area and Central Valley to
Southern California. The 30-mile-long segment from Los Angeles to Anaheim would
connect the Burbank to Los Angeles Project Section. This segment is included in Phase
1, which would connect San Francisco to Los Angeles and Anaheim via the Pacheco
Pass and the Central Valley, and the Los Angeles to San Diego corridor when Phase 2
begins. The Project would construct, maintain, and operate an electrified, high-speed
train system connecting the Los Angeles Union Station and the Anaheim Regional
Transit Intermodal Center. The HSR system would provide travel between highly
urbanized centers and connectivity to major areas, which would alleviate travel demand
on highways and airports as California’s population increases.

The Project includes construction, improvement, upgrade, operation, and maintenance
of new and existing facilities and infrastructure necessary to support the HSR system.
This includes new and upgraded track, overhead contact systems, maintenance and
traction power facilities, grade separations, drainage improvements, communications
towers, security fencing, and modifications to passenger train stations. The only
difference between the two presented Build Alternatives is the placement of a Light
Maintenance Facility, which is a facility where trains are inspected, cleaned, serviced,
and stored.

Location: The Project spans the City of Los Angeles at Los Angeles Union Station to
Anaheim at the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center, using already
exiting railways by expanding them for HSR use. The Project extends through a mostly
urban and developed environment, having contact with natural areas where the existing
track follows river banks. Both Build Alternatives will utilize the same railway path from
beginning to end. Major water crossings include the Los Angeles River, Rio Hondo (and

2 “Take” is defined in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or
attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.”
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basins), San Gabriel River, North Fork Coyote Creek, La Mirada Creek, Coyote Creek,
Brea Creek, Fullerton Creek, and Carbon Creek.

Timeframe: Project activities are proposed to occur January 2031 to September 2037.

Biological Setting: Within the Supplemental Resource Study Area (RSA; Project
footprint with a three-mile buffer), over 95 percent of the land has been developed.
Other RSAs defined within the EIR/EIS include the Botanical RSA (Project footprint with
a 100-foot buffer), the Aquatic RSA (Project footprint with a 250-foot buffer), and the
Wildlife RSA (Project footprint with 1,000-foot buffer). Vegetation communities that were
identified within the Wildlife RSA include eucalyptus (Eucalyptus spp.) — tree of heaven
(Ailanthus altissima) — black locust (Robinia pseudoacacia) woodland seminatural
alliance; wild oats (Avena spp.) and annual brome (Bromus spp.) grasslands
seminatural alliance; hardstem (Schoenoplectus acutus) and California bulrush marsh
herbaceous alliance (State Rank (S) 3; S4); mulefat (Baccharis salicifolia) thickets
shrubland alliance (S4); cattail (Typha spp.) marshes herbaceous alliance (S5);
Goodding’s willow — red willow riparian woodland and forest (S3); duckweed (Lemna
spp., Spirodela spp., Wolffia spp., Wolffiella spp.) blooms and relatives’ provisional
herbaceous alliance (S4); and salt grass flats herbaceous alliance (S4). Permanent,
temporary, and shading impacts to each vegetation community are proposed be less
than one acre.

Field surveys for special status plants, special status wildlife, special status natural
communities, aquatic resources, and habitats of concern were completed between May
2007 and April 2017. Site reconnaissance surveys were conducted to assess habitat for
wildlife and plants from the public right-of-way and where access was granted. Suitable
habitat for special-status plants and wildlife was mapped and field verified during
reconnaissance field surveys. Bat roost surveys were conducted in accessible areas in
2010. No other wildlife surveys (including protocol surveys) were conducted.

Sensitive species that are of potential concern for the Project include, but are not limited
to western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea; CESA listed-candidate
endangered), western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus; California Species of
Special Concern (SSC)), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus; SSC), Mexican long-tongued
bat (Choeronycteris mexicana; SSC), Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus
townsendii; SSC), pocketed free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus; SCC), western
red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii; SSC), western yellow bat (Lasiurus xanthinus; SSC), big
free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops macrotis; SSC), and white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus;
CDFW Fully Protected).

The EIR/EIS includes a variety of mitigation measures. They consist of avoidance and
minimization actions specific to aquatic resources, nesting birds and raptors, special
status plants and vegetation communities, western burrowing owl, wildlife movement
corridors, white-tailed kite, bats, and protected trees. Additionally, the EIR/EIS includes
numerous general construction mitigation measures.
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Project History: The California HSR System plans to provide intercity, high-speed
service on more than 800 miles of track throughout California, connecting the major
population centers. The Authority plans to implement the California HSR System in two
phases. Phase 1 is currently underway and would connect San Franciso to Anaheim via
the Pacheco Pass and the Central Valley. Phase 2 would extend the HSR system from
the Central Valley to the state’s capital in Sacramento and from Los Angeles to San
Diego.

In February 2021, CDFW provided the Authority with comments on an administrative
draft EIR/EIS. CDFW’s primary concerns were the Project’s impact on unarmored
threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoni; Endangered Species Act
(ESA) endangered; CESA endangered; CDFW Fully Protected), wildlife connectivity,
and CESA-listed species including (but not limited to) western Joshua tree (Yucca
brevifolia; CESA Candidate), and mountain lion (Puma concolor) Southern
California/Central Coast Evolutionarily Significant Units.

In December 2022, CDFW provided the Authority with comments on the Palmdale to
Burbank Section Draft EIR/EIS. Comments consisted of potential impacts to unarmored
threespine stickleback, mountain lion and wildlife connectivity, aquatic resources,
western Joshua tree, Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii; CESA candidate
endangered), monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus plexippus pop. 1; ESA proposed
threatened), special status amphibian species, western pond turtle (Actinemys pallida;
SSC), western burrowing owl, bats, and special status plants and sensitive natural
communities.

Lastly, CDFW has been included in a quarterly HSR Agency Meeting.
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the Authority in
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially
significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources.
Additional comments or other suggestions are also included to improve the document.

COMMENT # 1: Impacts to Western Burrowing Owl
Issue: The Project may have impacts to western burrowing owl.

Specific impact: Project construction and activities may result in injury or mortality of
western burrowing owl, disrupt natural western burrowing owl breeding behavior, and
reduce reproductive capacity. Also, the Project may impact breeding, wintering, and
foraging habitat for the species. Habitat loss could result in local extirpation of the
species and contribute to local, regional, and State-wide declines of western burrowing
owl.
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Why impact would occur: Impacts in the form of habitat loss and degradation will
occur as a result of grading and construction activities. These ground-disturbing
activities may also cause direct mortality of western burrowing owl. To mitigate for
impacts on western burrowing owl, the Project proposes mitigation measures BIO-
MM#20, 21, and 44. However, the Project’s impact has yet to be mitigated below a level
of significance. BIO-MM#21 would require 600-foot no-work buffers around occupied
burrowing owl burrows both during the nesting season and outside breeding season
and if buffers are not feasible, western burrowing owl would be relocated citing CDFW’s
Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012). However, 600 feet could be an
insufficient buffer from occupied burrows and adjacent foraging grounds given the types
of disturbance associated with the Project. The Project is proposing a buffer that may be
more suitable for low level disturbances; however, the Project could generate noise and
ground vibrations more consistent with medium to high level disturbance. Furthermore,
CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation does not support relocating breeding
western burrowing owls as mitigation, which is why relocating/translocating is not a
measure in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. BIO-MM#44 requires
compensatory mitigation for loss of active western burrowing owl burrows and habitat.
However, BIO-MM#44 is not specific and does not provide any performance standards
suitable for successfully mitigating impacts on western burrowing owl habitat. The
mitigation measure proposed in the EIR/EIS may not satisfy the CEQA standards for
mitigation and may be considered deferred mitigation (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4).

Evidence impact may be significant: \Western burrowing owl is a species designated
as candidate for listing as threatened or endangered pursuant to CESA (Fish & G.
Code, § 2050 et seq.). Take of any endangered, threatened, or candidate species that
results from the Project is prohibited, except as authorized by State law (Fish & G.
Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9).
Additionally, take of individual western burrowing owl and their nests is defined by Fish
and Game Code section 86 and prohibited by sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513.

Take is defined in Fish and Game Code section 86 as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture or
kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture or kill.” Inadequate avoidance and
mitigation measures will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse
direct and cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s)

CDFW requests the following recommendations and mitigation measures are
incorporated into the final CEQA document:

Mitigation Measure #1: Incidental Take Permit — If an occupied burrow or western
burrowing owl is found within the Project site, the Project proponent shall coordinate
with CDFW and attain appropriate take authorization from CDFW (pursuant to Fish and
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Game code, § 2080 et seq.). The Project proponent shall comply with the mitigation
measures detailed in the take authorization issued by CDFW. The Project proponent
shall provide a copy of a fully executed take authorization prior to implementing Project
activities with potential to impact western burrowing owl.

Mitigation Measure #2: Conduct Protocol Surveys for Burrowing Owls — The
Authority should revise BIO-MM#20 to incorporate the underlined language and omit
language in strikethrough:

Prior to ground-disturbing activity, the Project Biologist will conduct protocol-level
surveys for Burrowing Owl within suitable habitat in the work area and extending 500
feet from the boundary of the work area, where access is available. Surveys will be
conducted in accordance with guidelines in CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl
Mitigation (CDFW 2012) or CDFW’s most recent guidance. Survey protocol for breeding
seasonal survey states to conduct 4 survey visits: 1) at least one site visit between
February 15 and April 15 and 2) a minimum of three survey visits at least three weeks
apart between April 15 and July 15, with at least one visit after June 15. If no Burrowing
Owls are observed and construction occurs within 1430 days of the last survey, no
further action is required for Burrowing Owls. However, if no Burrowing Owls are
observed and construction is delayed more than 1430 days after the last surveys, prior
to ground-disturbing activities, within 1430 days prior to construction, the Project
Biologist will conduct preconstruction clearance surveys for Burrowing Owl within
suitable habitat in the work area and extending 500 feet from the boundary of the work
area, where access is available. If no Burrowing Owls are observed, ground disturbance
may occur.

Mitigation Measure #3: Implement Avoidance and Minimization Measures for
Burrowing Owl — The Authority should revise BIO-MM#21 to incorporate the
underlined language and omit language in strikethrough:

If 0Occupied Burrowing Owl burrows are found within the work area, thatwould be
dweetl%aﬁeeted—byg;euﬂd—drstwbmgﬁaem;%es (|f documented under BIO MM#ZO)L

4@9F—G—2042—)—wh|enw+u—melede4heqereparaﬂepref a Burrowmg OWI Exclu3|on Plan
which will be approved by CDFW _will be prepared. The Authority shall obtain an

Incidental Take Permit from CDFW for impacts to Burrowing Owl. Fo-the-extent feasible-
Tthe Project Biologist will establish no-work buffers of 1650 feet around occupied
Burrowing Owl burrows in the work area. Work shall not resume in this area unless the
Project Biologist determines the burrow is inactive and concurrence from CDFW has
been granted. Reductions in the nest buffer distance may be appropriate depending on

amblent levels of human activity, screening veqetatlon or possibly other factors. Frem
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Recommendation #1: Provide Compensatory Mitigation for Loss of Active
Burrowing Owl Burrows and Habitat - CDFW recommends the Authority revise
mitigation measure BIO-MM#44 to provide a specific mitigation measure addressing
compensatory mitigation for western burrowing owl habitat. Mitigation should be
specific, provide performance standards, and action(s) to achieve those performance
standards. The Authority should provide criteria for selecting mitigation lands
appropriate for western burrowing owl; mitigation land performance criteria; a plan to
monitor success of mitigation; and contingency measures if mitigation does not meet
performance criteria. The mitigation land should also provide equivalent or greater
habitat value than that of the Project area. The Project proponent should protect
replacement habitat in perpetuity under a conservation easement dedicated to a local
land conservancy or other appropriate entity that has been approved to hold and
manage mitigation lands pursuant to Government Code § 65967(c). Recordation of the
conservation easement should occur prior to commencement of Project activities. An
appropriate endowment should also be provided for the long-term monitoring and
management of mitigation lands.

COMMENT # 2: Impacts on Bats
Issue: The Project may have a significant impact on special status bat species.

Specific impact: Potential direct impacts include Project construction on structures or
trees that may provide roosting habitat and therefore has the potential for the direct loss
of bats. Indirect impacts to bats and roosts could result from increased noise
disturbances, human activity, dust, vegetation clearing, ground disturbing activities (e.g.,
staging, access, excavation, grading), and vibrations caused by heavy equipment.

Why impact would occur: Multiple species of bats, such as pocketed free-tailed bat
and western yellow bat, may be adversely impacted by Project activities. According to
Table 3.7-12 of the EIR/EIS, there will be permanent direct impacts to these special
status bat species regardless of the Build Alternative chosen. To mitigate for impacts on
bats, the Project proposes mitigation measures BIO-MM#25, 26, and 27. BIO-MM#26
and 27 would require avoidance or relocation of active hibernacula or maternity roosts
“guided by accepted exclusion and deterrent techniques.” The EIR/EIS does not state
what those “accepted exclusion and deterrent techniques” would be or from where they
were derived. Additionally, it is unclear how the mitigation measure would avoid or
relocate active hibernacula or maternity roosts. BIO-MM#27 states that bats in active
maternity roosts would not be evicted and instead active maternity roosts would be
relocated. Relocating or evicting bats in maternity roosts could result in reduced
fecundity or injury and mortality of reproductive female bats and pups. Maternity
colonies that are affected by temporarily reduced fecundity or mortality may require
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multiple years to recover following a disturbance event (H.T. Harvey & Associates
2019).

Finally, no compensatory mitigation is proposed in the EIR/EIS. The Project could result
in loss of roosting habitat. Without replacement of habitat, the Project would contribute
to the ongoing loss of suitable habitat on a local and regional scale. Relocating or
evicting active hibernacula or maternity roosts is not mitigating for loss of habitat that
would occur.

Evidence impact would be significant: Bats are considered non-game mammals and
are protected by state law from take and/or harassment (Fish and Game Code § 4150,
CCR § 251.1). Several bat species are also considered Species of Special Concern
(SSC), which meet the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species
(CEQA Guidelines §15065). CDFW considers adverse impacts to a SSC, for the
purposes of CEQA, to be significant without mitigation. Mitigation is not just exclusion
from maternity roosts, wintering sites, night roosts, mating roosts and foraging sites, but
providing similarly functioning habitat to what is impacted.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s)

CDFW requests the following recommendations and mitigation measures are
incorporated into the final CEQA document:

Mitigation Measure #4: Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Special-Status Bat
Species — The Authority should revise BIO-MM#25 to incorporate the underlined
language and omit language in strikethrough:

Two spring surveys (April through June) and two winter surveys (November through
January) shall be performed by the Project Biologist. Each survey shall consist of one
dusk emergence survey (start one hour before sunset and last for three hours), followed
by one pre-dawn re-entry survey (start one hour before sunrise and last for two hours),
and one daytime visual inspection of all potential roosting habitat on the Project site.
Surveys shall be conducted within one 24-hour period. Visual inspections shall focus on
the identification of bat sign (i.e., individuals, guano, urine staining, corpses, feeding
remains, scratch marks and bats squeaking and chattering). Bat detectors, bat call
analysis, and visual observation shall be used during all dusk emergence and pre-dawn
re-entry surveys.

No earlier than 30 days prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities in a work area,
the Project Biologist will conduct protocol a-visual-and-aceustic surveys (overthe-course
of-one-day-and-one-evening-ata-minimum) for roosting bats in the work area and
extending 500 feet from the boundary of the work area, where access is available.
When-neeessary; sSuch surveys will be conducted in suitable habitat for special-status
bats, including those areas in which bridges, abandoned structures, or trees with large
cavities or dense foliage are present within up to a half-mile of the boundary of the work
area, dependent on potential project indirect effects on bat hibernacula or maternity
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colonies. The Project Biologist will determine if surveys extending past 500 feet are
necessary.

Mitigation Measure #5: Implement Bat Avoidance and Relocation Measures— The
Authority should revise BIO-MM#26 to incorporate the underlined language and omit
language in strikethrough:

Prior to ground-disturbing activity or bridge work, the Project Biologist will survey for
active hibernacula or maternity roosts. If active hibernacula or maternity roosts are
identified in the work area or within 500 feet extending from the work area during
preconstruction surveys, they will be avoided to-the-extentfeasible. For maternity
roosts, Project construction will only between October 1 and February 28, outside of the
maternity roosting season when young bats are present but are yet ready to fly out of
the roost (March 1 to September 30). Maternity roosts shall not be evicted, excluded,
removed, or disturbed.

A minimum 500-foot no-work buffer shall be provided around hibernacula. The buffer
shall not be reduced. Project-related construction and activities shall not occur within
500 feet of or directly under or adjacent to hibernacula. Buffers shall be left in place until
the end of Project construction and activities or until a qualified bat biologist determines
that the hibernacula are no longer active. Project-related construction and activities shall
not occur between 30 minutes before sunset and 30 minutes after sunrise. Hibernacula
roosts shall not be evicted, excluded, removed, or disturbed.

If avoidance of a hibernaculum is not feasible, the Project Biologist will prepare a
relocation plan to remove the hibernaculum and provide for construction of an
alternative bat roost outside of the work area.

The Project Biologist will implement the relocation plan and new roost sites shall be in
place before the commencement of ground-disturbing activities that would occur within
500 feet of the hibernaculum where the qualified biologist deems removal to be more
beneficial than avoidance. If avoidance is possible without disturbing the bats, then
avoidance will be implemented. New roost sites shall be in place prior to the initiation of
Project-related activities to allow enough time for bats to relocate. Remeoval-of roosts-will

be-guided-by-accepted-exclusion-and-deterrent techniques-

The relocation plan may include the following elements:

e Required pre-construction surveys and monitoring

e Timing considerations for temporal avoidance (e.g., outside of the maternity
season if the project may potentially impact a maternity roost or non-flying
juvenile bats)

e Humane relocation and exclusion methods to remove and/or exclude bats from
roosting sites within structures or vegetation slated for removal

e Protective fencing or signage to avoid impacts to potential roosting habitat that
shall remain on site
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ATTACHMENT A: DRAFT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP)

CDFW provides the following language to be incorporated into the MMRP for the Project.

and Game code, § 2080 et seq.). The Project proponent shall comply with the
mitigation measures detailed in the take authorization issued by CDFW. The Project
proponent shall provide a copy of a fully executed take authorization prior to
implementing Project activities with potential to impact western burrowing owil.

Project
Construction

Mitigation Measure Timing Responsible
Party
Mitigation Measure #1: Incidental Take Permit — If an occupied burrow or western . . .
burrowing owl is found within the Project site, the Project proponent shall coordinate P_”_Or_tO I:’FOJe_C’f Project
with CDFW and attain appropriate take authorization from CDFW (pursuant to Fish Initiation/During | Proponent

Mitigation Measure #2: Conduct Protocol Surveys for Burrowing Owls — The
Authority should revise BIO-MM#20 to incorporate the underlined language and omit
language in strikethrough:

Prior to ground-disturbing activity, the Project Biologist will conduct protocol-level
surveys for Burrowing Owl within suitable habitat in the work area and extending 500
feet from the boundary of the work area, where access is available. Surveys will be
conducted in accordance with guidelines in CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl
Mitigation (CDFW 2012) or CDFW'’s most recent guidance. Survey protocol for
breeding seasonal survey states to conduct 4 survey visits: 1) at least one site visit
between February 15 and April 15 and 2) a minimum of three survey visits at least
three weeks apart between April 15 and July 15, with at least one visit after June 15.
If no Burrowing Owls are observed and construction occurs within 1430 days of the
last survey, no further action is required for Burrowing Owls. However, if no
Burrowing Owls are observed and construction is delayed more than 1430 days after
the last surveys, prior to ground-disturbing activities, within 1430 days prior to

Prior to Project
Initiation

Lead Agency
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Mitigation Measure

Timing

Responsible
Party

construction, the Project Biologist will conduct preconstruction clearance surveys for
Burrowing Owl within suitable habitat in the work area and extending 500 feet from
the boundary of the work area, where access is available. If no Burrowing Owls are
observed, ground disturbance may occur.

Mitigation Measure #3: Implement Avoidance and Minimization Measures for
Burrowing Owl — The Authority should revise BIO-MM#21 to incorporate the
underlined language and omit language in strikethrough:

If 0Occupied Burrowing Owl burrows are found within the work area, thatwould be
directly affected by ground-disturbing activities (|f documented under BIO-MM#20),

a Burrowmg OwI
Exclusion Plan, which W|II be approved by CDFW,_ will be prepared. The Authority
shall obtain an Incidental Take Permit from CDFW for impacts to Burrowing Owl. e
the-extentfeasible; Tthe Project Biologist will establish no-work buffers of 1650 feet
around occupied Burrowing Owl burrows in the work area. Work shall not resume in
this area unless the Project Biologist determines the burrow is inactive and
concurrence from CDFW has been granted. Reductions in the nest buffer distance
may be approprlate depending on ambient Ievels of human activity, screening

Prior to Project
Initiation

Lead Agency
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Mitigation Measure

Timing

Responsible
Party

Recommendation #1: Provide Compensatory Mitigation for Loss of Active
Burrowing Owl Burrows and Habitat - CDFW recommends the Authority revise
mitigation measure BIO-MM#44 to provide a specific mitigation measure addressing
compensatory mitigation for western burrowing owl habitat. Mitigation should be
specific, provide performance standards, and action(s) to achieve those performance
standards. The Authority should provide criteria for selecting mitigation lands
appropriate for western burrowing owl; mitigation land performance criteria; a plan to
monitor success of mitigation; and contingency measures if mitigation does not meet
performance criteria. The mitigation land should also provide equivalent or greater
habitat value than that of the Project area. The Project proponent should protect
replacement habitat in perpetuity under a conservation easement dedicated to a local
land conservancy or other appropriate entity that has been approved to hold and
manage mitigation lands pursuant to Government Code § 65967(c). Recordation of
the conservation easement should occur prior to commencement of Project activities.
An appropriate endowment should also be provided for the long-term monitoring and
management of mitigation lands.

Prior to Project
Initiation

Lead Agency

Mitigation Measure #4: Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Special-Status
Bat Species — The Authority should revise BIO-MM#25 to incorporate the underlined
language and omit language in strikethrough:

Two spring surveys (April through June) and two winter surveys (November through
January) shall be performed by the Project Biologist. Each survey shall consist of one

dusk emergence survey (start one hour before sunset and last for three hours),

followed by one pre-dawn re-entry survey (start one hour before sunrise and last for

Prior to Project
Initiation

Lead Agency
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Mitigation Measure

Timing

Responsible
Party

two hours), and one daytime visual inspection of all potential roosting habitat on the
Project site. Surveys shall be conducted within one 24-hour period. Visual
inspections shall focus on the identification of bat sign (i.e., individuals, guano, urine
staining, corpses, feeding remains, scratch marks and bats squeaking and
chattering). Bat detectors, bat call analysis, and visual observation shall be used
during all dusk emergence and pre-dawn re-entry surveys.

the Project Biologist will conduct protocol a-visual-and-aceustic surveys (overthe
course-of one-day-and-one-evening-ata-minimum) for roosting bats in the work area
and extending 500 feet from the boundary of the work area, where access is
available. When-necessary; sSuch surveys will be conducted in suitable habitat for
special-status bats, including those areas in which bridges, abandoned structures, or
trees with large cavities or dense foliage are present within up to a half-mile of the
boundary of the work area, dependent on potential project indirect effects on bat
hibernacula or maternity colonies. The Project Biologist will determine if surveys
extending past 500 feet are necessary.

No earlier than 30 days prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities in a work area,

Mitigation Measure #5: Implement Bat Avoidance and Relocation Measures—
The Authority should revise BIO-MM#26 to incorporate the underlined language and
omit language in strikethrough:

Prior to ground-disturbing activity or bridge work, the Project Biologist will survey for
active hibernacula or maternity roosts. If active hibernacula or maternity roosts are
identified in the work area or within 500 feet extending from the work area during
preconstruction surveys, they will be avoided to-the-extentfeasible. For maternity
roosts, Project construction will only between October 1 and February 28, outside of

the maternity roosting season when young bats are present but are yet ready to fly

Prior to Project
Initiation

Lead Agency
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Mitigation Measure

Timing

Responsible
Party

out of the roost (March 1 to September 30). Maternity roosts shall not be evicted,
excluded, removed, or disturbed.

A minimum 500-foot no-work buffer shall be provided around hibernacula. The buffer
shall not be reduced. Project-related construction and activities shall not occur within
500 feet of or directly under or adjacent to hibernacula. Buffers shall be left in place
until the end of Project construction and activities or until a qualified bat biologist
determines that the hibernacula are no longer active. Project-related construction and

activities shall not occur between 30 minutes before sunset and 30 minutes after
sunrise. Hibernacula roosts shall not be evicted, excluded, removed, or disturbed.

If avoidance of a hibernaculum is not feasible, the Project Biologist will prepare a
relocation plan to remove the hibernaculum and provide for construction of an
alternative bat roost outside of the work area.

The Project Biologist will implement the relocation plan and new roost sites shall be
in place before the commencement of ground-disturbing activities that would occur
within 500 feet of the hibernaculum where the qualified biologist deems removal to be
more beneficial than avoidance. If avoidance is possible without disturbing the bats,
then avoidance will be implemented. New roost sites shall be in place prior to the
initiation of Project-related activities to allow enough time for bats to relocate.

The relocation plan may include the following elements:

e Required pre-construction surveys and monitoring
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shall provide compensatory mitigation for temporary and permanent loss of any
habitat supporting SSC. There should be no net loss of habitat supporting SSC
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15370(e)). Mitigation shall provide appropriate habitat
(depending on the species), refugia, and habitat structures that support that species.
Additionally, mitigation shall include habitat of comparable size, function, and quality
should be created or preserved and maintained in the new bat habitat, or for bats in
trees, at a nearby suitable undisturbed area. Additionally, the mitigation and
monitoring plan shall include a discussion on the territory size; roosting and foraging
locations; food availability; and how all life cycle functions will be mitigated. The
mitigation and monitoring plan shall describe proposed mitigation habitat and include
performance standards for the use of replacement roosts/hibernacula by the
displaced species, as well as provisions to prevent harassment, predation, and

Mitigation Measure Timing Responsible
Party
e Timing considerations for temporal avoidance (e.g., outside of the maternity
season if the project may potentially impact a maternity roost or non-flying
juvenile bats)
e Humane relocation and exclusion methods to remove and/or exclude bats
from roosting sites within structures or vegetation slated for removal
e Protective fencing or signage to avoid impacts to potential roosting habitat that
shall remain on site
e Best Management Practices for minimizing the effects of noise, human
activity, dust, lighting, and ground vibrations on bats
e On and/or off-site mitigation measures to compensate for lost roosting habitat,
including installation of alternative roosting habitat
e Monitoring to evaluate the effectiveness of bat-related mitigation
Mitigation Measure #6: Bat Compensatory Mitigation — If the Project shall impact | Prior to Project Project
confirmed habitat of bats and avoidance is not achievable, the Project proponent Initiation Proponent
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20.5 Response to Submission 013819 (Joleena De La Fe, California
Department of Fish and Wildlife, Feb 3, 2026)

20.5.1 0558

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) appreciates the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife’'s (CDFW) role as outlined in its comment letter dated February 2, 2026.

20.5.2 0559

As described in Chapter 9, Public and Agency Involvement, the Authority acknowledges CDFW’s
authority as a responsible agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In addition,
as described in Section 3.7, Biological and Aquatic Resources, the Authority will coordinate with
CDFW should a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement be required prior to project construction,
pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq. Lastly, the Authority acknowledges
its responsibility if the project would result in a “take” of listed species.

20.5.3 0560

This comment summarizes the high-speed rail (HSR) project objectives and elements of the project.
No response is required.

20.5.4 0561

This is an accurate description of the biological resources within the Supplemental Resource Study
Area (RSA), the vegetation communities within the Wildlife RSA, the studies completed, potential
species of concern within the Wildlife RSA, and a description of avoidance and minimization
measures and mitigation measures. No changes to the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) have been made in response to this comment.

20.5.5 0562

Regarding unarmored threespine stickleback (federal Endangered Species Act [FESA] endangered,
California ESA [CESA] endangered, CDFW fully protected), the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project
Section (project section) is not within the range of this species and this species is not expected to
occur. There are four populations of this species. The nearest population is approximately 22 miles to
the north of the project section, north of San Fernando in the Santa Clarita area. Therefore, this
species was not included in the Draft EIR/EIS.

Regarding Western Joshua Tree (CESA candidate), the project section is separated from the range
of this species by the San Gabriel Mountain range; this species is therefore not in the range of the
project section, has no potential to occur, and was not included in the Draft EIR/EIS.

The following topics are addressed in Section 3.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS as specified below. These
topics are also addressed in the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section Biological and Aquatic
Resources Technical Report (BARTR). Wildlife connectivity is addressed in Section 3.7.6.3, Project
Impacts, in Impact BIO-6 and Impact BIO-11. Mountain lion (CESA Candidate) is addressed in
Section 3.7.6.3 in Impact BIO-4 and Impact BIO-10. Western Burrowing Owl (CESA Candidate) is
addressed in Section 3.7.6.3 in Impact BIO-3 and Impact BIO-9. Special-status plants are addressed
in Section 3.7.6.3 in Impact BIO-2 and Impact BIO-8. Special-status bats are addressed in Section
3.7.6.3 in Impact BIO-4 and Impact BIO-10. Sensitive natural communities are addressed in Section
3.7.6.3 in Impact BIO-1 and Impact BIO-8.

Crotch’s bumble bee (CESA candidate endangered), Monarch butterfly (FESA proposed threatened),
and western pond turtle (FESA proposed threatened, California species of special concern) are not
expected to occur and are addressed in the BARTR in Appendix A, Special-Status Species
Potentially Occurring in the Resource Study Area.

Regarding CDFW’s participation in quarterly HSR meetings, the Authority also meets weekly with
CDFW Region 4 managers to review ongoing and future work. The Authority asks that Region 5
consider joining these calls and coordinating with Region 4 on future efforts related to the HSR
project.

October 2026 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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20.5.6 0563

Potential impacts on Burrowing Owl and applicable mitigation measures are discussed in Draft
EIR/EIS Section 3.7, pp. 3.7-85 through 3.7-94.

The Authority acknowledges CDFW’s concerns regarding potential impacts on Burrowing Owl during
project construction activities and its assertion that BIO-MM#20, Conduct Protocol Surveys for
Burrowing Owls; BIO-MM#21, Implement Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Burrowing Owl;
and BIO-MM#44, Provide Compensatory Mitigation for Loss of Active Burrowing Owl Burrows and
Habitat, would not reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levels under CEQA. CDFW proposes
specific revisions to BIO-MM#20, BIO-MM#21, and BIO-MM#44 in subsequent comments #0564,
0565, 0566, and 0567 below. The Authority also acknowledges CDFW'’s concern that inadequate
avoidance or mitigation may result in a substantial adverse direct and cumulative effects, either
directly or through habitat modification. Please refer to responses to comments #0564, 0565, 0566,
and 0567 below for details on how these mitigation measures have been revised.

The Authority recently acquired incidental take authorization for Burrowing Owl for the Fresno to
Bakersfield Project Section of the California HSR System, and understands its responsibilities under
the CESA. Burrowing Owl is currently a candidate species under CESA, and may be subsequently
listed as threatened or endangered. The Authority has revised BIO-MM#21 and BIO-MM#44 to more
directly address Burrowing Owl’'s CESA status. Refer to Section 16.5.7, Section 3.7: Biological and
Aquatic Resources, in Chapter 16, Corrections and Additions to the Draft Report, for these revisions.

The Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012) does not recommend burrow exclusion
and closure; however, this document does describe this process in Appendix E. Burrowing Owl
burrow exclusion and closure are necessary when a proposed project would otherwise result in the
direct mortality of Burrowing Owls and is a method to provide additional burrowing opportunities in the
vicinity should eviction be absolutely necessary. Eviction would only occur outside of the nesting
season and would be completed by a qualified biologist, after the preparation of a Burrowing Owl
Exclusion Plan (per Appendix E of the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation). This is the only
feasible method to avoid direct mortality of Burrowing Owls should they occur in the project work area
and are unavoidable. For this reason, nest eviction and relocation provide a method to reduce
impacts to less-than-significant levels where impacts are unavoidable and otherwise constitute direct
mortality. Should Burrowing Owl be a candidate or listed species, an Incidental Take Permit (ITP)
would be sought for such an action through BIO-MM#44. However, relocation of Burrowing Owls will
trigger coordination by the Authority with CDFW regardless of listing status of the species. This
impact would be less than significant under CEQA because direct impacts on Burrowing Owls would
be avoided and alternative burrowing opportunities provided. If the species is listed or remains a
candidate, an ITP would be sought from CDFW.

Buffers where no work will occur will be determined by the Project Biologist based on project
conditions, Burrowing Owl behavior, burrow conditions, and expert knowledge of the species, and
also based on guidance from the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012). Buffer
distances and buffer reductions will therefore be based on biological needs of the species and will be
at the discretion and expertise of the Project Biologist as outlined in BIO-MM#21. This is sufficient to
protect Burrowing Owls from impacts from the Project, because the buffers will be based on site
conditions and biology. Because buffers would be appropriate to the conditions and the species, this
impact would be less than significant under CEQA. Revisions per comment #0565 below are
consistent with CDFW requirements and are considered to be adequate per the analysis. Revisions
per comments #0566 and #0567 below, including revisions to mitigation measures BIO-MM#21 and
BIO-MM#44, provide requirements should Burrowing Owl remain a candidate species or become
listed, and require an ITP. These measures also include requirements for appropriate buffers based
on project conditions. In the event Burrowing Owl is not a listed or candidate species requiring an ITP,
the Authority confirms relocation will only occur outside of the nesting season (per BIO-MM#21). Any
impacts on active Burrowing Owl burrows during the nesting season would require an ITP should
Burrowing Owl be a candidate or listed species (BIO-MM#44).

With implementation of these measures, the project would not have a substantial adverse impact on
Burrowing Owl or Burrowing Owl habitat.

California High-Speed Rail Authority October 2026
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Please refer to Chapter 16, Section 16.5.7, BIO-MM#20; BIO-MM#21; BIO-MM#44; BIO-MM#54,
Prepare and Implement an Annual Vegetation Control Plan; and BIO-MM#56, Conduct Monitoring of
Construction Activities, of the Final EIR/EIS for these changes.

20.5.7 0564

The Authority intends to avoid take of Burrowing Owl. However, if Burrowing Owl is listed as
threatened or endangered or remains a candidate species, is present in the project work site, and full
avoidance cannot be achieved, the Authority will submit an ITP application to CDFW. Please refer to
BIO-MM#21 and BIO-MM#44 and the discussion below for these changes.

20.5.8 0565

The Authority appreciates CDFW’s recommendations. The Authority will follow the take avoidance
(preconstruction) survey guidelines designed to detect the presence of Burrowing Owls on a project
site at a fixed period in time and inform necessary take-avoidance actions, as outlined in CDFW’s
Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012) until this guidance is updated by CDFW. The
2012 staff report remains CDFW’s most recent guidance available at this time. BIO-MM#20 has been
revised to modify the preconstruction survey window from 30 days to 14 days, and to add a final
survey 24 hours prior to commencing ground-disturbing activities. Please refer to Final EIR/EIS
Chapter 16, Section 16.5.7, BIO-MM#20 for these revisions.

20.59 0566

The Authority acknowledges that, as originally proposed, BIO-MM#21 cannot be implemented absent
incidental take authorization, because Burrowing Owl is currently a candidate species under CESA.
BIO-MM#44 has been revised to state that the Authority will obtain an ITP if Burrowing Owl remains a
candidate species or becomes listed and occurs within the work area. If Burrowing Owl is not a
candidate or listed, BIO-MM#21 states that the Authority will implement CDFW'’s Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation, which outlines steps to avoid, evict, or relocate Burrowing Owl. These
revisions make both mitigation measures enforceable.

BIO-MM#21 has not been revised to include a 1,650-foot buffer, because buffer sizes will be
determined by the Project Biologist based on project conditions, Burrowing Owl behavior, burrow
conditions, and expert knowledge of the species, with guidance from the Staff Report on Burrowing
Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012). The biological needs of the species will determine buffer distances and
buffer reductions, and this will be at the discretion of the Project Biologist. Because buffers would be
appropriate to the conditions and the species, this impact would be less than significant under CEQA.

Please refer to Final EIR/EIS Chapter 16, Section 16.5.7, BIO-MM#21 of the Final EIR/EIS for
changes to this measure.

20.5.10 0567

If Burrowing Owls are detected during surveys as outlined in BIO-MM#20, and Burrowing Owl is a
candidate or listed species, the Authority may submit an ITP application to CDFW. Details of the
compensatory mitigation requirements are expected to be outlined in the ITP issued by CDFW. The
title of BIO-MM#44, Provide Compensatory Mitigation for Loss of Active Burrowing Owl Burrows and
Habitat, has been revised to BIO-MM#44, Obtain an Incidental Take Permit under the California
Endangered Species Act for Burrowing Owl.

In the event the Authority does not acquire an ITP but will cause loss of Burrowing Owl habitat, the
Authority will develop a Compensatory Mitigation Plan for Burrowing Owl requiring the concurrence of
CDFW and satisfying the criteria laid out in this comment. Please refer to the revised BIO-MM#44 in
Section 16.5.7 of Chapter 16 for these changes.

20.5.11 0568

The Authority acknowledges CDFW’s concern regarding potential impacts on special-status (species
of special concern) bat species as a result of the project. CDFW notes that species of special concern
meet the definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species under CEQA and that CDFW
considers adverse impacts on species of special concern to be significant without mitigation.

October 2026 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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CDFW is concerned that BIO-MM#26, Implement Bat Avoidance and Relocation Measures; and BIO-
MM#27, Implement Bat Exclusion and Deterrence Measures, require avoidance or relocation of
active hibernacula or maternity roosts, and that the Draft EIR/EIS did not state what the “accepted
exclusion and deterrent techniques” used for relocation would be or their origin. Although the
Authority believes the measures identified in the Draft EIR/EIS would adequately mitigate impacts on
special-status bat species, in response to this comment, the Authority has provided revisions and
specifications with respect to each mitigation measure for special-status bats in Section 16.5.7. The
Authority has also clarified the guidance the Authority will follow in implementation: Caltrans Bat
Mitigation: A Guide to Developing Feasible and Effective Solutions (Johnston et. al 2021).

The Authority notes CDFW’s concern that no compensatory mitigation is proposed for the potential
loss of roosting habitat, and suggests providing similarly functioning habitat as a form of mitigation.
The Authority further responds to this aspect of the comment in its response to comment #0571
below.

20.5.12 0569

The Authority has revised BIO-MM#25, Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Special-Status Bat
Species, to include preconstruction surveys per Caltrans Bat Mitigation: A Guide to Developing
Feasible and Effective Solutions (Johnston et. al 2021). Preconstruction surveys will be completed no
earlier than 30 days prior to construction and will include appropriate buffer distances as determined
by the Project Biologist and as specified in BIO-MM#25. The Project Biologist may determine that
additional surveys, prior to preconstruction surveys, may be required to develop effective mitigation
strategies. Surveys to plan for effective mitigation may begin up to 2 years prior to construction to
identify bat species present and their locations. The requirement for these surveys and timing is at the
discretion of the Project Biologist and is based on resources present for bats and proposed
construction activities. The Authority believes this strategy enhances BIO-MM#25.

Please refer to Final EIR/EIS Section 16.5.7 of Chapter 16 for these changes.
20.5.13 0570

The Authority notes that its preference is to practice full avoidance, but there may be a scenario
where avoidance cannot be achieved. Therefore, the Authority cannot accept the initial underlined
language striking that avoidance will occur “to the extent feasible.” The Authority has specified that
avoidance and other measures in BIO-MM#26 and BIO-MM#27 will follow Caltrans Bat Mitigation: A
Guide to Developing Feasible and Effective Solutions (Johnston et. al 2021), and provided greater
specificity in BIO-MM#26 with respect to potential avoidance, passive exclusion, and elements of
relocation plan measures.

The Authority appreciates CDFW’s additional details in BIO-MM#26, but cannot universally limit
project activities to between October and February for each maternity roost or apply a 500-foot buffer
around each hibernaculum of the project work area in all circumstances. The Authority concludes that
BIO-MM#26 and BIO-MM#27 as revised are sufficient to fully mitigate, avoid, or both all significant
impacts. The Authority’s revisions to BIO-MM#26 clarify relocation will occur outside maternity
season, if at all, and that relocation will occur only where it is anticipated to provide equivalent or
superior protection for bats. Where this is not true, additional avoidance measures (including those
listed in revised BIO-MM#26 and including buffer zones) may be considered to further mitigate any
impact.

The Authority has accepted CDFW’s suggested requirement that new roost sites be in place prior to
implementation of the relocation plan, and to allow sufficient time to allow relocation from roosts.

Please refer to Final EIR/EIS Chapter 16, Section 16.5.7, BIO-MM#26 for these changes.
20.5.14 0571

The Authority appreciates CDFW comments, but respectfully concludes that the project will not result
in a net loss of habitat supporting bats, as discussed in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.7.6.3. It is anticipated
that the project’s modifications to existing structures like bridges will result in in-kind replacement of
habitat, meaning there will be no net loss as a result of such activities. Additionally, unlike western

California High-Speed Rail Authority October 2026
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yellow bat that prefers to roost in palm fronds, pocketed free-tailed bats will use human-made
structures for roosting, so the project structure itself may ultimately provide roosting sites. No
revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.5.15 0572

The Authority acknowledges its responsibility under California Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et
seq. Please refer to responses to comments #0558 and 0559 above.

20.5.16 0573

The Authority acknowledges its responsibility pertaining to the requirement for complete avoidance of
fully protected species. As described in Section 3.7.6.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS, Impact BIO-3, the
Authority will completely avoid impacts on fully protected species during construction activities. Refer
to BIO-MM#68, Avoid and Minimize Impacts on White-Tailed Kite, in Section 3.7.7, Mitigation
Measures, of the Draft EIR/EIS.

20.5.17 0574

Please refer to the existing mitigation measure in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.7.7, BIO-MM#54, that
requires the preparation of a Vegetation Control Plan (VCP). The use of rodenticides and the
requirements of BIO-MM#54 are discussed in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.7.6.3 in Impact BIO-8, Impact
BIO-9, Impact BIO-10, Impact BIO-11, and Impact BIO-12. BIO-MM#54 expressly provides that the
use of rodenticides is prohibited. The VCP is required to be prepared every year and includes “Other
chemical pest control methods (e.g., insects, snail, rodent).” For clarity, this measure will be modified.
Please refer to Chapter 16, Section 16.5.7 of the Final EIR/EIS for these changes.

20.5.18 0575

The Authority acknowledges and appreciates CDFW’s feedback and comments. The Authority is
committed to implementing a mitigation program that meets the needs of CEQA, NEPA, and other
state and federal regulations through a robust EIR/EIS environmental document and obtaining all
necessary permits. The Authority has reviewed and considered those proposals, as described in
detail in the responses above.

20.5.19 0576

The Authority acknowledges the comment and recommendation pertaining to its responsibility to
report all special-status species to the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). Any special-
status species and natural communities detected during surveys will be reported to the CNDDB. BIO-
MM#56 has been revised in Final EIR/EIS Section 16.5.7 regarding inclusion of the requirement to
report special-status species and sensitive natural communities to the CNDDB.

20.5.20 0577

If the project is approved, the Authority will pay any required filing fee upon filing of the Notice of
Determination.

20.5.21 0578

Per responses to comments #0564, 0565, 0566, 0567, 0568, 0569, 0570, 0574, and 0576 above,
edits to BIO-MM#20, BIO-MM#21, BIO-MM#25, BIO-MM#26, BIO-MM#27, BIO-MM#44, BIO-MM#54,
and BIO-MM#56 have been made. Please refer to Chapter 16, Section 16.5.7 of the Final EIR/EIS for
these changes.

October 2026 California High-Speed Rail Authority
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20.6 Response to Submission 013837 (Richard Le, California Public Utilities
Commission, Feb 3, 2026)

20.6.1 1758

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-Section 3.11 S&S-01: At-Grade Crossing Safety, in
Chapter 18, Standard Responses. Information provided by the commenter in the table is consistent
with the data disclosed in Volume 2, Appendix 3.11-A, Safety and Security Data, Table 3.11-A-6, and
provided in Section 3.11, Safety and Security. Please note that although the commenter provided at-
grade crossing incidents over the past 20 years, the Draft EIR/EIS limited analysis to at-grade
crossing incidents since 2018.

20.6.2 1759
Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-Chapter 2 Alt-05: Grade Separations, in Chapter 18.

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-Section 3.11 S&S-01: At-Grade Crossing Safety, in
Chapter 18.

20.6.3 1760

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-Section 3.11 S&S-01: At-Grade Crossing Safety, in
Chapter 18.

The commenter incorrectly asserts that there would be five new high-speed rail (HSR)-railroad at-
grade crossings in the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section (project section). However, there are
only four of these crossings in this project section. They can be found in Volume 3.1: General, Track
Alignment, and Right-of-Way Part 1, of the Preliminary Engineering for Project Definition at the
following locations: Vernon, SBY 223+80.00 (two new diamond crossings) Santa Fe Springs, SBN
614+46.45 (pg. 103 of 399) Santa Fe Springs, SBN 666+10.30 (pg. 107 of 399) Anaheim, SOC
1556+61.70 These four locations are existing at-grade rail crossings with infrequent rail traffic. There
is no new proposed HSR-railroad track crossing in Los Angeles. The Shared Passenger Track
Alternatives would introduce a new fourth main track crossing adjacent to the existing tracks at three
of these four locations, and two new tracks for BNSF Railway West Hobart lead track and HSR 26th
Street light maintenance facility lead track, with two new diamond crossings in Vernon. The Authority
acknowledges that, while grade separating each of these existing at-grade crossings is desirable, that
design change would result in adverse impacts on surrounding communities because it would require
a heavy level of construction activity and a large construction footprint that extends beyond the
existing railroad corridor, as well as substantially increase project costs.

20.6.4 1761

The Authority acknowledges the table provided by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC),
which summarizes proposed modifications to four Metrolink stations: Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs,
Fullerton, Commerce, and Buena Park. Applicable design standards, including CPUC General Order
26-D, are outlined in Appendix 2-B, Applicable Design Standards. The Authority will comply with all
relevant laws, regulations, and industry standard practices for design and construction of the project,
and will coordinate with CPUC during the next stages of design on any required grade-crossing
applications (CPUC 2004). No revisions have been made to the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement in response to this comment.

20.6.5 1763

The Authority acknowledges CPUC’s mission to regulate essential utility services to protect
consumers and safeguard the environment while ensuring safe and reliable access to all Californians
(CPUC 2022). Diagnostic meetings will be scheduled with CPUC for all proposed modifications of
crossings to ensure the proposed design meets all railroad, CPUC, agency, and stakeholder needs.
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20.7 Response to Submission 013839 (Jeffery Esquivel, California
Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery, Feb 3, 2026)

20.71 0923

Two closed landfills, one in Vernon and one in Norwalk, have been identified in Section 3.10,
Hazardous Materials and Wastes, of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) within the landfill resource study area (defined in Section 3.10.4.1, Definition
of Resource Study Area). Although these two closed landfills are within the landfill resource study
area and are identified as potential environmental concern sites, they are outside of the project
footprint and, based on their location and current closed status, they have been determined to
present low potential for project-related disturbance and risk of contamination.

As described in Impact HMW-7, incorporation of HMW-IAMF#2, Landfill, would require the
construction contractor to verify that methane protection measures are in place prior to any ground-
disturbing activities for work within 1,000 feet of a landfill.

Section 3.9, Geology, Soils, Seismicity, and Paleontological Resources, of the Draft EIR/EIS identifies
several additional former municipal landfills (closed) and landfills composed of unknown wastes that
are adjacent to the project footprint in Vernon, Pico Rivera, and Santa Fe Springs not identified as
sites of potential environmental concern in the analysis presented in Section 3.10. These sites would
be monitored by the construction contractor (GEO-IAMF#3, Gas Monitoring). As such, Impact
GSSPR-10 concludes that there would not be a significant impact during construction.

If final design activities identify a need for project construction or operation to occur within 1,000 feet
of a landfill facility, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) would comply with all
applicable federal and state laws and regulations related to landfills.

20.7.2 0924

Refer to response to comment #0923 above. No closed or active landfills would be affected by the
project.

The Authority requires coordination with regulatory agencies (including Local Enforcement Agencies)
if unknown contamination (including unpermitted landfills or disposal sites) were discovered during
project construction (refer to Impact HMW-4). HMW-IAMF#4, Known, Suspected, and Unanticipated
Environmental Contamination, requires a Construction Management Plan addressing provisions for
the disturbance and handling of known, suspected, and unanticipated contamination and coordination
with regulatory agencies. HMW-IAMF#2 requires methane protection measures for all work within
1,000 feet of a landfill, including gas detection systems and personnel training.

20.7.3 0925

The Authority has notified agencies of the availability of the Final EIR, including responses to
comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
noticing requirements (at least 10 days prior to the date that the Authority Board will consider
certifying the Final EIR under CEQA). The Authority Board will also consider issuing a combined Final
EIS/Record of Decision under the National Environmental Policy Act.

The California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery will remain on the Los Angeles to
Anaheim Project Section distribution list to receive notification of the availability of any subsequent
environmental documents.
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20.8 Response to Submission 013844 (Maryam Molavi, California Department
of Transportation, District 12, Feb 3, 2026)

20.8.1 0619

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) acknowledges the California Department of
Transportation’s (Caltrans) support for collaboration between state and local agencies,
encouragement for the Authority to coordinate with the Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA), and commitment to prioritizing projects that are equitable and provide meaningful benefits to
historically underserved communities. The Authority will continue to work with Caltrans and other
agencies and stakeholders as the project design advances.

20.8.2 0620

The Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) evaluates
potential impacts that could occur as a result of the project components at the Fullerton Metrolink/
Amtrak Station, including the modifications that would occur as part of construction of the Shared
Passenger Track Alternatives, as well as the new high-speed rail (HSR) components that would be
built with inclusion of the Fullerton HSR Station Option. Where potential impacts are identified, the
Draft EIR/EIS describes the impact avoidance and minimization features (IAMF) that the Authority will
incorporate to avoid or reduce impacts. In cases where the IAMFs would not sufficiently avoid or
reduce impacts, the Draft EIR/EIS sets forth mitigation measures to further address the impacts. For
example, as discussed under Impact TR-8 in Section 3.2, Transportation, of the Draft EIR/EIS, the
Authority will incorporate TR-IAMF#13, Stakeholder Coordination with Transportation Agencies, to
prevent construction from adversely affecting passenger rail service within the corridor and transit
service at passenger rail stations. Through incorporation of TR-IAMF#13, the Authority will work
closely with all agencies that provide freight and passenger rail services or bus services, or maintain
operating rights within the corridor, to ensure that the design, construction, and operation of the

Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section (project section) do not adversely affect service. The
Authority will coordinate with OCTA as part of incorporation of TR-IAMF#13. The contractor will also
identify specific measures in the Construction Management Plan (CMP), as required by TR-IAMF#11,
Maintenance of Transit Access, to maintain passenger rail access and provide safe and adequate
access for passenger rail users during construction. In addition, the CMP will include methods to
minimize construction traffic.

With respect to transit lines that could be affected by the Buena Park Metrolink Station relocation, the
list of transit lines that could be affected under Impact TR-5 in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS has
been revised in the Final EIR/EIS to reflect that OCTA bus route 129 could be affected by installation
of the new bridge at State Route 39 (Beach Boulevard). Refer to Section 16.5.2, Section 3.2:
Transportation, in Chapter 16, Corrections and Additions to the Draft Report, of the Final EIR/EIS for
this revision. The Authority will coordinate with OCTA and other transit agencies to ensure the
relocation of Metrolink stations does not affect existing transit lines from continuing to serve the
stations following relocation.

20.8.3 0621

The Authority will coordinate with the City of Anaheim and other agencies and stakeholders to
manage implementation of the project section and other projects in Anaheim in proximity to Anaheim
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center including, but not limited to, the OCVIBE Project, as the
projects advance.

20.8.4 0622

The Authority acknowledges Caltrans’ support for Complete Streets designs. As discussed under
Impact TR-13 in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the Authority will incorporate TR-IAMF#12,
Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety, which requires the project section design plans to include
specifications for vehicle lanes, passenger loading zones, sidewalks, crosswalks, bike lanes, trails,
bus stops, parking, and intersection controls. These will address how pedestrian and bicycle
accessibility will be provided and maintained. All reconstructed roadways would replace bicycle and
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pedestrian facilities on completion of construction. New and replaced facilities would be designed with
specifications for passenger loading zones, sidewalks, crosswalks, bike lanes, trails, bus stops,
parking, and intersection controls. Incorporation of this IAMF will accommodate the increased number
of pedestrians and bicyclists accessing the HSR station during operation.

20.8.5 0623
Refer to response to comment #0622 above.
20.8.6 0624

The Authority will provide bike parking that is both secure and functional and will incorporate IAMFs to
prevent impacts on bicycle facilities, as well as pedestrian facilities and transit, during project
operation. Refer to response to comment #0622 above for more information on TR-IAMF#12, which
will address potential impacts on bicycle facilities during project operation. The station plans in the
Draft EIR/EIS are conceptual; at this phase of design, they are meant to depict the overall station
programming and access. The station concepts would be refined in later phases of design, in
coordination with the cities and stakeholders. The design of all stations will adhere to applicable
engineering design standards.

20.8.7 0625

The first paragraph on page 4-4 of Appendix 2-C, Buena Park Metrolink Station Relocation Analysis,
of the Draft EIR/EIS has been revised in the Final EIR/EIS to reflect that southbound Beach
Boulevard adjacent to the station alternative site has an existing Class Il bicycle lane. Refer to
Section 16.21, Appendix 2-C: Buena Park Metrolink Station Relocation and Commerce Metrolink
Station Relocation Analysis, in Chapter 16 of the Final EIR/EIS for this revision.

20.8.8 0626

The Authority will incorporate IAMFs to prevent impacts on bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities
during project construction and operation. As discussed under Impact TR-5 in Section 3.2 of the Draft
EIR/EIS, the Authority will incorporate TR-IAMF#2, Construction Transportation Plan; TR-IAMF#4,
Maintenance of Pedestrian Access; TR-IAMF#5, Maintenance of Bicycle Access; TR-IAMF#11;
TR-IAMF#12; and TR-IAMF#13 during project construction. TR-IAMF#2 requires the Authority-
designated contractor to prepare a detailed Construction Transportation Plan for the purpose of
minimizing the impact of construction and construction traffic on adjoining and nearby roadways in
close consultation with the local jurisdiction or property owners having authority over the site.
TR-IAMF#4 requires the Authority-designated contractor to prepare specific CMPs as part of the
Construction Transportation Plan to address maintenance of pedestrian access during the
construction period, to the extent feasible, in accordance with design, safety, and Americans with
Disabilities Act requirements. TR-IAMF#5 requires the Authority-designated contractor to prepare
specific CMPs as part of the Construction Transportation Plan to address maintenance of bicycle
access during the construction period, to the extent feasible, in accordance with design, safety, and
Americans with Disabilities Act requirements. TR-IAMF#11 requires the project contractor to identify
specific measures in the CMP to maintain passenger rail access and provide safe and adequate
access for passenger rail users during construction. TR-IAMF#13 requires the Authority to coordinate
with transit agencies so that bus routes serving the existing and relocated passenger rail stations will
be maintained and rerouted during construction. Refer to response to comment #0622 above for
more information on TR-IAMF#12, which will also address potential impacts on bicycle facilities
during project operation. As discussed under Impact TR-13 in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the
Authority’s incorporation of TR-IAMF#13 would additionally address potential impacts on pedestrian,
bicycle, and transit facilities during project operation.

20.8.9 0627

The Authority acknowledges that any work performed within Caltrans’ right-of-way will require
discretionary review and approval by Caltrans and an encroachment permit. The Authority will
coordinate with Caltrans for any work within Caltrans’ right-of-way.

October 2026 California High-Speed Rail Authority
20-14 | Page Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section Final Project EIR/EIS










1779

1780
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1784

General:

Caltrans is requesting a discussion focusing and elaborating on impacts and applicable
measures associated with proposed work within Caltrans’s right-of-way (ROW) and jurisdiction,
including CEQA significant impact determination. This is to ensure that we can effectively review
and maintain our NEPA and CEQA compliance, and that the project meets our standards before
making any decisions or approvals. The specific locations within Caltrans ROW to be covered
include, but not limited to, where the project crosses Interstate 10 (the Santa Monica Freeway),
Interstate 710 (the Long Beach Freeway), Interstate 5 (the Santa Ana Freeway), and Interstate
605 (the San Gabriel River Freeway).

Section 2- Alternatives:

The scope of work described in Table 2-14 (Modifications to Roadway Crossings) indicates no
modifications to the interstate freeways. No specific improvements within Caltrans’s right-of-way
(ROW) and jurisdiction, especially at overheads and underpasses, are described in this table
and elsewhere in the Draft EIR/EIS. Work under and over these facilities may be subject to
Caltrans’ jurisdiction and need to be discussed in the document. This clarification would help
enable Caltrans to review and adopt the EIR/EIS for our roles as a Responsible and possibly
Cooperating Agency and ensure our CEQA and NEPA compliance before making any decisions
or approvals on the project.

Table 2-24 regarding permits and approvals: There is insufficient information regarding the
scope of work within Caltrans’s ROW to help us determine if FHWA'’s approval would be
required for the encroachment. Given that the project involves work associated with interstate
routes, FHWA'’s approval might be necessary, which would require Caltrans’ NEPA compliance,
in addition to CEQA. Please list Caltrans as a NEPA cooperating agency in the document to
facilitate our adoption of the EIR/EIS and future approval of project’s encroachment permits.

Cultural Resources

Section 3, Table 3.17-6:

We had recommended further consultation with the Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians
(Morales’ group), as they likely wish to be involved in the Section 106 MOA development.
However, no additional consultation was documented. We recommend additional outreach with
the tribe, based on our experience with previous consultations related to the Patsaouras Plaza,
LINK US, and other projects near Los Angeles Union Station.

Additionally, we recommend a revision on page 3.17-75, which currently states “In addition, the
pre-contact/Native American component of P-19-1575/CA-LAN-1575 includes a cemetery.”
This statement is incorrect. While the human remains found at the site include one that was
possibly Native American, the remainder of the skeletons were associated with a historic-era
medical college. Please revise this statement and make necessary corrections in Table 3.17-11
and any other relevant sections of the Draft EIR/EIS, including Appendix 4-B - Section 4(f).

Section 4 - Section 4(f) and Section 6(f):

This section discusses that one resource (P-19-001575/CA-LAN-1575) has been previously
determined NRHP eligible under Criterion D; therefore, it is not a property protected by Section
4(f) (23 C.F.R. Part 774.13(b)(1)). While it is true that CA-LAN-1575/H was determined eligible
for the NRHP under Criterion D, it is also likely eligible under Criterion A. We recommend
pursuing a determination of eligibility under Criterion A for this site and discuss whether or not it
is considered a Section 4(f) resource in this document accordingly. CA-LAN-1575/H may have
value for preservation in place and should be addressed in the Section 4(f) analysis.

“Improving lives and communities through transportation.”
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Noise and Vibration

[1786]

Section 3.4 - Impact N&V-5 (Permanent Exposure of Sensitive Receivers to Noise from Project
Operation; and Construction impacts): There are residential areas adjacent to the 1-605 crossing
that are not identified as noise-sensitive receptors. These residential areas need to be identified
as noise-sensitive receptors and discussion should be added regarding potential permanent and
construction noise impacts to these specific communities. This comment also applies to Section
5 - Community Analysis.

Biological and Aquatic Resources

1787

[1788]

Section 3.7: Measure BIO MM-14 should include a 150-foot buffer zone for songbirds. Measure
BIO MM-15 should specify a 500-foot buffer zone for raptors and require preconstruction
surveys no more than 3 days prior to the start of work. Measure BIO MM-26 should also specify
the preconstruction survey time window for bats and prohibit disturbance to maternity colonies.

Community Analysis

Section 5: This section should include analyses of construction and operational impacts to the
residential areas near the 1-605 crossing and whether impacts associated with work within
Caltrans' jurisdiction would be significant under CEQA, as these communities are adjacent to
Caltrans’ facilities. Applicable avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures should be
included.

Public Transit

1789

1790

Caltrans supports promoting transit improvements and public transit use to aid California in
reaching zero deaths and serious injuries and foster socially and economically vibrant, thriving,
and resilient communities, per the upcoming Caltrans Director’s Transit Policy. The Authority
has adopted objectives and policies in accordance with Section 15124 of the State CEQA
Guidelines, which include objectives that overlap with Caltrans’s mission and goals. There is a
clear statewide need for this Project. The Shared Passenger Track Alternatives would achieve
reduced VMT within Los Angeles and Orange counties, enhance and maximize intercity travel,
and provide economic benefits to the regional communities. We understand that each
Alternative (A and B) contains advantages and disadvantages, but both will result in numerous
benefits for the public and enhance connections to destinations such as airports, transit
networks, and highway networks.

We acknowledge that the Draft EIR/EIS identifies temporary and permanent construction-
related impacts on transit operations; however, the analysis would benefit from additional
clarification regarding the duration and phasing of these impacts, particularly where construction
activities may overlap or extend for longer periods near high-ridership station areas.

We also recommend clarification of coordination efforts with affected transit agencies under TR-
IAMF#13. Specifically, the Draft EIR/EIS should identify transit operators that have been or will
be consulted regarding proposed detours, stop relocations, and service adjustments, and
whether temporary service changes may require additional operational resources, particularly
where project elements intersect with state highway facilities used by transit services or may
otherwise affect transit operations or plans. TR-IAMF#13 in Appendix 2-A does not identify
several major and local transit agencies serving the project corridor, including LA Metro and
Long Beach Transit, which are listed in Table 3.2-14 (Existing Transit Service Along the Los
Angeles to Anaheim Project Section Alignment). For consistency and clarity, Caltrans
recommends revising TR-IAMF#13 to include all transit agencies identified in Table 3.2-14 as
part of the coordination commitments.

“Improving lives and communities through transportation.”
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In addition, we recommend expanding the discussion of access and first- and last-mile
connectivity under TR-IAMF#11 and TR-IAMF#12, particularly with respect to temporarily
relocated bus stops during construction. The Draft EIR/EIS should clarify how safe, accessible,
and clearly signed pedestrian pathways will be maintained throughout construction, especially in
areas with high transit dependency and near station construction zones. Although TR-IAMF#12
appears to address pedestrian and bicycle safety during operations, it does not clearly address
safety and accessibility during other project phases, including construction, that may affect
these facilities.

We encourage ongoing coordination with transit operators throughout design, construction, and
operations, and recommend that the Draft EIR/EIS documents these commitments to ensure
continuity of service.

“Improving lives and communities through transportation.”
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20.9 Response to Submission 013867 (Thoa Le, California Department of
Transportation, District 7, Feb 3, 2026)

20.9.1 1779

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) recognizes the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) as a responsible agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) with authority and jurisdiction over the listed facilities. Table 2-14 in Chapter 2, Alternatives,
of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) describes
potential construction work that may occur at Caltrans facilities. The Authority acknowledges that any
work performed within Caltrans’ right-of-way will require discretionary review and approval by
Caltrans and an encroachment permit. The Authority has coordinated with Caltrans throughout the
development of the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section (project section), including providing
draft Preliminary Engineering for Project Definition (PEPD) plan sets to Districts 7 and 12 for review in
2018 and in 2024, and providing the Administrative Draft EIR/EIS for responsible agency review in
February 2025. The Authority will continue to coordinate with Caltrans throughout the high-speed rail
(HSR) project design to ensure any potential effects on Caltrans facilities are addressed and
modifications to the design are incorporated as appropriate.

20.9.2 1780

The description of proposed work at existing roadway crossings, including interstate freeways, is
accurately captured in Table 2-14 in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS. The Authority acknowledges that
any work performed within Caltrans’ right-of-way will require discretionary review and approval by
Caltrans and an encroachment permit. The Authority will coordinate with Caltrans for any work within
Caltrans’ right-of-way. Table 2-24 accurately reflects Caltrans Encroachment Permits as a required
approval for the project. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this
comment.

20.9.3 1781

Caltrans’ status as a CEQA responsible agency and the description of proposed work at existing
roadway crossings, including interstate freeways, is accurately captured in Table 2-14 in Chapter 2 of
the Draft EIR/EIS. Based on the current design, the Authority does not anticipate Federal Highway
Administration approvals, which would trigger National Environmental Policy Act responsibilities for
Caltrans. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

2094 1782

The Authority notes the recommendation to consult with Anthony Morales, Gabrielefio/Tongva San
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. The commenter refers to this tribe as “Gabrielino Band of Mission
Indians (Morales’ group).”

In Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.17, Cultural Resources, Table 3.17-5 summarizes all outreach efforts
conducted with Native American tribes, including outreach to Mr. Morales. The Gabrielefio/Tongva
San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians contacted the Authority on December 1, 2016, for formal
consultation under CEQA (Assembly Bill 52). Between 2016 and 2020, the Authority reached out six
times to the tribe to provide updates about the project.

No response from Mr. Morales has been received since the initial letter in 2016 in regard to the
project section. The Gabrielefio/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians is not a consulting party
for the Memorandum of Agreement. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to
this comment.

2095 1783

P-19-001575/CA-LAN-1575 includes components from the precontact period consisting of over

20 Native American interments or cremations recovered in 1996, Native American tools, projectile
points, debitage, groundstone, beads, and other artifacts. The historic component consists of 1860s—
1930s Chinatown (structural remains and artifacts), and the remains of the subsequent residential
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neighborhood, El Aliso Winery structural remains, and medical specimens from the University of
Southern California Medical College.

The human remains recovered in 1996 were Native American and a different/earlier discovery from
the medical college remains found in 2018-2019 during the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority’s Patsaouras Plaza project. Both the Native American remains and the
medical specimens were found within the site boundary of P-19-0001575/CA-LAN-1575. For
consistency and to avoid confusion, the term “cemetery” was revised to “human remains” in regard to
the Native American finds in the resource description and Table 3.17-11 in Section 3.17. Refer to
Section 16.5.17, Section 3.17: Cultural Resources, in Chapter 16, Corrections and Additions to the
Draft Report, of the Final EIR/EIS for these revisions.

20.9.6 1784

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) formally evaluated each temporal component of P-19-
001575/CA-LAN-1575/H under all four National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) criteria in 2018 for
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s Link Union Station Project, which will
involve ground-disturbing activities within the boundary of P-19-001575. To support this evaluation,
the FRA also conducted Native American consultation with the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians, the
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, and the Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation.
Consulting tribes have provided comments and information that have contributed to the FRA’s CA-
LAN-1575/H evaluation according to NRHP criteria. The State Historic Preservation Officer concurred
with the FRA's findings by letter dated to September 27, 2018. The Authority has also conducted
consultation efforts for the project section, and no additional information has been received from
tribes about P-19-001575 that would change the previous eligibility determination. No additional
information regarding the context of the site has been identified—either through archaeological
findings, historical research, or consultation with interested parties—that would warrant a reevaluation
of the finding of eligibility under Criterion D. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in
response to this comment.

20.9.7 1785

All noise-sensitive receptors adjacent to the Interstate (I-) 605 crossing within the resource study area
(RSA) boundary, defined in Table 3.4-4 of the Draft EIR/EIS by a screening distance of 700 feet from
the centerline of the rail corridor, were identified and included in the noise analysis. Based on the
results of the analysis, no noise impacts from project operation were identified in the residential areas
adjacent to the 1-605 crossing. Although site-specific assessments of construction noise impacts were
not performed for the Draft EIR/EIS, potential noise impacts were identified in Section 3.4.6.3, Project
Impacts, of the Draft EIR/EIS for this community and for other communities based on the impact
screening distances for construction activities included in Table 3.4-13. Adverse effects from Section
3.4, Noise and Vibration, were evaluated for disproportionately high and adverse effects (DHAE) on
minority and low-income communities in Chapter 5, Community Analysis, Section 5.6.3.3, Noise and
Vibration. Although the majority of communities affected by Shared Passenger Track Alternatives A
and B would be in low-income and minority communities, with implementation of N&V-MM#1,
Construction Noise Mitigation Measures; and N&V-MM#2, Construction Vibration Mitigation
Measures, all construction-period effects would be reduced to have no adverse effects related to
noise and vibration in any community. For operational noise and vibration, because adverse effects
on low-income and minority communities would remain after implementation of N&V-MM#3,
Implement California High-Speed Rail Project Noise Mitigation Guidelines; and N&V-MM#4,
Implement Operational Vibration Mitigation Measures, there would be a DHAE related to noise and
vibration during operation in the McCampbell neighborhood in Pico Rivera, northeast Buena Park,
and central Anaheim. Of these locations, the McCampbell neighborhood in Pico Rivera is closest to
the 1-605 crossing. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.9.8 1786

The stated 75-foot nest buffer zone for song birds in BIO-MM#14, Conduct Preconstruction Surveys
and Delineate Active Nest Buffers Exclusion Areas for Breeding Birds, is consistent with the
Authority’s approach to nest buffer zones for passerine birds. As discussed in Section 3.7, Biological
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and Aquatic Resources, of the Draft EIR/EIS, the project biologist has the discretion to extend nest
buffer zones based on the following text in BIO-MM#14; and BIO-MM#15, Conduct Preconstruction
Surveys and Monitoring for Raptors. BIO-MM#15’s stated 500-foot buffer for raptors is consistent with
the commenter’s recommendation.

BIO-MM#14 states, “Larger buffers may be required if the Project Biologist determines that a larger
buffer is required to prevent nest abandonment.” BIO-MM#15 states, “Nest buffers may be adjusted if
the Project Biologist determines that smaller buffers would be sufficient to avoid impacts on nesting
raptors or if a larger buffer is required to prevent nest abandonment.”

The commenter does not provide a basis for the proposed 150- and 500-foot nest buffer zones or
explain why 75 feet is inadequate. The performance standard for the biologist to exercise discretion
are circumstances where the biologist determines that the nest could become abandoned. Nest buffer
size is therefore based on biological requirements and construction activity rather than standardized
arbitrary requirements.

However, to address the commenter’s concerns about survey timing, both BIO-MM#14 and BIO-
MM#15 have been modified to require nesting bird surveys to be completed as close to the start of
construction activities as possible. Please refer to Section 16.5.7, Section 3.7: Biological and Aquatic
Resources, BIO-MM#14 and BIO-MM#15 of the Final EIR/EIS for these changes.

Through these measures, the project is consistent with the requirements of the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act and California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503 and 3503.5.

Refer to Submission #013819 in this chapter, comments #0569 and 0570, for clarifications regarding
BIO-MM#26, Implement Bat Avoidance and Relocation Measures; preconstruction survey time
window for bats; and avoidance areas surrounding bat hibernacula and maternity areas.

20.9.9 1787

The intent of Chapter 5 is to evaluate whether any minority or low-income communities would
experience a DHAE from implementation of the project alternatives. Section 5.3.4, Methods for
Impact Analysis, describes the methodology of this analysis. Chapter 5’s analysis builds upon the
analyses in Chapter 3, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation
Measures, such as Section 3.2 (Transportation), Section 3.4 (Noise and Vibration), Section 3.10
(Hazardous Materials and Wastes), Section 3.12 (Socioeconomics and Communities), or Section
3.15 (Parks and Recreation). Each section of Chapter 3 evaluates impacts on all properties within the
RSA particular to that topic. Chapter 5 examines whether any of these impacts would
disproportionately affect minority or low-income communities. As depicted on Figure 5-2, the 1-605
crossing is surrounded by block groups 60375023031, 60375023032, 60375026031, 60375026042,
60375027001, and 60375027004. Impacts on these block groups include impacts on unsignalized
intersections during operation (Impact TR-11), temporary exposure of sensitive receivers to
construction noise and vibration (Impacts N&V-1 and N&V-2), handling of hazardous materials within
0.25 mile of a school (Impact HMW-6), residential displacements (Impact SO-2), disruption or division
of existing communities related to community access and displacements during construction (Impact
S0O-1), and diminished access to or use of recreational resources (Impact PR-4). These impacts are
summarized and described at the block group level in Chapter 5; for further detail, please refer to
corresponding sections of Chapter 3. There are no DHAE in these block groups, as described in
Table 5-35. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.9.10 1788

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-GENERAL-04: General Opinions, Opposition, or
Support, in Chapter 18, Standard Responses.

The Authority appreciates Caltrans’ support for transit improvements and its recognition of the
project’s role in advancing statewide mobility, safety, and sustainability goals. The project section
would provide statewide benefits that would align with Caltrans’ missions and goals.
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20.9.11 1789

SOCIO-IAMF#1, Construction Management Plan, and TR-IAMF#2, Construction Transportation Plan,
will address in detail the activities to be carried out in each construction phase. No revisions have
been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.9.12 1790

TR-IAMF#13, Stakeholder Coordination with Transportation Agencies, already states that
coordination will occur with agencies that provide existing or planned bus services, so the Authority
did not list all transit service providers along the corridor in the TR-IAMF#13 description. The
commenter’s requests for items to be discussed during consultation would also be addressed as part
of TR-IAMF#13, as well as by TR-IAMF#2 and TR-IAMF#11, Maintenance of Transit Access. No
revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.9.13 1791

The commenter requests revisions to TR-IAMF#11 and TR-IAMF#12, Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety,
to address transit access and pedestrian and bicycle safety during construction. These elements are
already included in TR-IAMF#2; TR-IAMF#4, Maintenance of Pedestrian Access; and TR-IAMF#5,
Maintenance of Bicycle Access, and are discussed in Section 3.2, Impact TR-5 of the Draft EIR/EIS.
TR-IAMF#2 would require the construction contractor to prepare a Construction Management Plan
that includes provisions for safe vehicular and pedestrian access, as well as scheduled transit access
and safe locations for temporary bus stops. TR-IAMF#4 and TR-IAMF#5 would require the
construction contractor to prepare specific Construction Management Plans that would detail the
maintenance of pedestrian and bicycle access during construction, including wayfinding and signage
and connectivity, to ensure safety and accessibility. Additionally, as discussed in Impact TR-8, TR-
IAMF#13 would require the Authority to continue coordination with appropriate agencies to ensure
existing and planned transit services are maintained throughout construction and operation of the
project. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.
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20.10 Response to Submission 013894 (Barbara McGahey, California
Department of Transportation, District 12, Feb 4, 2026)

20.10.1 2106

A 10.5-foot sidewalk at Douglass Road STA 24+35 is not feasible. The retaining wall cannot be
shifted because of the location of the proposed high-speed rail (HSR) bridge column, as depicted in
STA 25+04, and the proximity of the existing State Route (SR) 57 column foundations. As a result,
there would not be enough room along Douglass Road for the sidewalk width to be increased beyond
what is currently depicted. The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) will coordinate with
local agencies and stakeholders regarding roadway improvements as project design advances.

20.10.2 2107

A 6-foot sidewalk at Service Road is not feasible. The retaining wall cannot be shifted because of the
location of the proposed HSR bridge column, as depicted in STA 21+75. As a result, there would not
be enough room along Service Road for the sidewalk width to be increased beyond what is currently
depicted. The Authority will coordinate with local agencies and stakeholders regarding roadway
improvements as project design advances.

20.10.3 2108

The project is currently at 15 percent design, and the right-of-way information presented in the
Preliminary Engineering for Project Definition (PEPD) is based on as-builts or geographic information
system data that the Authority has received from cities or is publicly available. Some sheets within the
PEPD delineate California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) right-of-way based on data
available to the Authority, but at this location of Beach Boulevard, the configuration of the roadway
makes it difficult to determine the Caltrans versus city boundaries based on the available data. The
Authority will request detailed Caltrans right-of-way information in future phases of design in order to
delineate Caltrans boundaries where needed.

20.10.4 2109

The environmental footprint reflects the potential area of impact associated with the proposed bridge
widening required for the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Section (project section) northbound track.
At the time of preparation of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS), no permanent modifications to the southbound lanes of Beach Boulevard, such as
changes to lane configuration or roadway widening, are proposed as part of the project.

20.10.5 2110
The Authority contacted the commenter on March 5, 2026, and provided the requested materials.
20.10.6 2111

The official species lists are included as an Appendix B of the Los Angeles to Anaheim Project
Section Biological and Aquatic Resources Technical Report. The official species lists are dated
February 20, 2025, because they were assembled prior to publishing the Draft EIR/EIS in December
2025 and were the most current version prior to assembly. No revisions have been made to the Draft
EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.10.7 2112

The Authority contacted the Caltrans commenter on March 5, 2026, and provided the requested
materials.

Preconstruction surveys for bats will be completed as part of the mitigation measures for bats,
specifically BIO-MM#25, Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Special-Status Bat Species; and BIO-
MM#26, Implement Bat Avoidance and Relocation Measures, in Section 3.7.7, Mitigation Measures,
of the Draft EIR/EIS. Additionally, should any nonbreeding or nonhibernating individuals be found
during surveys, BIO-MM#27, Implement Bat Exclusion and Deterrence Measures, would also be
implemented. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.
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20.10.8 2113

The Authority contacted the commenter on March 5, 2026, regarding this request. Per those
communications, the Authority does not have higher-resolution versions of the biological resource
study area (RSA) figures beyond those presented in the Draft EIR/EIS and supporting biological
technical reports.

20.10.9 2114
The Authority contacted the commenter on March 5, 2026, and provided the requested materials.
20.10.10 2115

The Authority acknowledges there are no comments or concerns from Caltrans District 12 on the
impact avoidance and minimization features (IAMF) and mitigation measures in Section 3.17, Cultural
Resources. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.10.11 2116
The Authority contacted the commenter on March 9, 2026, and provided the requested materials.
20.10.12 2117

The Authority determined the appropriate RSA for paleontological resources is the project footprint
plus a 150-foot buffer around the project footprint, per the Authority’s Environmental Methodology
Guidelines, Version 5.11 (2022). The RSA also extends subsurface below the project footprint to
include geological units below the horizontal RSA that project construction or operation may
encounter. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.10.13 2118

The curation facility will be decided during final design. Cooper Lab in Orange County and the Natural
History Museum in Los Angeles will be considered and the Authority acknowledges Caltrans District
12’s preference for these facilities. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to
this comment.

20.10.14 2119
The Authority contacted the commenter on March 9, 2026, and provided the requested materials.
20.10.15 2120

Resource P-30-120020 is discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.17. It is assumed to be National
Register of Historic Places eligible under Criterion D, and will undergo phased study in accordance
with the stipulations included in the Programmatic Agreement and Memorandum of Agreement. As a
confidential property, it is not included on the current engineering plans. Regarding paleontological
resources, the commenter is correct in stating that this area has low potential for paleontological
resources.

20.10.16 2121

As discussed in Section 3.17.6, Affected Environment, in Section 3.17, there are no known cultural
historic properties in the vicinity of SR 91 in the area of potential effects. Regarding paleontological
resources, the commenter is correct in stating that this area has low potential for paleontological
resources.

20.10.17 2122

As discussed in Section 3.17.6, there are no known cultural historic properties in the vicinity of SR 57
in the area of potential effects. Regarding paleontological resources, the commenter is correct in
stating that this area has low potential for paleontological resources.
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20.10.18 2123

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-GENERAL-02: Consideration of Plans and Projects, in
Chapter 18, Standard Responses.

Design plans in Volume 3.3A, General and State College Grade Separations (By OCTA), of the Draft
EIR/EIS for State College Boulevard were prepared by the Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA) and the City of Anaheim.

20.10.19 2124

The Authority will coordinate with local agencies and stakeholders regarding pedestrian and bicycle
facilities within the local right-of-way.

20.10.20 2125

Property boundaries will be further defined as the design advances. For public right-of-way in Volume
3.1, General, Track Alignment, and Right-of-Way, of the Draft EIR/EIS (Sheet Number 332 Drawing
Number RW-M1581 crosses Beach Boulevard SR 39, Sheet Number 357 Drawing Number RW-
M1606 crosses SR 91, and Sheet Number 374 Drawing Number RW-M1623 crosses SR 57), it is
anticipated that temporary and permanent easements would be required. Specific easement needs
would be confirmed during later stages of design. The public right-of-way is depicted separately from
private right-of-way (which includes Assessor’s Parcel Numbers) to distinguish ownership and
indicate potential areas of impact. Duration of temporary construction easements will be determined
as the design advances.

20.10.21 2126

1. HSR trains would operate on existing OCTA-owned and Southern California Regional Rail
Authority—maintained tracks that pass below SR 91. The existing vertical clearance from the top of rail
and the soffit of SR 91 is approximately 23 to 24 feet, and the proposed project design would not alter
this condition. Under the Authority’s current design standard, HSR trainsets will be approximately
15.5 feet high, which can be accommodated under the existing clearance.

2a. The cross section for this location is in Section VV-VV on TT-D3031 in Volume 3.1 of the Draft
EIR/EIS.

2b. The vertical clearance between the proposed track (top of rail) and the soffit of SR 57 is 24 feet.

2c. The existing rail bridge over Douglass Road will remain in place. A new two-track bridge to
accommodate the HSR tracks and passenger platform will be built south of the existing structure,
which will require a reprofiling of Douglass Road. The roadway design for this modification is included
in Volume 3.3, General and Grade Separations, of the Draft EIR/EIS.

20.10.22 2127

Cross-Sections B through D on Drawing Number CV-T3581 intersect the Caltrans right-of-way
perpendicularly, so the Caltrans right-of-way line would not appear on those sections. The Caltrans
right-of-way is only applicable to Section E on Drawing Number CV-T3581 and is depicted on the
current plans.

20.10.23 2128

The existing and proposed cross slopes are depicted on Drawing Number CV-T3581, Volume 3.3 of
the Draft EIR/EIS.

20.10.24 2129

There is no existing northbound sidewalk on Douglass Road STA 23+35, so no removal would be
required. As depicted on Drawing Number CV-T3581, existing conditions would be maintained.

20.10.25 2130

Refer to response to comment #2106 above.
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20.10.26 2131

The font size for station callouts is consistent with the Authority’s 2019 CADD Guidelines Technical
Memorandum 1.1.5. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.10.27 2132

The northbound Douglass Avenue sidewalk will match the existing sidewalk conditions. The cross
section is taken at the intersection of Service Road and Douglass Road and is not visible in the cross
section.

20.10.28 2133

The existing Caltrans right-of-way is depicted on Drawing Number CV-T1586, near Service Road
STA 23+00, in Volume 3.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

20.10.29 2134

The Authority acknowledges that a separate letter was submitted by the Caltrans Local Development
Review team. A separate response was prepared. Please refer to Submission 013844 in this chapter.

20.10.30 2135

The commenter is correct in stating that the Buena Park Metrolink Station would be relocated
between South Coyote Creek and Beach Boulevard. The Buena Park Metrolink Station would be
approximately 0.75 mile northwest of its current location.

20.10.31 2136

Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR/EIS analyzes potential impacts on planned
development and transportation improvements identified in local and regional plans. The project
design would not prevent the reinstallation of the existing or implementation of future facilities
identified in Buena Park. Under Shared Passenger Track Alternative A, no existing or planned bicycle
facilities would be modified in a manner that would conflict with adopted plans or policies. With
incorporation of TR-IAMF#2, Construction Transportation Plan; TR-IAMF#4, Maintenance of
Pedestrian Access; TR-IAMF#5, Maintenance of Bicycle Access; TR-IAMF#11, Maintenance of
Transit Access; TR-IAMF#12, Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety; and TR-IAMF#13, Stakeholder
Coordination with Transportation Agencies, potential impacts on transit, pedestrian, and bicycle
facilities would be avoided during construction and operation.

20.10.32 2137

The intent of Chapter 5, Community Analysis, is to evaluate disproportionately high and adverse
effects (DHAE) on minority and low-income communities within RSAs. Section 5.4.3, Disadvantaged
Communities, describes how the Authority incorporated CalEnviroScreen 4.0 criteria. Applicable
avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures from each resource topic are considered in this
methodology. DHAE are summarized in Section 5.7, Summary of Disproportionately High and
Adverse Effects Prior to Consideration of Measures to Minimize Harm.

Block groups along SR 39 (Beach Blvd) in Buena Park include 60591106032, 60591106034,
60591106042, 60591106043, 60591106061, 60591106072, and 60591106073. Table 5-5 in Section
5.3.1.2, Identifying the Resource Study Areas, lists the block groups and RSA each block group is
included in. Impacts on these block groups include diminished access to or use of recreational
resources (Impact PR-4), temporary exposure of sensitive receivers to construction noise and
vibration (Impacts N&V-1 and N&V-2), permanent exposure of sensitive receivers to operational noise
and vibration (Impacts N&V-4 and N&V-5), handling of hazardous materials within 0.25 mile of a
school (Impact HMW-6), impacts on visual quality during operation (Impact AVQ-3), temporary
impacts from use of heavy construction equipment (Impact EMF/EMI-1), temporary impacts from
operation of electrical equipment (Impact EMF/EMI-3), and permanent interference with sensitive
equipment (Impact EMF/EMI-9). These impacts are summarized and described at the block group
level in Chapter 5; for further detail, please refer to corresponding sections of Chapter 3, Affected
Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation Measures.
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Operational vibration from all alternatives and HSR station options would have a DHAE on minority
communities residing in block groups 60591106072 and 60591106073, directly adjacent the HSR
alignment near SR 39. To reduce impacts, the Authority would implement N&V-MM#4, Implement
Operational Vibration Mitigation Measures, which includes vehicle suspension enhancements, special
track support systems, building modifications, and other measures. Although N&V-MM#4 will reduce
vibration impacts, adverse effects would remain. Therefore, operational vibration from all alternatives
and HSR station options would have a DHAE in minority communities in these block groups. These
block groups correspond with Senate Bill (SB) 535 disadvantaged communities displayed on
CalEnviroScreen 4.0.

To reduce effects on minority and low-income communities identified in Chapter 5, the Authority will
incorporate CA-IAMF#1, Authority Community Ombudsperson and Contractor's Community Liaison,
which would create a community ombudsperson position to address the needs of adversely affected
communities. For further detail, refer to Section 5.8, Community Analysis—Specific Measures to
Minimize Harm.

No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.
20.10.33 2138

The Authority will coordinate with Caltrans and other agencies and stakeholders to manage
implementation of the project section and other projects in Anaheim in proximity to the Buena Park
Metrolink Station Relocation as the project advances. HSR design and construction will adhere to
applicable codes, design standards, and recommendations including Caltrans Design Standards.

20.10.34 2139

As it pertains to pedestrian and bicycle access to stations, the Authority is incorporating LU-IAMF#2,
Station Area Planning and Local Agency Coordination, which includes designing stations to enhance
pedestrian and bicycle access. As discussed under Impact TR-5 in Section 3.2, Transportation, of the
Draft EIR/EIS, the Authority will incorporate TR-IAMF#2, TR-IAMF#4, TR-IAMF#5, TR-IAMF#11, TR-
IAMF#12, and TR-IAMF#13. TR-IAMF#2 requires implementation of a traffic control plan to
implement elements such as providing for safe pedestrian and bicycle access or detours. TR-IAMF#4
and TR-IAMF#5 require the Authority-designated contractor to prepare specific Construction
Management Plans as part of the Construction Transportation Plan to address maintenance of
pedestrian and bicycle access during the construction period, to the extent feasible, in accordance
with design, safety, and Americans with Disabilities Act requirements. TR-IAMF#11 requires the
Authority-designated contractor to prepare specific Construction Management Plans to maintain
transit access and safe and adequate access for transit users during construction. TR-IAMF#12
requires the contractor to provide a technical memorandum describing how pedestrian and bicycle
accessibility and safety will be provided and maintained across the HSR corridor to and from stations.
TR-IAMF#13 requires the Authority to coordinate with transit agencies so that bus routes serving the
existing and relocated passenger rail stations will be maintained and rerouted during construction.

20.10.35 2140

The Authority acknowledges Caltrans’ support for collaboration between state and local agencies and
encouragement for the Authority to coordinate with OCTA on its Beach Boulevard Corridor Study.
The commenter refers to impacts on bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit from a proposed
overcrossing. The relocated Buena Park Metrolink Station design does not propose any new
overcrossings, nor would it modify Beach Boulevard in any way. The Authority will continue to work
with OCTA and stakeholders to ensure the relocated Buena Park Metrolink Station does not preclude
future plans for Beach Boulevard.

20.10.36 2141

HSR trains would operate on the existing tracks that cross under SR 91. There are no proposed
modifications to the SR 91 overcrossing beyond the installation of the overhead contact system. The
project would not introduce new vertical or horizontal constraints from the HSR track alignment. The
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Authority will continue to coordinate with Caltrans and other agencies and stakeholders on the
installation of the overhead contact system as the project design advances.

20.10.37 2142

Regarding Chapter 5’s incorporation of CalEnviroScreen information, please refer to the response to
comment #2137 above. Block groups along SR 91 in north Anaheim and south Fullerton include
60590116021, 60590116022, 60590864041, 60590864043, 60590865011, and 60590865021 (refer
to Table 5-5 and Figure 5-2). Impacts on these block groups include permanent exposure of sensitive
receivers to operational vibration (Impact N&V-5), handling of hazardous materials within 0.25 mile of
a school (Impact HMW-6), continuous permanent impacts on signalized intersections (Impact TR-10),
continuous permanent impacts on roadway segments (Impact TR-12), construction near sites of
potential environmental concern or Cortese List sites (Impact HMW-4), and operational delays to
emergency response times (Impact SS-12). These impacts are summarized and described at the
block group level in Chapter 5; for further detail, please refer to corresponding sections of Chapter 3.
As discussed in Section 5.6.3.2, Air Quality, these block groups are not affected by localized air
quality—exposure to diesel particulate matter (health risk) (Impact AQ-15), but would be affected by
potential regional air quality impacts, discussed in Section 3.3, Air Quality and Global Climate
Change.

Operational vibration from all alternatives and HSR station options would have a DHAE on minority
communities residing in block groups 60590116021, 60590116022 and 60590865021, directly
adjacent to the HSR alignment near SR 91. To reduce impacts, the Authority would implement N&V-
MM#4, which includes vehicle suspension enhancements, special track support systems, building
modifications, and other measures. Although N&V-MM#4 will reduce vibration impacts, adverse
effects would remain. Therefore, operational vibration from all alternatives and HSR station options
would have a DHAE in minority communities in block groups 60590116021, 60590116022, and
60590865021. These block groups correspond with SB 535 disadvantaged communities displayed on
CalEnviroScreen 4.0.

The Orange County North Basin site is a Superfund site (listed in September 2020) that features a
contaminated groundwater plume that extends to mixed residential, commercial, and industrial areas
in Anaheim, Fullerton, and Placentia, and has affected the Orange County Groundwater Basin. This
Superfund site is likely associated with Autonetics/Raytheon at 311 S Highland Avenue and Fullerton
Manufacturing/Raytheon at 310 E Walnut Avenue in the southeast and downtown neighborhoods of
Fullerton. The site includes block group 60590116022 (minority), west of the HSR alignment and
north of SR 91 in Fullerton and Anaheim. Even with HMW-IAMF#1, Property Acquisition Phase | and
Phase Il Environmental Site Assessments, Additional Preconstruction Investigations, and Associated
Actions to Control Site Contamination; HMW-IAMF#3, Work and Vapor Barriers; HMW-IAMF#4,
Known, Suspected, and Unanticipated Environmental Contamination; HMW-IAMF#6, Spill
Prevention; HMW-IAMF#9, Environmental Management System; and GEO-IAMF#3, Gas Monitoring,
risks associated with construction near the Superfund site represent an adverse impact on minority
communities in block group 60590116022. This block group corresponds with SB 535 disadvantaged
communities displayed on CalEnviroScreen 4.0.

No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.
20.10.38 2143

Refer to response to comment #2141 above.

20.10.39 2144

Refer to response to comment #2141 above.

20.10.40 2145

The commenter is correct that HSR station platforms and other facilities and improvements would be
added to Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC).
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20.10.41 2146

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-Section 3.12 SOCIO-01: Relocations, Right-of-Way
Process, Eminent Domain, in Chapter 18.

Regarding Chapter 5’s incorporation of CalEnviroScreen information, please refer to the response to
comment #2137 above. Block groups near SR 57 and ARTIC include 60590761041, 60590761043,

60590761051, 60590762041, 60590762042, and 60590863036. Some of these block groups (north

of Taft Avenue/Ball Road, and east of the Santa Ana River) correspond with SB 535 disadvantaged

communities displayed on CalEnviroScreen 4.0.

No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.
20.10.42 2147

Block groups near SR 57 and ARTIC include 60590761041, 60590761043, 60590761051,
60590762041, 60590762042, and 60590863036. Table 5-5 in Section 5.3.1.2 lists the block groups
and the RSA the block group is included in. Impacts on these block groups include continuous
permanent impacts on signalized intersections (Impact TR-10), temporary exposure of sensitive
receivers to construction noise (Impact N&V-1), disruption or division of existing communities related
to community access and displacements during construction (Impact SO-1), effects on visual quality
during operations (Impact AVQ-3), and business displacements and relocations (Impact SO-3). As
discussed in Section 5.6.3.2, these block groups are not affected by operational localized air quality—
exposure to diesel particulate matter (health risk) (Impact AQ-15). There are no DHAE in these block
groups, as described in Table 5-35.

However, all communities along the alignment could experience both adverse and beneficial air
quality impacts from project construction and operation. Adverse effects include temporary direct and
indirect impacts on air quality within the applicable air basin (Impact AQ-1), temporary direct impacts
on implementation of an applicable air quality plan (Impact AQ-2), and temporary direct and indirect
impacts on global climate change—greenhouse gas emissions (Impact AQ-3). As discussed in
Section 3.3, Air Quality and Global Climate Change (Impacts AQ-4, AQ-5, AQ-6, AQ-11, AQ-12, AQ-
13, AQ-14, and AQ-16), project operation would also result in regional air quality benefits. These
benefits are associated with a decrease in vehicle miles traveled from travel mode shifts: from
vehicles and aircraft to HSR (which has fewer emissions relative to these other modes of
transportation). Section 3.3 summarizes these impacts.

Additionally, Chapter 5 summarizes these impacts at the block group level.
No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.
20.10.43 2148

Impacts on the SR 57 ramps are discussed under Impact TR-14 in the Draft EIR/EIS. An increase to
the westbound Katella Avenue on-ramp is expected to exceed the transportation impact threshold in
the AM peak hour. However, implementation of TRAN-MM#7, Add Lane to State Route 57/
Westbound Katella Avenue Southbound On-Ramp, would provide lane capacity for vehicles exiting
SR 57 from Katella Avenue, reducing queue length exceeding the impact threshold. As for local
roadways near ARTIC, as discussed in Impact TR-11, three signalized intersections in the vicinity of
ARTIC would exceed the impact threshold in the Horizon Year 2040 Plus Project scenario. TRAN-
MM#2, Restripe Intersections; and TRAN-MM#4, Add Exclusive Turn Lanes to Intersections, would
reduce adverse effects at the affected intersections to below the threshold. The HSR project would
not modify intersections along the SR 57 corridor or affect access to the Santa Ana River and would
not preclude Caltrans from implementing any planned bicycle and pedestrian improvements.

20.10.44 2149

As discussed under Impact TR-1, construction would temporarily affect access to and circulation
around the project site, and construction-related trips may affect freeway facilities. Incorporation of
TR-IAMF#1, Protection of Public Roadways During Construction; TR-IAMF#2; TR-IAMF#3, Off-Street
Parking for Construction-Related Vehicles; TR-IAMF#6, Restriction on Construction Hours;
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TR-IAMF#7, Construction Truck Routes; and TR-IAMF#8, Construction During Special Events, will
avoid or minimize adverse effects related to access and circulation. As discussed under Impact TR-7
and Impact TR-14, there would be no impacts during construction or operation on freeway mainline
segments, including Interstate 5.

Introduction of HSR service would provide an alternative mode of travel and would shift intercity travel
from automobiles to reliable HSR. This would reduce vehicle miles traveled and limit traffic on
Interstate 5.

20.10.45 2150

The comment appears to request a change to an IAMF, namely AQ-IAMF#1, Fugitive Dust
Emissions. The comment requests that this IAMF be revised to reflect incorporation of two rules set
forth by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (Rules 402 and 403).

Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.3.2, Laws, Regulations, and Orders, identifies these and numerous other
SCAQMD rules as part of the rules and regulations that may be applicable to the project. Because the
Authority has acknowledged these rules, and because the Authority has developed IAMFs to apply
statewide (in other words, in areas outside SCAQMD jurisdiction), the Authority has not changed AQ-
IAMF#1 at this time. However, at SCAQMD'’s request, the Final EIR/EIS includes revisions to Draft
EIR/EIS Section 3.3.2 to include other SCAQMD rules that may apply to the project (including 1110.2,
1166, 1401, 1466, and 1470). Refer to Final EIR/EIS Section 16.5.3, Section 3.3: Air Quality and
Global Climate Change, for these revisions.

20.10.46 2151

Construction diesel fuel vehicles would be required to comply with Title 13 of the California Code of
Regulations Section 2485, which restricts diesel engine idling to no more than 5 minutes at any
location. No revisions have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS in response to this comment.

20.10.47 2152

The comment asserts that implementation of a transportation mitigation measure would result in a
need for additional analysis as well as a determination of transportation conformity. The Authority
respectfully disagrees with these assertions.

Impact TR-14 concludes that operation of HSR would result in queue length increases along one
freeway on-ramp. TRAN-MM#7 calls for a reconfiguration of the affected on-ramp and merge area
that would reduce queue lengths. As described in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.2.8, NEPA Impacts
Summary; and Section 3.2.9, CEQA Significance Conclusions, Impact TR-14 is only an impact under
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), not the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Under Section 176 of the Clean Air Act, federally supported transportation activities must be reviewed
for conformity with the applicable air quality management plan. Transportation conformity regulations
are set forth at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 93, subpart A. Per 40 CFR Part
93.102(a)(iii), transportation conformity is required for projects approved, funded, or implemented by
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), or both.
Notably, per 40 CFR 93.102.(a)(2), individual projects that are not FHWA or FTA projects are not
subject to conformity determinations unless “regionally significant” as defined at 40 CFR Part 93.101.

No approval, funding, or implementation from FHWA or FTA is anticipated for this proposed ramp
reconfiguration. Moreover, the project is relatively minor in scale and thus appears to fall short of the
exception at 40 CFR Part 93.121 for “regionally significant projects” to be subject to transportation
conformity even in the absence of FHWA or FTA approvals or funding. The Authority anticipates that
the improvements required under TRAN-MM#7 would be exempt under “projects that correct,
improve, or eliminate a hazardous location or feature” (40 CFR Part 93.126 Table 2 - Exempt
Projects.)

Accordingly, the project does not appear to be subject to transportation conformity or any of the
associated analytical requirements; the requested revisions to Impact TR-14 are therefore not
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warranted. However, the Authority will continue coordination with Caltrans during project design to
ensure that the project improvements comply with all pertinent federal, state, and local requirements.

Notwithstanding, as set forth in TRAN-MM#7, the reconfiguration would be designed in accordance
with pertinent Caltrans standards; final improvement plans would be subject to Caltrans’ approval.

20.10.48 2153

Refer to Standard Response LAA-Response-Section 3.2 TRAN-02: Design of Traffic Mitigation
Measures, in Chapter 18.

Please refer to the response to comment #2152 above. The Authority anticipates that the proposed
improvements to the on-ramp in question would be exempt from 40 CFR Part 93.126 as a project
“that correct(s), improve, or eliminate a hazardous location or feature” (Table 2, 40 CFR Part 93.126).
Accordingly, the proposed improvements do not appear to be subject to transportation conformity or
any of the associated analytical requirements. In addition, per Volume 1, Chapter 13 (Energy) of
Caltrans’ Standard Environmental Reference, an energy analysis report or memorandum would not
be required for exempt projects. However, the Authority will continue coordination with Caltrans
during project design to ensure that the project improvements comply with all pertinent federal, state,
and local requirements.

20.10.49 2154
The Authority contacted the commenter on March 5, 2026, and provided the requested materials.
20.10.50 2155

Potential noise impacts from HSR operations were assessed at all sensitive receptors within the
RSAs defined in Table 3.4-4 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Based on the results of the assessment, noise
impacts were not identified at sensitive receptors in areas near where the HSR alignment crosses the
state’s right-of way. For soundwall mitigation, the Authority has established a reasonableness
allowance of $95,000 (2018) per benefited residence in the noise and vibration mitigation guidelines
that have been applied to all HSR project sections statewide. In this case, increasing the allowance to
$170,000 is not necessary given that mitigation does not need to be considered for any of the areas
near the state’s right-of-way.
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