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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA UPDATE:
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES




BOARD CONCURRENCE

September 17, 2019

The Authority Board concurred with staff’s

recommendations to identify Alternative A and

Alternative 4 as the Preferred Alternatives for the
Northern California project sections.

» |dentifying the PA does not constitute the adoption or

approval of a preferred alternative for final design or
construction.

* All alternatives will be analyzed at an equal level of
detail and described in the published Draft EIR/EIS.
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(@) CALIFORNIA High-Speed Rail Authority

RESOLUTION #HSRA 19-08
Preferred

Staff

(NEPA) for the San Francisco to San
Jose Project Section Draft Environmental impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement

Whereas, pursuant to Section 327 of Title 23 of the United States Code, effectve July 23, 2010, 3
Memorandum of Understanding was signed between the Federal Rairoad Administration (FRA) and the

State of California that assigned the FRA's respossibiities 25 lead agency under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 10 the Authority (NEPA Assignment),

Whereas, the California High-Speed Rail Authortty (Authority) has conducted prelminary engneering and

environmental analyss to a level sufficient 1o describe the comparative benefits and chalienges of the
two project alternatives (Altematives A and 8) for the San Francisco 1o San Jose Project Section
Whereas, the Aut

ety has briefed the reguatory agencies, local governments, shared the
recommendations with the Local Policymaker Group and City/County Staff Coordinating Group, and
conducted stakehoider working group meetings and open houses in the cties of San Francisco, Redwood

Gity, Brisbane, Burlingame, Millbrae and Santa Clara to seek input, which was carefully considered,

Whereas, the preliminary analyses indicate that Alternative A appears most ikely to best meet the project
objectives while ais0 inCorporating stakeholder input and minemizing effects to envronmental and
community resources.

Whereas, the Authority Board has delegated to staff the authority to develop the Draft Enviroamental
Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS)

Whereas, the Authority Board has retained authority 10 ideatify 3 preferred alternative in the Draft
ER/EIS,

Whereas, staff has identified the public transparency benefits of identfying a NEPA preferred ahernative
in the forthcoming San Francisco to San Jose Project Section Draft EIR/EIS;

Whereas, the dentification of a preferred slternative at this tme & not an mplementation dectsion by
the Authorty Board and allows for full consideration of all the effects of the project alternatives
considered in the ongoing enviroamental process; and,

Whereas, the Authorkty recognizes ¢

function of the forthcoming San Francisco to San Jose Project
Section Draft EIR/ESS is to provide full environmental analysis and t0 elick public comments prior to the

Authortty making any approval of implementation decksion regarding any alternative
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CREATING OPPORTUNITIES FOR NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

Mayor San Liccardo | San Jose

BOARD ADOPTS PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES

SAN JOSE HIGH-SPEED RAIL BOARD MEETING - SEPTEMBER 17, 2019

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5 [pM8u2a k



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5_jbM8u2a_k

KEY OUTREACH THEMES

SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION

«  Passing tracks
Support for fewer displacements with Alternative A
Accommaodate future Caltrain services planning
Construction costs lower now than in future

Brisbane Light Maintenance Facility (LMF)

Concerns from City of Brisbane and Brisbane Baylands
developer about LMF impacts on proposed development

Interest in workforce development opportunities with the
LMF and system construction
»  Coordination with Caltrain Business Plan service
vision planning and other concurrent projects (e.g.,
Downtown Extension in SF)

 Interest in grade separations to reduce noise, traffic,
and safety concerns
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California High-Speed Rail Authority

gan Francisco f0
san Jose Project

Section

preferred Alternative outreach
Summary Report

septembe[ 2019



KEY OUTREACH THEMES -

SAN JOSE TO MERCED PROJECT SECTION e

California High- -Speed Rail Authority

San Jose t0 to Merced
Project Section

«  Support for Valley-to-Valley & Phase 1 service

Desire for downtown Gilroy High-Speed Rail
station to support intermodal transit connections |
Preferre ed Alternative Outre poch

« Desire for a station in the Los Banos area \ e mary Report

e Support minimized residential and commercial
displacements

 Desire for grade separations based on concerns
regarding safety, traffic, noise, and emergency
vehicle response time

«  Community cohesion across rail corridor
* Noise effects and mitigations in Draft EIR/EIS
 Interface with historic and cultural resources




2020/2021 LOOKAHEAD

February April
2020 Business Plan

Draft Final
September Spring Spring & Summer
Environmental
Milestones
Preferred Alternative Draft EIR/S Final EIR/S & ROD
Open Houses and Summer Spring Spring & Summer
Public Hearing
Open Open Houses Public
Houses & Hearing Comment
Spring Summer Fall Spring

Community Working
Group Meetings

Ongoing
Outreach

EIR/S = Environmental Impact Report/Statement
ROD = Record of Decision SF-SJ SJ-M




2019 SUSTAINABILITY REPORT




2019 SUSTAINABILITY REPORT

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL




A TOP-RANKED PROGRAM

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL
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5-Star Project
GRESB Infrastructure Assessment




CREATING OPPORTUNITIES FOR CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

512 3.074 402

Small Business Construction Workers 53 Disadvantaged

Participants Dispatched LILELE

Disabled Dispatched

Veteran

O Busine;s 0
167 54 /O Er(ltDe\r/rl)BrE)es 97 /O

Disadvantaged California Firms/
Communities Workers

Expenditures in Investment in

Disadvantaged Business
Enterprises (DBE)

129 99.89%

Small Businesses Located in Local Procurement
Disadvantaged Communities (U.S.-based businesses)

A\

12



CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

NOx

Nitrogen Oxide
59,522 Ibs.

3

TYPICAL
FLEET

54% LESS

27,190 lbs.

ROG

Reactive Organic Gas
5,539 Ibs.

¥

58% LESS

2,318 lbs.

PM

Particulate Matter
3,442 |bs.

.v

43% LESS

1,964 lbs.

BC

Black Carbon
2,650 Ibs.

.

43% LESS

1,513 lbs.

2018 criteria air pollutants emitted and avoided
Typical California fleet vs. high-speed rail construction fleet




CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

Reducing Air Pollution

Tier 4 Equipment:
Reduces Nitrogen Oxide,
Carbon Monoxide and
Particulate Matter

Avoids Black Carbon

On- and Off-Road Vehicles: Actions That Offset
Emissions Produced Air Quality Emissions

Offsetting construction air quality emissions through
Voluntary Emissions Reductions Agreement (VERA)




CONSTRUCTION RECYCLING - 2018

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

Material Quantity (in tons)

10,301 Recyled/Reused Concrete 6,044 Recycled Organics
. 691 Recyled/Reused Asphalt . 2,936 Mixed Recycling
. 716 Recycled Mixed Metals . 2,948 Mixed Landfill
. 714 Recycled Wood 24,350 Total Tons Handled

21,400 Tons Recycled




URBAN FORESTRY PROGRAM

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

Nearly 1,000 trees planted in Northern California &
Over 6,000 trees to be planted statewide



LAND PRESERVATION

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

Habitat and agricultural land preservation

2,680 acres 1,200 acres 273 acres
Habitat Preserved Agricultural Land Agricultural
and Restored Protected Land Secured
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ALL ELECTRIC TRAINS

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL
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Clean, electric trains, running on renewable energy




ACCESS PLANNING

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL

Origin _— R
First-Mile & ' High-Speed Rail & Last-Mile
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An end-to-end journey solution
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Headquarters

California High-Speed Rail Authority
770 L Street, Suite 620
Sacramento, CA 95814
www.hsr.ca.gov
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Northern California Regional Office

California High-Speed Rail Authority
100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 300

San Jose, CA 95113




