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Presentation Notes
High Desert Corridor Overview
HDC Alternatives/Variations
Ramps (Types of ramps)
Configuration (How they will work with the other components)
Environmental Study/Process
Graphic/Schedule 
List of studies
Key Findings (Noise, Visual, Traffic, Air Quality, Biological)
Public Outreach
Variation Workshops
Draft EIS/EIR Public Review 
Next Steps 






Handouts: 
 35 Ramp map - AA
 35 Caltrans maps - Karl
 35 Overview FS & Business Cards – Danielle  
Individual Collateral Packages

Rail Alternative Analysis – Completed April 2014 
Review of Technical Studies – Ongoing, Spring 2014 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document – Summer 2014 
Public Hearings – Fall 2014
Final Environmental Document – Spring 2015
Record of Decision/Notice of Determination – Winter 2015 
 Complete as we are at the end of Spring by the time we release this BB



HDC Project Partner Agencies

Metro

Caltrans

Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
HDC Joint Powers Authority (JPA)
SANBAG

SCAG

Victorville

Adelanto
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San Bernardino County
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Presentation Notes
Large and diverse set of partner agencies.
Add list of coordinating agencies:
FAA
NASA
LAWA
Army Corps of Engineers
FRA
CHSR
XpressWest
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HDC Purpose and Need

e Address recent and future population growth

* Increase capacity of east-west transportation facilities
 Improve travel safety and reliability

 Improve the regional goods movement network

* Provide improved access and connectivity to regional
transportation facilities, including airports and the existing
and future passenger rail systems

e Contribute to state greenhouse gas reduction goals
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Presentation Notes
Metro Board Action – March 2012
Recognized the HDC as a Strategic Multipurpose Corridor that can accommodate 
	highway, 
	energy production and 
	high speed rail feeder service
	Capitalize on Desert Xpress, High Speed Rail  and Goods Movement Long Range Planning
Looks at sustainable solutions
	Energy opportunities for a self sufficient facility
Bike route



HDC Corridor and Variations
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Connects Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties
Palmdale, Lancaster, Adelanto, Victorville and Town of Apple Valley
Connects SR-14, US-395, I-15 and SR-18
Approximately 63 miles
500 ft. right-of-way between SR-14 and US-395
300 ft. right-of-way between US-395 and SR-18
Multipurpose corridor (Designation 2012)
The five variations reduce property impacts:
Variation A: Reduces property impacts
Variation B & B1: Reduces property impacts
Variation D: Reduces number of residential relocations
Variation E: Reduces impacts to natural resources and addresses right-of way constraints
 18 interchanges


Five variations (purple loops) to the alignment are under consideration in order to reduce property impacts
The pink bubbles at each end of the corridor show where rail station connections would occur. We will look at each rail connection in more detail later in the presentation.
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Proposed Project Alternatives

* Freeway/Expressway Alternative (Avenue P-8, I-15 and SR-18)
* Freeway/Tollway Alternative (Avenue P-8, I-15 and SR-18)
* Freeway/Expressway Alternative with High Speed Rail Feeder Service

* Freeway/Tollway Alternative with High Speed Rail Feeder Service

e No Build Alternative
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For the purpose of the Environ doc. here are the functional alternatives being evaluated
These alternatives consider various groupings of components and the functionality of the corridor 

Freeway/Expressway Alternative (Avenue P-8, I-15 and SR-18)
This Alternative would function as a combination of a controlled-access freeway and an expressway.
Freeway/Tollway Alternative (Avenue P-8, I-15 and SR-18)
This Alternative would function as a controlled-access freeway including sections of tollway operations, proposed between 100th St. East and US-395. 
Freeway/Expressway Alternative with High Speed Rail Feeder Service
This Alternative is the same as the Freeway/Expressway Alternative, with the addition of a proposed High Speed Rail (HSR) Feeder Service that would connect the proposed California High Speed Rail and XpressWest Rail projects between Palmdale and Victorville.
Freeway/Tollway Alternative with High Speed Rail Feeder Service
This Alternative is the same as the Freeway/Expressway Alternative with High Speed Rail Feeder Service including sections of tollway operations, proposed between 100th St. East and US-395.
No Build Alternative
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Proposed Freeway/Expressway with Rail Alternative
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EIS/EIR Process

Preliminary Engineering
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Public Hearings: Attendance and Comments

Location

Meeting Date

No. of Attendees

Lake Los Angeles Elementary School

Wednesday

12403 Ridgecrest Rd
Victorville, CA 92395

Thursday
November 6, 2014

16310 E Avenue Q 63
Palmdale, CA 93591 MNP 2 CAOK:
Endeavour School of Exploration 92

(57 in person and 35 online
participants)

Larry Chimbole Cultural Center
38350 Sierra Highway
Palmdale, CA 93550

Wednesday
November 12, 2014

101
(52 in person and 49 online
participants)

Apple Valley Conference Center
14975 Dale Evans Parkway
Apple Valley, CA 92307

Thursday
November 13, 2014

119

Total

375
(291 in person and 84 online)
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Handouts: 
 35 Ramp map - AA
 35 Caltrans maps - Karl
 35 Overview FS & Business Cards – Danielle  
Individual Collateral Packages

Rail Alternative Analysis – Completed April 2014 
Review of Technical Studies – Ongoing, Spring 2014 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document – Summer 2014 
Public Hearings – Fall 2014
Final Environmental Document – Spring 2015
Record of Decision/Notice of Determination – Winter 2015 
 Complete as we are at the end of Spring by the time we release this BB



. Number of
St Comments
Individuals 158
Agency/ 37
Organization
Business 12
Total 207

Draft EIR/EIS: Comments Received

Hand
Written,
32*

Email, 32*

*Total: 722 Individual Comments




Comments by Topic

Project Design and Alternatives 151 Air Quality 32
Land Use 18 Noise 27
Growth Energy 15
Farmland/Grazing Land 4 Biological Environment 106
Community Impacts 51 Construction Impacts 13
Utilities/Emergency Services 13 Cumulative Impacts 17
Traffic and Transportation/
Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 121 Ditnerfeere] 119
Visual/Aesthetics 13 Right of Way/Relocation 9
Cultural Resources 13 Section 4(f) 5
Hydrology and Floodplain 11 CEQA Evaluation 0
R TP Q1) e SR EMET 13 Comments and Coordination 3
Runoff
Geology/SO|Is/S;]eylsmlc/Topograp 3 Distribution List 1
Paleontology 2 CEQA Checklist 0
Hazardous Waste or Materials 4 Purpose 0

Total Comments

772




Community Involvement

Outreach Program Summary

4 Public Hearings

18 Public Meetings (including 6 public meetings
broadcasted live and 2 webinars)

30 Elected and City Staff Meetings
7 Corridor Partner Agency Briefings
13 Events

5 Institutional Stakeholder Briefings (School Districts,
NCTC, AVBOT)

6 Interest Group Briefings (WTS, Industry Groups)
8 Regulatory Agency Briefings (JPA, SCAG, Caltrans)
44 Stakeholder Meetings

2 Media briefings

1,500 Attendees/Participants
2,200+ project database contacts
34 Ustream Followers

34 Eblasts to the project database
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Outstanding Issues

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) refined
alignment

* Viaduct designs need to be developed to minimize
impacts to the Mojave River.

e The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
request for additional plant surveys.

e Given the new protected status of the tri-colored
blackbird and yellow-billed Cuckoo additional surveys are
needed.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
The California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) refined alignment proposes to keep the rail system at grade vs. underground/cut and cover as proposed in the HDC EIS/EIR. 
Viaduct designs need to be developed to minimize impacts to washes and other Waters of the US near the Mojave River in order to avoid the 5 acre shadow threshold for the NEPA/404 Integration Process.
There are several sensitive species that may be present but were not observed because they were dormant due to drought in the last few years. Yellow-billed Cuckoo and Tricolored blackbird 
The California Fish and Game Commission (CFGC). On October 8th, 2014, the tri-colored blackbird was afforded full protection status for the next 6 months in addition other species (plants and amphibian). Additional surveys are needed.




HDC Next Steps

Milestone Target Date

Selection of a Preferred Alternative July 2015

Complete Spring Surveys September 2015

Complete Final EIS/EIR Early 2016

Record of Decision/Notice of Determination

3-4 months later
(ROD/NOD)

@ Metro Eﬁ
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