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Dear Mr. Buderi: 
 
This is a formal comment regarding the scoping for the Environmental Impact Report for the Vanden 
Meadows Specific Plan and Development Project, as per your Notice of Preparation of February 2, 
2011. 
 
Although the items I mention here are subsumed in the general categories of study mentioned in the 
above Notice, I wish to point out specific aspects that might not ordinarily be included in the general 
categories. 
 
There are two main areas for my comments, 

• Issues occasioned by the adjacency of an active railroad right of way, 
• Issues related to traffic. 

 
 
1. Railroad issues 

a. Noise.  Long freight trains often traverse the tracks.  Because of the length of such trains 
in comparison to the distance to nearby homes, these noise sources cannot be correctly 
treated as point sources of noise.  While a point source of noise attenuates approximately 
by an inverse square law, a line source, such as a long train, may be better modelled with 
an inverse linear law, resulting in greater noise intensity at comparable distances. 
 
The EIR should take into account the noise characteristics of long freight trains, which can 
be of length on the order of a mile. 
 

b. Characteristics of Railroad Traffic.  It is difficult to predict what the train traffic will be in 
the future.  In view of policies encouraging mass transit, rising costs of fuel, increased 
traffic congestion on freeways, imposition of tolls on freeways, and policies restricting 
greenhouse gas emissions, it is possible that there will be a considerable increase in both 
passenger and freight traffic on the adjacent railroad.  The EIR should consider worst-case 
scenarios. 
 
Currently, this section of railroad is not electrified, and is therefore a significant emitter of 
diesel exhaust.  Worst case scenarios should be investigated for the long term effects of 
housing proximity to diesel pollution. 
 
This section of railroad carries Amtrak service.  It is possible that some time in the future, 
the right of way will be upgraded to carry higher-speed service, such as the Acela service 
which Amtrak provides on the east coast.  Note that this is not the kind of high-speed rail 
envisioned for the SF-LA route, but rather an enhanced right of way allowing moderately 
faster travel.  The consequence of the higher speed is higher noise and greater emissions 
per load mile.  The EIR should consider the effects of an upgrade to service similar to the 
Acela service. 
 
It is also possible that the railroad will be electrified in the future.  Electrification brings 
other potential environmental effects on nearby inhabitants.  These include RF 
interference from arcing, ozone generation, and strong electromagnetic fields simply from 
current along the conductors.  These potential effects should also be considered by the 
EIR. 
 

A. Peter Blicher 
214 Somerville Drive 
Vacaville, CA  95687-6807 
707-469-9655 
BLICHER@COMCAST.NET 
 
February 9, 2011 
 

City of Vacaville 
c/o Fred Buderi, City Planner 
650 Merchant St. 
Vacaville, CA  95688 
via email to fbuderi@cityofvacaville.com  
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2. Traffic. 
a. In the past, EIRs prepared for Vacaville have used trip generation assumptions with a trips per 

dwelling unit parameter significantly lower than that used by nearby communities or the 
generally accepted standard for the US from the Institute of Transportation Engineers 
handbook, resulting in significantly lower estimates of traffic impact.  The traffic component of 
the EIR should make estimates using the industry standard values of parameters in parallel to 
any parameters that Vacaville deems to be appropriate for its specific situation.  In addition, if 
trip generation parameters are used which puport to take into account transit-oriented housing, 
any estimates based on such parameters should also be made using parameters that do not 
assume an effect from transit-oriented housing.  The kind of discipline suggested here will 
serve to inform readers of the EIR of the potential consequences should the assumptions 
behind adjusted parameters prove to be inaccurate. 

 
Thank you for your consideration of these scoping suggestions for the Vanden Meadows EIR. 

A. Peter Blicher 



NOP Email Comments: 
 
EC#1: 
From: Dg4913@aol.com [mailto:Dg4913@aol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 8:27 AM 
To: Fred Buderi 
Subject: Comments on NOP for Vanden Meadows project 
 
Mr. Buderi, I have been a resident of Vacaville on and off for over 35 years and would like to 
make just a few comments on the Vanden Meadows NOP 
  
1.  The map sent with the notice is way out of date and does not show a lot of the Southtown 
project progress which is still ongoing.  At best, this is misleading to the folks in this area that 
have been sent the flyers.  There are many new homes in that development which are still empty 
and have been for many months/years.  Why are we looking at a huge new development with the 
current real estate market in the dumps, including numerous foreclosed empty homes in the area, 
and forecast to stay that way for the foreseeable future. 
  
2.  The City of Vacaville currently has way too many vacant homes, store shells, strip malls, and 
office buildings to even consider this proposal.  Trying to Increase the Vacaville city tax base 
with large new developments just does not seem prudent at the current time.  Why is the EIR not 
addressing "economic concerns" as part of it's process.  A floundering economy has a larger 
impact on the environment and future environment than all of the other issues combined.  At 
least cut the proposed development by two thirds to allow the area to absorb the new homes so 
the impact on current residents is reduced.   
  
3.  When we bought our current home on Stillspring Ct., our development was zoned for at least 
10,000 sq. ft. lots and we were promised that any new developments would continue this 
requirement.  If this new development is approved, and I'm sure it will regardless of the impact 
on the surrounding community, at least keep the promise to extend the sq ft. requirement to part 
of the area to protect what little real estate value we have left. 
  
There are many more concerns, but I'm sure they've been pointed out by other impacted 
residents. 
  
Thank You for at least reading these issues. 
  
Darrell Green 
919 Stillspring Ct. 
Vacaville, CA 
 
 
  

mailto:Dg4913@aol.com
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EC#2: 
 
Hi Christina, 
 
Here is another comment on the scope of the Vanden Meadows EIR.  Would you create a file for 
these and then also forward on to AES. 
 
Thanks. 
Fred 
 
From: Jody Miller [mailto:mjmjmil@googlemail.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 11, 2011 3:19 PM 
To: Fred Buderi 
Subject: Vanden Meadows 
 
Dear Sir, 
I am greatly concerned about the proposed project for Vanden Meadows.  There are many new 
homes 
for sale in the adjacent community to the proposed site.  These new homes have not all sold. 
There are 
many older homes listed for sale in Vacaville. The newspaper recently reported that 2010 was 
the lowest  
year for new home sales in over a decade. WHY are we proposing building another 939 single 
family  
homes in the same area, during a time of depressed housing market??  This seems absurd.   
 
The other concern is that Vacaville has very recently voted regarding the possible closure of 2 
elementary 
schools due to budget constraints and deficits.  Teachers have taken forced furlough days in the 
past  
school year.  And we propose building yet another school?  What tax dollars will fund the 
buildling, staffing, 
and running of a new school?   
 
Is there solid evidence that 1000 families are waiting to move into Vacaville and unable to find 
homes to  
buy?  The entire project seems fiscally irresponsible in a time of national recession.  If I should 
attend 
the meeting to address the above comments please let me know and I will attend.   
 
Thank you kindy 
Jody Miller 
 

mailto:[mailto:mjmjmil@googlemail.com]



