
Correcting High Speed Rail misinformation from senator 
Dan Richard, Bakersfield Californian, 2-24-15 

Richard is chairman of the California High-Speed Rail Authority. 

In his recent commentary in The Californian ("High-Speed Rail not only breaking promises, but busting 
family budgets," Feb. 7), State Sen. Andy Vidak regurgitates the same distortions about high-speed rail 
that he's been making for the past two years. Though others have pointed out these falsehoods in the past, 
I feel compelled to counter his apparent strategy of saying something over and over in hopes that it 
becomes "truth." 

The majority of Californians' elected representatives were satisfied that questions over costs, trip times 
and speeds had been answered and, as such, gave high-speed rail the go-ahead in 2012. Still, though the 
time for arguing those points has passed, opponents continue to throw out the same baseless claims 
without even feigning an interest in backing them up with cold, hard facts. 

In contrast, our cost estimates have been verified as reasonable by the non-partisan Government 
Accountability Office. Moreover, a panel of independent transportation and engineering experts called the 
Legislative Peer Review group has verified that we can achieve the speeds and trip times demanded by 
the voters in Proposition 1A. They've said that in writing to the Legislature. They and the Legislature's 
own lawyers also endorsed our plan to run dedicated high-speed track along existing rail corridors in 
dense urban areas to bring down costs and reduce impacts on businesses and homes. 

These are not opinions, but facts verified by experts who have no stake in high-speed rail's success or 
failure. 

In addition to these untruths, Vidak also misrepresents Proposition 1A by claiming that our selected 
routes and phasing of the program violate the law. As you can guess by now, he's wrong again. 

For one, Prop. 1A explicitly placed the connections to Sacramento and San Diego in "Phase II" of the 
program, demanding that the San Francisco to Los Angeles route via Merced, Fresno and Bakersfield be 
constructed first. Assertions otherwise are proven wrong by just a cursory look at the law he claims to 
invoke. 

Furthermore, the law requires that the train follow existing transportation and utility corridors where 
possible. For most of the Central Valley route, this means we either follow Highway 99 or existing freight 
railroad tracks. However, due to the engineering demands of a 220-mph train, there are areas where it is 
impossible to follow these major transportation corridors, and smaller utility corridors must be utilized. 

In those portions of the alignment, we are doing everything in our power to mitigate impacts on farmland 
and businesses. This includes compensating business owners for the cost of relocating and paying to 
preserve one acre of farmland in perpetuity for every one acre that is affected. And while we're striving to 
touch as little farmland as possible, it is important to place the high-speed rail's impact in context. While 
the statewide system will affect 4,500 acres of farmland, the Valley has lost over 100,000 acres to urban 
and suburban sprawl over the last decade. This is a trend we're hoping to reverse by reinvigorating the 
Valley's downtowns with high-speed rail stations. 

But the larger point is that it's now clear that the Bakersfield City Council, The Californian's editorial 
board and many other local governments and statewide civic groups recognize that which Sen. Vidak does 



not: high-speed rail is vital to this state's future, to move people, to help alleviate poverty and 
unemployment in the Valley, to address some of the worst air quality in the country. High Speed Rail is 
moving forward, and now is the time to work together to make sure that it is built in a way that benefits 
all Californians. 

 


