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General Information About This Document  

What’s in this document? 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), the San Luis Obispo Council of Governments (SLOCOG), and 

the Transportation Agency for Monterey County (TAMC) have prepared this Final Program 

Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (Final Program EIS/EIR), analyzing the 

potential environmental impacts of alternatives for physical and service improvements that would 

extend over the existing 130 miles of railroad between Salinas, California and San Luis Obispo, California.  

The project is located in Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties, California.  The Final Program EIS/EIR 

describes why the project is being proposed, the existing environment that could be affected by the 

project, the potential impacts, and avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation strategies. 

The Draft Program EIS/EIR was published and circulated for public review for 55 days from November 

14, 2014, to January 7, 2015.  Four public hearings occurred along the Coast Corridor during the public 

review period.  SLOCOG and FRA addressed all substantive comments received on the Draft Program 

EIS/EIR in this Final Program EIS/EIR.   

FRA has identified the Build Alternative with modifications as the Preferred Alternative for potential 

future rail improvements on the Coast Corridor between Salinas and San Luis Obispo.  The Preferred 

Alternative is the same as the Build Alternative analyzed in the Draft Program EIS/EIR with the 

modifications listed below.  These modifications are described in greater detail in Chapter 2.0, 

Alternatives and are adopted in the Final Program EIS/EIR based on comments received from local 

governments and the public.  In general, the modifications will reduce the potential impacts of the 

project and can be categorized as follows:  

 Changes requested by the City of King to siding extension and station area 

 Exclusion of four curve realignments in San Luis Obispo County 

 Inclusion of “island” CTC between McKay and Santa Margarita 

This document also includes FRA’s Record of Decision (ROD) for the project.  In the ROD, FRA selects its 

Preferred Alternative, which is the Build Alternative with modifications as described above.  FRA’s ROD 

signifies completion of the programmatic NEPA review for the project.  

For CEQA compliance, this document will serve as a Final Program EIR and will be available to 

individuals, elected officials, and agencies that commented on the Draft Program EIS/EIR for 30 days.  

Following this period, if SLOCOG decides to certify the environmental document and approve the 

Preferred Alternative, SLOCOG will publish a Notice of Determination.  

 

Copies of the Final Program EIS/EIR will be available at www.slocog.org and the following locations: 

San Luis Obispo Council of Governments Office 
1114 Marsh Street  
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
805-781-4219 

Transportation Agency for Monterey County 
55-B Plaza Circle 
Salinas, CA  93901 
831-775-0903 

 

Copies of the document will also be available at several public libraries along the Coast Corridor.  Refer 
to Chapter 5.0, Comments and Coordination, for a list of locations.  

http://www.slocog.org/


What happens next? 

This is a programmatic environmental review that considers a comprehensive list of potential physical 

rail improvements, in addition to increased passenger rail service.  Discussions and negotiations 

between SLOCOG, TAMC, FRA, other agencies, and the railroad owner (Union Pacific Railroad) will 

determine which physical improvements are carried forward.  Further design refinements will also be 

necessary to inform any required project-level environmental reviews.  Only after such further design 

and environmental reviews could construction proceed.   
 

    For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, large print, on 

audiocassette, or computer disk.  To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or write to 

Caltrans, Attn:  Joe Valdez, Division of Rail and Mass Transportation, P.O. Box 942873, MS 74, Sacramento, CA, 

94273-0001; (916) 654-7188, or use the California Relay Service TTY number, dial 711.  
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