Responses to Comments

AR1

Responses to Comments from the South Coast Air Quality Management District,
Radlein, Barbara

Response to Comment AR1-1
Metro appreciates your participation and comment.

Response to Comment AR1-2
The LST values in Tables 3-1 through 3-5 of the appendix have been updated using the 1-acre

values in the guidance and consistent with the discussion in Section 4.2 of the DSEIS. The
updates do not change the impact determination and mitigation measures described would
continue to apply.

Response to Comment AR1-3
The maximum daily emissions are shown for each phase in the appendix. However, the

maximum daily emissions based on the overlapping construction schedules are shown in Tables
1-5 and 1-6 of the appendix. In addition, Tables 4.2-2 and 4.2-4 in the Air Quality Section
indicate the total emissions associated with the overlap of those construction phases.
Therefore, these estimates do not need to be updated.

The timing of Phases 1 and 3 would overlap. However, the construction activities would be
relatively stationary during daily construction of boring and drilling. These activities would not
occur in the same location and would be located approximately 300 feet (94 meters) apart for
any given day. Because localized impacts were evaluated based on a receptor distance of 25
meters, construction activities occurring at the same time but at different locations were not
evaluated concurrently. Moreover, because EPBM and grouting both involve stationary
activities (boring and drilling), the evaluation of emissions from Phase 1 and Phase 3 individually
was determined most appropriate for the estimate of potential localized impacts.

Response to Comment AR1-4
Comment noted. Metro will provide Final SEIS.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor
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PHONE (213) 897-9140 Serious drought.
FAX (213) 897-1337 Help save water!
www.dot.ca.gov
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July 28, 2015

Ms. Dolores Roybal Saltareli
Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

RE: Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Project
Vic. LA-110 and LA-101
SCH # 2009031043
Ref. IGR/CEQA No. 090324CS
Ref. IGR/CEQA No. 100923CS
IGR/CEQA No. 150636AL-DSEIS

Dear Ms. Saltareli:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced project. Metro and FTA have prepared a 1
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) for the Regional Connector
Transit Corridor Project, a proposed underground light rail system that will connect the existing
Metro Gold, Blue, and Expo Lines in downtown Los Angeles. —

Storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles and Ventura counties. Please be
mindful that projects should be designed to discharge clean run-off water. Additionally, 2
discharge of storm water run-off is not permitted onto State highway facilities without a storm
water management plan.

Transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials, which requires the use of
oversized-transport vehicles on State highways, will require a transportation permit from 3
Caltrans. It is recommended that large size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute periods

and idle time not to exceed 10 minutes. —

In addition, a truck/traffic construction management plan is needed for this project. Traffic
Management Plans involving lane closures or street detours, which will impact the circulation 4
system affecting traffic to and from freeway on/off-ramps should be coordinated with Caltrans.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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AS1

Ms. Dolores Roybal Saltareli
July 28, 2015
Page 2

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Alan Lin the project coordinator at (213)
897-8391 and refer to IGR/CEQA No. 150636AL.

Sincerely,

Z{’m (‘vf,-c.u,q @’L

DIANNA WATSON
Branch Chief
Community Planning & LD IGR Review

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Responses to Comments

AS1
Responses to Comments from State of California - Department of

Transportation, District 7, Watson, Dianna
Response to Comment AS1-1
Comment acknowledged.

Response to Comment AS1-2
As stated in Chapter 1, the Draft SEIS was prepared to address the Order of the United States

District Court for the Central District of California in Today’s IV, Inc. vs. Federal Transit
Administration et al and 515/555 Flower Associates, LLC vs. Federal Transit Administration et al.
The Judgment and Order for Partial Injunctive Relief by the Honorable John A. Kronstadt on May
28, 2014 and September 9, 2014, respectively, require that the FTA as the federal lead agency
pursuant to NEPA, with Metro, explain why open-face tunneling alternatives were rejected on
the Lower Flower Segment in downtown Los Angeles. The Draft SEIS is intended to provide more
information on the tunnel construction alternatives on Flower Street that were withdrawn from
consideration, specifically Open-Face Shield and Sequential Excavation Method (SEM) tunneling
for the Flower Street portion of the Regional Connector project alignment between 4th Street
and the 7th Street/Metro Center Station, as required by the Judgment.

Metro understands the sensitivity of the run-off issue for Los Angeles and Ventura Counties. The
unchanged analysis for impacts of water run-off and discharge of the locally preferred
alternative may be found in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 4.10 Water Resources, Section 4.10.3.5
Locally Preferred Alternative. Additionally, Chapter 8 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program identifies the mitigation measures to be implemented as the Project relates to
construction and water impacts.

As shown in Appendix L of the Draft SEIS the mitigation measure for the Locally Preferred
Alternative would apply for Alternatives A and B.

Response to Comment AS1-3
Please see response to Comment AS1-2 above. The analysis for impacts of transportation during

construction activities can be found in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 3 Transportation, Section 3.3.5
Locally Preferred Alternative. Additionally, Chapter 8 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program identifies the mitigation measures to be implemented as the Project relates to
construction impacts to traffic, transportation permits, and transport of construction
equipment.

Response to Comment AS1-4
Please see response to Comment AS1-2 above. As indicated in Chapter 3, Transportation

Impacts and Mitigation, of the Final EIS/EIR, a traffic management and construction mitigation



has been developed for the Project to minimize impacts to traffic flow to street traffic and from
freeway on/off ramps. TR-1, from the MMRP, would apply to Alternatives A and B.
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Public Comment

PC1 Chang lke

PC2 Meinert Robert
PC3 Sutton Christopher
PC4 Watson Robert
PC5 Sutton Christopher




Public Hearing
Los Angeles Public Library — Central Library
Tuesday, June 30, 2015; 12:00 p.m. to 1:30 p.m.

@ Regional Connector - Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) PC1
Metro
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Responses to Comments

PC1

Responses to Comments from Chang, lke

Response to Comment PC1-1
Metro appreciates your comment. Metro is studying various transportation corridors as a way

to expand its regional transit system. Metro’s 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP)
serves as the long-term master plan for the transit system.

Response to Comment PC1-2
Thank you for your comment. It is noted that you support a more expanded Metro rail system

and will continue to inform the public of the public participation process for the input on the
environmental and planning process. In addition, Metro will continue to coordinate with other
agencies, such as Metrolink.



