
 

TBG101109171205SCO/DRD2859.DOC/092840001    

APPENDIX G.2 

Elected Officials 



Review Comments and Responses 
Project Name:  SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study   QC Reviewer: Assembly member, Anthony J. Portantino       Date: 11-18-09 
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I.D. 
No. 

Section/ 
Page No.  Reviewer Comments Responses 

1 ES-1, 1-1, 
1-4, and  
2-3 

The draft Geotechnical Summary Report SR-710 Tunnel Technical 
Study makes several erroneous references to the 2006 Parsons Study 
as a “feasibility study”.  After its completion, the Parson’s study was 
correctly re-labeled a “fatal flaw analysis” by representatives of 
SCAG and MTA.  At a minimum, the Geotechnical study should 
refrain from validating a document that has been universally 
discredited. 

The title of the final 2006 report is: Route 710 Tunnel Technical 
Feasibility Assessment Report.  Reference to the 2006 Metro 
assessment in this study is consistent with the title of the 2006 report.  
We have included a statement in Section 1.2.2 of the geotechnical 
summary report stating that “this feasibility assessment was 
considered as a fatal flaw analysis”. 

2 1-4 …a reference is made…that states “The scope of the previous Metro 
study included technical, operational, and financial feasibility in 
addition to geotechnical feasibility.”  In fact the Parsons study goes to 
great lengths to qualify its own findings as insufficient, cursory, 
preliminary and in need of significant further review.  It also has as 
one of its most blatant flaws a lack of any complete financial analysis. 

The scope of the 2006 report as discussed in this study is consistent 
with that stated in the final 2006 Metro assessment. We have 
included a statement in Section 1.2.2 of the geotechnical summary 
report stating that “this feasibility assessment was considered as a 
fatal flaw analysis”. 
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1  Submitted letter on behalf of the City of Glendale in opposition to 
the "SR-710 tunnel alternative or gap closure alternative." Does not 
believe that any gap closure is in the best interest of the City and the 
region.  Suggested other alternatives to address traffic concerns 
such as expansion of mass transit systems, upgrades and 
improvements to existing infrastructure and limiting long distance 
movement of cargo/freight from the ports to only rail. Thanked 
Caltrans for the opportunity to comment on Draft Geotechnical 
Summary Report.  

Comment noted. It is not within the scope of the Geotechnical 
Summary Report. 
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