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Such a path would clearly violate the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
National Environmental Protection Act, which is why Metro staff recommends a robust scoping, 
alternative analysis and environmental study following CEQAMPA guidelines for this project. 
While the tunnel option will be included in the scoping of this project, it will be just one of many 
alternatives explored by Metro staff during the proposed process, just like staff would for any 
other highway project. 

This proposed environmental process should not be considered as linear or consequent to the 
tunnel study-but rather as a separate and independent process that takes a step back from the 
tunnel option and explores many alternatives, with the knowledge that any option that includes a 
tunnel will be geotechnically feasible but not favored automatically. 

Requests have been made to use the Federal Transit Authority process for this project's 
environment4 process. This adds four to six years-and millions of dollars in additional 
cost. 

The FTA process would also ignore the appropriateness of using CEQA for this project and set a 
damaging precedent to be applied to future Measure R highway projects (High Desert 
Corridor, E5 TrucklHOV lanes, £teeway operational improvements in the Las Virgines/MaIibu 
and Arroyo Verdugo subregions, South Bay Cities' freeway improvements, Gateway Cities' I- 
605 Corridor "Hot Spot" Interchanges, e-g.). This would contradict and undermine the Metro 
Board's commitment to advance and accelerate these Measure R projects as demonstrated by the 
unanimous vote in support of the 30/10 initiative. 

Other arguments that the tunnel option's perceived traffic impacts, air quality effects and cost- 
benefit ratio should eliminate it from study are both presumptive and premature-however, these 
are the very questions that the environmental process (should the tunnel option make it through 
the scoping and alternative analysis phases) will address. 

Concerns about stakeholder involvement also have been raised. In response, Metro must 
establish an Advisory Committee to allow affected communities to be in direct contact with 
Metro staf f  during this environmental review process-from scoping to environmental stud y-to- - ---. 

receive timely information, exchange dialogue and provide input. 
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WE, THEIRE=FORIE, MOVE THAT THE METRO BOARD: 

(1) Approve the three staff recommendations for Item #17; 

(2) Ensure that all five zones studied in the geotechnical tunnel study are included at the start 

of the scoping process; 

(3) Ensure that this environmental process follows NEPNCEQA guidelines; 

(4) Institute a State Route 7 10 North Advisory Committee ("Committee") with the following 

stipulations: 

a. The Committee shall be composed of the member jurisdictions and agencies that 

participated in the State Route 710 Tunnel Steering Committee, plus the Crescent. 

Valley and Altadena Town Councils. 

b. The Committee will meet no less than once every three months, and as often as 

deemed necessary by the CEO. 

c. The purpose of these Advisory Committee meetings will be for stakeholders to 

receive timely updates and presentations from-and provide input to-Metro staff 

d. The CEO shall retain authority over all other elements of this Advisoq Committee 

not stipulated in subsections (a) through (c). 

(5)  Direct the CEO to present a project update presentation before the Measure R Project 

Delivery Committee no less than once every three months, or as often as deemed necessary 

by the CEO. 

(6) Direct the CEO to develop a comprehensive outreach program to federal, state and local 

officials regarding the progress of this project study and report back to the board within 60 

days with a presentation of this program and its implementation- 


