
18 October 2010  
          
Dolores Roybal Saltarelli, Project Manager  
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-02   
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932 
 

 

                                                                 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

RE: Metro Regional Connector DEIR/DEIS Comments 
 
Dear Ms. Roybal Saltarelli: 
 
The Transit Coalition strongly supports the Metro Downtown Regional Connector. Our 
comments describe the DEIR/DEIS items we support and the items that need to be 
changed. Also, the project needs to ensure bike access through station entrances, as 
directed by the Metro Board resolution. 
 
We believe that it is vital to keep the 5th/Flower Station. 7th/Metro is already crowded 
during peak hours; with the addition of traffic from the Expo, Foothill and Eastside lines, 
this key station will be severely overcrowded. The station on Flower, with portals at 5th 
and/or 4th, serves the densest concentration of high-rise buildings in the Western U.S. 
Many of these commuters would switch to transit if it is close to their destination, but not 
if they have to walk several blocks up to Bunker Hill. This would reduce congestion and 
improve air quality. 5th is actually three blocks away from 7th due to Wilshire, the same as 
between Pershing Square and Civic Center.  
 
We support an underground alternative with inclusion of all four stations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Bart Reed 
Executive Director 

Southern California's Leading Transit Advocacy Group              

                                                    P.O. Box 567 * San Fernando, CA 91341-0567
Voice: 818.362.7997 * Fax: 818.364.2508

www.transitcoalition.org

The Transit Coalition (a project of SEE) is a nonprofit
public charity exempt from federal income tax under

Section 501[c](3) of the Internal Revenue Code
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CN15 

Responses to Comments from The Transit Coalition, Reed, Bart 

Response to Comment CN15-1 

Thank you for your comment.  Support for the project is noted.  Please refer to Responses to 
Comments CN15-2 through CN15-4, below, for detailed responses to concerns raised                         
by the commenter. 

Response to Comment CN15-2 

Station entrances proposed under the refined Locally Preferred Alternative would accommodate 
bicycle access in accordance with Metro polices. 

Response to Comment CN15-3 

Support for the Flower/5th/4th Street station is noted.  The Metro Board of Directors voted on 
October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative without the Flower/5th/4th 
Street station as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The deletion of the station was done in an 
effort to reduce the cost of the project while still meeting the project’s purpose and need.  An 
enhanced pedestrian walkway connecting the 4th/Flower Streets area to the existing 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station would be constructed on Flower Street to improve access to the 
Financial District.  Metro understands the importance of serving the Financial District and 
believes that the Locally Preferred Alternative still meets the purpose and need of the project 
despite the station deletion.  Deletion of the Flower/5th/4th Street station would result in minimal 
ridership losses because most riders would use the 2nd/Hope Street station or 7th Street/Metro 
Center Station, which would service the Financial District.  After the October 28, 2010 meeting, 
the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to meet with the Financial District stakeholders to 
discuss options for privately funding the Flower/5th/4th Street station, but no funding sources 
were identified.  However, the design of the Locally Preferred Alternative would not preclude a 
station at 5th and Flower Streets from being built as a possible future, separate project. 

Response to Comment CN15-4 

Thank you for your comment.  Support for an underground alternative with four stations is 
noted.  The Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully 
Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative. 
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Responses to Comments from Fixing Angelenos Stuck in Traffic, Norton, Hilary 

Response to Comment CN16-1 

Thank you for your comment.  Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted.  The 
Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT 
Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

Response to Comment CN16-2 

Thank you for your comment.  Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted. 

Response to Comment CN16-3 

Support for the Flower/5th/4th Street station is noted.  The Metro Board of Directors voted on 
October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative without the Flower/5th/4th 
Street station as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The deletion of the station was done in an 
effort to reduce the cost of the project while still meeting the project’s purpose and need.  An 
enhanced pedestrian walkway connecting the 4th/Flower Streets area to the existing 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station would be constructed on Flower Street to improve access to the 
Financial District.  Metro understands the importance of serving the Financial District and 
believes that the Locally Preferred Alternative still meets the purpose and need of the project 
despite the station deletion.  Deletion of the Flower/5th/4th Street station would result in minimal 
ridership losses because most riders would use the 2nd/Hope Street station or 7th Street/Metro 
Center Station, which would service the Financial District.  After the October 28, 2010 meeting, 
the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to meet with the Financial District stakeholders to 
discuss options for privately funding the Flower/5th/4th Street station, but no funding sources 
were identified.  However, the design of the Locally Preferred Alternative would not preclude a 
station at 5th and Flower Streets from being built as a possible future, separate project. 

Response to Comment CN16-4 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CN16-5 

Thank you for your comment.  Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted.  
Metro looks forward to continued coordination with Fixing Angelenos Stuck in Traffic (FAST) 
regarding the Regional Connector project. 
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Responses to Comments from Bus Riders Union, Martinez, Esperanza V. 

Response to Comment CN17-1 

The Regional Connector’s primary purpose is to close a two-mile gap in the Metro light rail 
network and eliminate transfers from many transit trips.  Many existing transit riders would 
benefit from shorter trip times to, from, and through downtown Los Angeles as a result of the 
Regional Connector.  The Federal Transit Administration New Starts Cost-Effectiveness Index for 
the proposed project, as of the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, was $13.68 (a “medium-high” 
rating), which indicates that the anticipated transportation benefits of the project would be great 
enough to justify the projected cost.  Refer to Chapter 6, Cost and Performance Consideration 
and Summary Comparison of Alternative, of this Final EIS/EIR for updated information 
regarding the Locally Preferred Alternative.  Connections with intersecting bus lines would be 
made at the new stations and, as noted in Section 4.17.3.5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final 
EIS/EIR, the Regional Connector project does not involve any cuts in bus service or fare 
increases.  Metro notes the Bus Riders Union’s support for the TSM Alternative, and secondary 
support for the No Build Alternative.  Additional shuttle bus service and bus-only lanes would 
fail to address the two-mile gap in the light rail system in a way that reduces transfers and 
improves trip times, and would not provide adequate capacity in the downtown area for the 
volume of transit passengers anticipated in the coming decades. 

Response to Comment CN17-2 

Although the Regional Connector would be located near the heavy rail Metro Red and Purple 
Lines, the primary purpose of the project is to eliminate transfers on the light rail system.  New 
connections between the Metro Gold, Blue, and Expo Lines would be created.  Trips from 
Pasadena to Long Beach, or East Los Angeles to Culver City (once the Expo Line opens) currently 
require two transfers.  By linking these unconnected light rail lines in the Metro system, the 
Regional Connector would eliminate these transfers and allow a one-seat ride.  Travel time 
savings would range from 7 minutes to 20 minutes or more, depending on the time of day.  This 
constitutes a cost-effective enhancement of transit service, rather than a duplication. 

Response to Comment CN17-3 

The Regional Connector would shorten travel times between Metro Rail stations system-wide, 
and would place three new stations in downtown Los Angeles.  In addition to the 17,000+ new 
daily transit trips generated by the Regional Connector, many existing transit trips would be 
improved with fewer transfers and faster travel times.  Approximately 90,000 passengers per day 
would use the Regional Connector in the year 2035.  As mentioned in Response to Comment 
CN17-1, the Federal Transit Administration cost-effectiveness rating for the project, as of the 
publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, was $13.68, which indicates substantial transit benefits relative 
to cost.  In addition to the ridership benefits, the Regional Connector could also assist 
community revitalization and economic development.  Refer to Chapter 6, Cost and 
Performance Consideration and Summary Comparison of Alternative, of this Final EIS/EIR for 
updated information regarding the Locally Preferred Alternative.   

Metro designated the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative in 
part because it would address the need to reduce transfers system-wide and provide additional 
transit capacity in the downtown area.  Many of the major streets in the downtown area already 
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carry their maximum practicable volume of buses.  Further increases in transit capacity in the 
downtown area require the use of other modes, such as underground light rail.  Buses have and 
will continue to play an important role in the regional transit system.  However, buses cannot 
meet every transit need and purpose. 

Response to Comment CN17-4 

The Regional Connector would provide benefits to transit patrons who transfer to the rail system 
because fewer transfers on the rail system would be needed.  Modeling indicates that some bus 
riders would begin using the rail system in lieu of bus trips once the Regional Connector is built 
because of the increased reliability and speed.  In addition to creating new trips, the Regional 
Connector would improve trip times and reduce transfers on existing trips.  Approximately 
90,000 riders per day would use the Regional Connector 16 years after it is projected to open 
(year 2035), and this figure is expected to grow further in subsequent years.  Metro would create 
new connections with the bus system at the new Regional Connector stations, which would 
benefit transit riders across Los Angeles County.  Implementation of the Regional Connector 
would not involve reductions in bus service, as noted in Section 4.17.3.5 of the Draft EIS/EIR 
and this Final EIS/EIR, and would not preclude separate bus system improvements from  
being made. 

Response to Comment CN17-5 

As shown in Table 6-6 of the Draft EIS/EIR, bus operating funds would not be used to construct 
the Regional Connector.  Table 6-8 of the Draft EIS/EIR showed that the costs of operating the 
Metro bus system would be the same for both the No Build Alternative and the build 
alternatives, demonstrating that the Regional Connector would not result in any cuts to the 
operating budget for the bus system.  As mentioned in Responses to Comments CN17-1 and 
CN17-3, above, the Regional Connector’s favorable FTA Cost-Effectiveness Index makes it 
competitive for New Starts funding.  Metro is currently working to reduce the costs of 
constructing the Regional Connector.  Metro has recently completed tunneling for the Eastside 
Extension Phase 1 within budget and on schedule, and believes that the contingency included in 
the Regional Connector’s financial plan would be sufficient to cover any unforeseen expenses 
regardless of the outcome of America Fast Forward (formerly the 30/10 initiative).  No fare 
increases are proposed to cover the Regional Connector’s financing.  Refer to Chapter 6, Cost 
and Performance Consideration and Summary Comparison of Alternative, of this Final EIS/EIR.   

Response to Comment CN17-6 

As discussed in Response to Comment CN17-5, above, Tables 6-6 and 6-8 of the Draft EIS/EIR 
showed that bus operating funds would not be used to construct or operate the Regional 
Connector, and bus operations funding would remain unaffected by the project.  The Regional 
Connector project would not involve any bus fare increases or service reductions.  Refer to 
Chapter 6, Cost and Performance Consideration and Summary Comparison of Alternative, of 
this Final EIS/EIR.   

Response to Comment CN17-7 

Support for the No Build Alternative is noted.  The Metro Board of Directors voted on October 
28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative. 
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3435 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 320 

Los Angeles, CA 90010-1904 
 

Angeles Chapter 

 
 

(213) 387-4287 phone 
(213) 387-5383 fax 

www.angeles.sierraclub.org 
 

 

 
October 18, 2010 
 
 
Ms. Dolores Roybal Saltarelli, Transportation Planning Manager 
Metro 
1 Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Via email regionalconnector@metro.net  
 
 
Sierra Club comments on the Regional Connector Draft EIS/EIR 
 
We’ve long sought this vital light rail connection across the downtown Los Angeles gap 
between the Blue-Expo and Gold Lines. It will provide one-seat convenience for riders to 
more destinations within downtown and for trips from one side to the other.  
 
We support the Fully-Underground LRT Alternative, and seek creative funding 
opportunities to not eliminate the 5th and Flower station, such as Propostion A and C for 
non-subway expenditures, or Los Angeles CRA funding. 
 
 

 
Darrell Clarke 
Angeles Chapter Conservation chair and Transportation co-chair 
darrell@dclarke.org 
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Responses to Comments from Sierra Club, Clarke, Darrell 

Response to Comment CN18-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CN18-2 

Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted.  The Metro Board of Directors voted 
on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred 
Alternative.  Metro is actively seeking ways to reduce the costs of the project, and is considering 
all available funding sources.  Proposition A and C funds are largely unusable for the fully 
underground Regional Connector due to the voter-approved Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority Reform and Accountability Act of 1998.  The City of Los Angeles would provide a 
portion of the local funding for the Regional Connector. 
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