
From: 	 Fisher, Ronald <FTA> 
To: 	 Matley, Ted <FTA> 
CC: 	 Sukys, Raymond <FTA>; Carranza, Edward <FTA>; Barr, James <FTA>; Marler, Renee <FTA>; 

Rogers, Leslie <FTA>; Tahir, Nadeem <FTA>; Luu, Catherine <FTA> 
Sent: 	 9/5/2008 12:17:03 PM 
Subject: 	 RE: Comments on ADEIS 

I'm just beginning to read this and am unsure how much I will get through in a reasonable time. One of the problems we have in 
getting the document completed is that it cites financial concerns but we do not have the updated financial plan  —  to the extent 
that that either changes the numbers or the characterization of what is stated in the DEIS, we'll need to make changes. I'd also 
note that cost effectiveness is stated when we haven't completed our review of the reliability of the 3 key parts of that: capital 
and O&M costs, and user benefits. We have said in our guidance that we won't hold up the document for our reviews of cost 
effectiveness but that there will be language in the document stating that the figures have not been approved by FTA and that 
they therefore may change. We will likely have to include that language  —  I think we have something we use and have asked for 
it. 

From: Matley, Ted <FTA> 
Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2008 3:01 PM 
To: fmiyamoto@honolulu.gov  
Cc: Sukys, Raymond <FTA>; Carranza, Edward <FTA>; Barr, James <FTA>; Fisher, Ronald <FTA>; Marler, Renee <FTA>; 
Rogers, Leslie <FTA>; Tahir, Nadeem <FTA>; Luu, Catherine <FTA> 
Subject: Comments on ADEIS 

Faith, 

Below are FTA's initial comments on the ADEIS, as we agreed. In order to expedite your response we are sending these initial 
comments to you today, but these are not necessarily a complete set of comments, FTA reserves the option to add additional 
comments. We will attempt to provide all additional comments by September 15, 2008. 

• FTA is concerned about the potential impact of the proposed station near the Dillingham Building to the building itself, as 

well as the urban public space next to the building. To significantly avoid these impacts, FTA would like to see an 

exploration of other options to the location of that station, in particular, the relocation of the station along the 

current proposed alignment but towards the downtown area where it will be farther away from the Dillingham 
building area and in an area with less potential for negative impacts to sensitive historic and 
environmental resources . 

• FTA is concerned that sufficient analysis of noise impacts at higher elevation locations along the elevated sections of the 
alignment has not been completed. In particular, a more comprehensive analysis of the noise impacts at residential 
locations bordering and above the alignment should demonstrated in the DEIS. 

• The DEIS should demonstrate that the  SHPD has made eligibility and preliminary effects determinations for the DEIS. 
• The discussion of the AA and the environmental screening in the DEIS should be augmented to better demonstrate that a 

TSM alternative was looked at and eliminated as an alternative for analysis in the DEIS. 

• It is not necessary to have a draft MOU/programmatic agreement developed with the SHPD at this time, but discussion 
with the SHPD should be undertaken as soon as possible to ensure this agreement is developed for inclusion in the 
final EIS. 

Again, I must emphasize that these are initial comments and that FTA will respond at a later date with a final 

statement of our comments on the ADEIS. 

Should you have any questions or need further clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Thank you again for your strong effort to provide information to assist FTA in it's analysis of the ADEIS. 

Ted Matley 
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