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E-1
No specific environmental issues are identified in the comment, so no further response is provided.
E-2
Regarding impacts to the I-5/Roth Road and I-5/Loiuse Avenue interchanges please refer to Master Response 1. 
E-3
The comment is correct, the Lathrop Road/McKinley Avenue intersection is within the City of Lathrop.  Table 4.11-4 of the DEIR has been revised and this change in presented in Chapter 3, Corrections and Revisions to the DEIR.  This change does not change the conclusions of the DEIR.   
E-4
Regarding future roadway widening along Lathrop Road between the project site and I-5 the DEIR determined that the project would result in the need for a signal improvement at the I-5/Lathrop Road intersection (page 4.11-23); however widening of this roadway would not be required at this time.  Further, with implementation of recommended mitigation, the project applicant would contribute its fair share contribution for the installation of this signal improvement.  The comment did not provide information that would support the need for widening of this roadway, so no additional response can be provided.  
Regarding a regional transportation study, as an action independent and separate from the project, the City is currently undertaking a study in cooperation with other regional agencies to identify regional transportation facilities, likely improvements needed to meet buildout conditions, and whether establishment of a regional transportation fee to fund needed improvements is necessary.  This study is in its initiation stage, is not expected to be completed for at least one year and is not required or proposed as mitigation for the project.  The impacts of the proposed project and requisite mitigation measures have been fully addressed in this EIR.  The conclusions of the DEIR are unchanged and no additional mitigation is required.
E-5
Regarding the project’s contribution to regional impacts at the Lathrop Road/I-5 interchange, it is estimated that the project would contribute 2.2% of trips to this intersection.  Mitigation was recommended that would require the project applicant to contribute its fair share to the installation of a signal at this intersection.  With the signal improvement, this intersection would operate at an acceptable level (i.e., LOS C).  

The City acknowledges that the project would contribute trips to the Lathrop Road/I-5 interchange and future improvements to this interchange are proposed by the City of Lathrop and Caltrans.  Cost of regional interchange improvements are highly variable and can range up to several million dollars.  No specific costs have been identified for the Lathrop Road/I-5 interchange and it has not been designed yet; however, because of its location and similar facilities, it is likely that the Lathrop Road/I-5 interchange improvements will have costs in the range of State Route 120/Yosemite Avenue interchange ($14 million).  This is the best estimate of costs currently available.  Because improvements are identified for the Lathrop Road/I-5 interchange, the project would contribute trips to this interchange, and a regional transportation fee has not been adopted by the City of Manteca, the City of Manteca will require the project applicants to deposit a fair share contribution of funds (2.2%) for the improvement of this interchange.  Based on a $14 million cost estimate, the project applicants shall deposit $308,000 into an escrow account.  The City of Manteca believes this is a reasonable contribution, given the best available information at this time.  If and when the interchange improvements are finalized, these funds shall be forwarded to the agency or funding mechanism (e.g., the City of Lathrop’s Capital Facilities Fee) responsible for carrying out these improvements.  
E-6
The comment is correct, the City of Manteca does not have an adopted regional transportation fee.  As described above, the City is currently undertaking a study in cooperation with other regional agencies. This study is in its initiation stage and it is not expected to be completed for at least one year.  At that time and based on the results of the study it will be determined whether or not a regional transportation fee program will be required.  However, as described above (response E-5), the proposed project will contribute its fair share to identified cumulative impacts.
E-7
Regarding operational and congestion impacts on project area roadways, the DEIR evaluated operational impacts to 14 study area intersections and supplemented this analysis with an additional 9 intersections in this response to comments document (see Master Response 1).  An intersection is critical to how a roadway operates because it controls the flow of traffic on area roadways. If an intersection is operating acceptably, it allows the free movement of vehicles.  If an intersection is operating unacceptably, it causes the back up and slow flow of traffic.  Therefore, the width of roadways is usually dependent on the operation of area intersection.  If a signalized intersection is operating unacceptably, then widening of the intersection and nearby roadways may be required to improve its operation.  In the case of the Lathrop Road/McKinley Avenue intersection, the DEIR indicated that installation of a traffic signal (Mitigation Measure 4.11-2c) would result in the operation of this intersection at an acceptable level (LOS B) and no roadway widening would be required.   No evidence is offered in the comment to support the need for widening of Lathrop or McKinley Road, so no further response can be provided.
Regarding a grade separator at Lathrop Road and McKinley Road, no evidence is offered in the comment to support the need for this improvement at this time, so no further response can be provided.  All project impacts (project and cumulative) have been appropriately evaluated in the DEIR and in this response to comments document.  Please refer to Master Response 1 and response to comment E-4.
Regarding the preparation of a regional traffic study, please refer to response to comment E-4.
E-8
With regard to evaluation of impacts to Roth Road and the Roth Road/I-5 interchange, please refer to Master Response 1. 

Regarding the preparation of a regional traffic study, please refer to response to comment E-4. 
E-9
During preparation of the traffic analysis for the DEIR, traffic volume data from the Central Lathrop Specific Plan (CLSP) was used in preparation of the project’s transportation analysis. The data and methodology used in the analysis are presented in Appendix H.  The comment does not identify any specific inaccuracies between the data used from the CLSP and the data presented in the traffic analysis, so no further response can be provided.  
E-10
With regard to project-related traffic impacts to regional roadways including the Lathrop Road/I-5 on and off ramps, Louise Avenue/I-5 intersection, and the Roth Road/I-5 interchange please refer to Master Response 1 and response to comment E-4.  Project and cumulative impacts to the referenced roadways have been appropriately evaluated in the DEIR and in this responses to comment document.  All study area roadways would operate acceptably with implementation of the project and recommended mitigation including fair-share contribution for roadway improvements.  No information is provided in the comment to support the need for additional analysis or mitigation beyond what was provided in the DEIR.  Therefore, no further response can be provided.
E-11
With regards to the City’s participation in a regional transportation study, please refer to response to comment E-4. 

E-12
A copy of the FEIR will be forwarded to the City of Lathrop for their review.  Notices for upcoming planning commission and city council meetings addressing the project will be sent to all commenters requesting notification.  
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