(NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2714 DETAIL I
Status : -

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : William
Last Name ; Biagioni

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

community! Without more information, it just doesn't seem feasible without wrecking havoc on the harbor and
the community, Also, the end of Miiford harbor is a historical district, how could you possibly dig a tunnel there
without destroying Miiford"s history, | am a sixty year resident and it is just wrong, Please, there has to be 3
better idea!



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1780 DETAIL B

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Bianca
Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2923 DETAIL

Status N

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Tammy
Last Name : Bick

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

really, we're once again going to eminent domain property for corporations for people who don't have 10-15
minutes in their life to relax and take in the sights? And who gets to absorb the costs in the end, certainly not
Amtrak and we all know the prices will be outrageous and unridable for normai people, Once again being
irresponsible and catering to corporate America



lﬂEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1104 DETAIL 4]

Status : TPeErtnas:

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Diane
Last Name : Bielski

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please consider how devastating the loss of historic buildings, our town center, and the cultural area that would
be affected should you continue to proceed with the current mapping of the relocation of the rail line through
Old Lyme. There must be another route you can use to improve the rail service along the coast. We are all in
favor of progress but not at the cost of the environmental, historic and cultural impact this current proposed
route would be.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1118 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Stanley
Last Name : Bielski

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It would substantially alter the character of our historic community in a negative way. Not to mention an
adverse environmental impact.

Failure to inform our legislators or communities about the proposal is sufficient grounds to look at the entire
process with a jaundiced eye.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1797 DETAIL

Status © AT ConTISTEy

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Bienia

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2075 DETAIL ]

Status ; BB ORpE

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Patricia
Last Name : Bieniewicz

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Alternative 1 of the three high-speed railtrack routes proposed by the Federal Railroad Authority (FRA) in their
Northeast Corridor (NEC) Future plan is a horror,

an ill conceived idea with no regard for the historical nature of a beautiful town, its waterways, wetlands, ponds
and most of all its people.

Government agencies come up with these plans, consulting no one , getting no local input and expect what
result? Applause? What will be gained by such a venture? Total disruption, homes wiped out and a town
drastically changed for what? Think again.

Go back to your drawing boards and reassess this

plan. Choose another alternative, please.



IHEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1841 DETAIL

Status : PG

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Cynthia
Last Name : Bigelow

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1446 DETAIL ]

Status : -

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Joy
Last Name : Biggart

Stakeholder Comments/issues i

As usual, the details are missing in the brochure. How many communities, homes, businesses and schools will
be destroyed and devalued in each of the three options? How can you expect ANYONE living in the NEC to
support this without that information! The economic viability of the region is only as good as the communities
which support it.



’Niﬁc DEIS Comments - RECORD #1449 DETAIL j
Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Joy
Last Name : Biggart

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As usual, the details are missing in the brochure. How many communities, homes, businesses and schools will
be destroyed and devalued in each of the three options? How can you expect ANYONE living in the NEC to
support this without that information! The economic viability of the region is only as good as the communities
which support it.



Christopher
. Billiay
Stakeholder Comments/lssues :




Status :

Recorg Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Patty
Last Name :



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2190 DETAIL

Status : punnead

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Preetham
Last Name : Bilumane

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please refrain from running train tracks or building train station in or around the Old Lyme college/university. It's
important to preserve and conserve environment for our children and for future.






INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1326 DETAIL

Status : a7

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Lucretia
Last Name : Bingham

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This would eviscerate the heart of a flourishing and historically important art community



2/5/2016
First Name : Russej)

Last Name : Bingham




NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #519 DETAIL

Status : < ARESETDletEs
Record Date : 2/3/2016

First Name : Russell

Last Name : Bingham

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please don't allow the proposed new railroad go through the heart of Old Lyme. It should not be a destructive
process to such a historical community. There are plenty of open spaces nearby.



Recorg Date : 211 4/2016
First Name -



Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
Stakeholder Comments/lssues :

This option to go thro
Do not Jet this happen.

2/14/2016
Regina
Birdseij

ugh Old Lyme Historica District should not even be considereq.



Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Birdsel|



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2801 DETAIL ]

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Birdsey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose this plan. The natural diversity review is incomplete. Without a complete review the options cannot be
considered. :



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2557 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : cristina
Last Name : birkic

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am utterly opposed to this rerouting of the railroad. It will destroy the wonderful culture and lifestyle of Old
Lyme,an historic American town.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1424 DETAIL

Status : e BaMpiEted’

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Cristina
Last Name : Birkic

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Remove alternative one grimy he conversation!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2078 DETAIL J

Status : <AATaR CompiE(er 1

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Birkic

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven, several cherished art treasures and severally
devalue real estate properties.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1199 DETAIL J

Status : R
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : David

Last Name : Birkic

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I have heard that this project would cur through the heart of Old Lyme Connecticiut, eliminating some of this
cities most beloved, historic icons. This kind of project not only disrupts the public enjoyment of this city, but
seriously devalue real estate in an area that is already struggling. If this is true, shame on you for suggesting
such a plan. | also heard that the Old Lyme Selectman was not aware of this ridiculous proposal until late in its
introduction.

Totally illogic, it will cost billions of dollars to reduce travel time by how much. 30 to 40 minutes. | will continue

to fight this proposal.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #737 DETAIL

Status : < AcienCoripietEn

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : John
Last Name : Bjerke

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose the proposal to run a rail line through the Patuxent Refuge. The Refuge is a designated Important Bird
Area and the site of much important wildlife research. The rail line would be detrimental to this research.

John Bjerke

GAFOE Gaue e B
Rockville MD 20855

Sent from my iPhone



Record Date :

21412016
First Name : Michelle
Last Name : Bjorkman

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :
This would be a terrible im he resig
t

pactont
quaint New England town, Other op
system should be g viable

ence of Old Lyme ag well as the historical value and charm of a
ions need to be presenteq) Maintainin

g and enhancing the existing raij
option not disrupting the lives of Olg Lyme resid

ents!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2678 DETAIL

Status : SATHBR Oomplates

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Biack

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

How about putting meaningful maps of where new rail would go on your website? New Rochelle to Westport is
very expensive real estate. Where, exactly would rails be built? Just read you want to destroy Old Saybrook
for new rails. Use inland route: NYC to Danbury to Hartford to Boston.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #78 DETAIL

Status : YPERANGL 2
Record Date : 12/18/2015
First Name : Peter

Last Name : Black

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| frequently see the Acela sauntering through my town. The coast route is not suitable for high speed rail. Due
to high land costs, the need for bridges, and environmental impact on marshes, | don't think it can be upgraded.
Best to move the Acela inland to Danbury/Watbury/Hartford/Worchester, on purpose built rails. This would free
up the coastal route for more commuter trains. | do not, however, understand the need for a cross Sound
tunnel. There is little demand now for cross Sound travel. This seems absurdly expensive. If one must tunnel,
better to make a more direct route out of NYC, eliminating the Queens detour. '



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2466 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Dennis
Last Name : Blader

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :

Dear Federaj Rail Administratigﬁ,

I understand that the Proposed Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor F utures proposal is designed to be built
through or alongside of the ¢ampus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven
Doing so woulqg displace or destroy the campus, it's buildings, ang portions of the historic area of the town.
This decision and its impact to the college the community, the historic architecturg] beauty, and the



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1763 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Marie
Last Name : Blair

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2896 DETAIL

Status : SACIOA Compietd .

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name ; Chandler
Last Name : Blake

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Hello,

I am a business person who commutes weekly to Boston with a home in Old Lyme and Essex, CT. Public
transportation on the shoreline is important to me as a commuter and as a resident. | appreciate the interest in
improving our railways but am concerned about the impact on the shoreline towns (specifically Old Lyme) with
Alternative 1. The shoreline towns and natural landscapes are an important part of our states heritage and
current tourism draw. | recognize the advantage of the rail system improving but not at all costs. We need to
preserve our history, the natural environment and work better with the communities to resolve all the barriers of
making these improvements. Personally, | am opposed to Alternative 1 due to the impact on my home and the
limited benefit to the state.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #130 DETAIL

Record Date : 1/11/2016
First Name : Lorraine
Last Name : Blakeney

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hello FRA, | am concerned about the effect a new rail line will have on our parks, wildlife, natural vegetation,
and current unfettered enjoyable use by the public. | am unable to attend the Public Hearing. Therefore, | am
sending this comment for the record. | am a Naturalist, educated and certified by the Quality Parks
Organization. Quality Parks provides a top-rated course of Naturalist education to Long Island adults.
Professional instructors guide and teach us, using the Parks System as a natural classroom. Our mission is to
protect our beloved and valuable wildlife, plants, and Eco-system, to promote awareness of our natural
environment, and to preserve our Natural Heritage. |, as well as many other students and instructors, have
reaped the many benefits (fellowship, health, knowledge, peace, advocacy, etc.) of exploring our natural parks.
Please join us in protecting our natural treasures.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2544 DETAIL

Status : —

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jennifer
Last Name : Blaskovich

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,
| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven and the surrounding area of Old Lyme.



Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name - Sherry
Last Name 4 Block

Stakeholder Comments/lssues x



nd how detailed for €ach of theijr ”Options"??This Option 1 Proposaj should pe
rémoved from these Studies ang if that doesn't happen 7 public hearing should be held immediately!This
Option 1 is totally Unacceptapje.
Tom ang Jean Bloom
Old Lyme,ct, 06371




NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1699 DETAIL ]

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Karen

Last Name : BLOUSTINE

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The entire idea of this high speech rail project is ludicrous. It would be a massive

waste of money for a tiny improvement in the time required to get from Washington, D.C. to Boston. In addition
Alternative 1 would destroy one of the areas jewels - the historic and arts district of Old Lyme.

This area prides itself on preserving our

history - why destroy a prime example of

history that is being used today?



Record Date 3
First Name :
Last Name :

2/15/2016
Frank
Blume




NEC DEIS Comments -
Status :

RECORD #2427 DETAIL

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Raleigh
Last Name : Boales

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :




First Name :
Last Name i

2/12/2016
David
Bocian



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1008 DETAIL _|
Status : SO SEm IS

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Rebecca
Last Name : Bocian

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am the third generation of my family to live in Old Lyme and a direct descendent of Thomas Hooker, the
founder of Connecticut, and | can literally feel their outrage at the idiocy of this plan! The impact this would have
on one of Connecticut's remaining positive Attributes, not to mention the environmental impact is astronomicall
| am also a teacher in this town who has watched many a former child from my class be impacted positively by
the unique environment of this community. Many attending the very college which this train would tear down,
and others becoming marine biologists or going in to environmental studies due to the beauty of their
surroundings! Please do not do this.



Status :

Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
stakeholder Comments/lssues -

Dear Federal Rail Administra

As an alumni of the Un

because it

will destroy the ca

NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2340 DETAIL

2/15/2016

Chris
Bodor

tion,

mpus of Ly

me Academ

iversity of New Haven, | oppose Alternative 1 of the
y College of Fine Arts O

Northe

ast Corridor Futures proposal

f the University of New Haven.”



N me ET L

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name . Jane

Last Name : Bohlander

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

2-MIB

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f) Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail
Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, Rl, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann.

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places | am writing this letter in opposition
to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge including pristine stream, wetland,
riparian and forest habitats, critical to @ number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable wildlife
habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an immense toll on natural resources, and in so
doing would damage the ecological integrity of the largest remaining forest block in central Maryland—also
recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an important Bird Area (IBA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for
several declining bird species, including Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler and prairie
warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the purpose of upholding and
promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act. The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S.
migratory bird treaty obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual preservation for
birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly—owned natural resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge
would set a dangerous precedent for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes. Feasible
and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please choose an alternate that does not
disturb a national treasure.

Sincerely,

Jane Bohlander

Sent from my iPad



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #421 DETAIL

Status TGO Ot

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Susan
Last Name : Bombassei

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It's horrible that you think you can come in and destroy everything with out a care to the environment. You
should not be allowed to go on. Keep out...



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2799 DETAIL —|

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Christine
Last Name : Bond

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

PLEASE...re think the plan. Old Lyme is a nice quiet little town, a train thru the center of town, destroying
homes and property is NOT the answer. look at what happened in New London with the Pfizer issue...oh it will
be better they said, it will be beneficial they said, they took homes and property, destroying lives and
memories...



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1338 DETAIL J

Status : ‘NS
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Dorothy
Last Name : Bondarenko

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a long time summer resident of Old Lyme, | very disappointed and concerned about the prospects of
Alternative 1 and ask that you weigh the limited benefit of the improvement with the importance of maintaining

the character of the town.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2094 DETAIL

Status : gt Gompleteds-
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Thomas

Last Name : Bonfiglio

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2493 DETAIL

Status : ? giion Gompleted

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Francis
L.ast Name : Bonomo

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,
‘| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2934 DETAIL J

Status : WRER
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Nick

Last Name : Bonomo

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Despite the potential reduction in carbon emissions, the uncertainties associated with Action Alternatives 2 and
3 present some significant negative impacts on wildlife, important habitats such as Important Bird Areas,
wetlands, grasslands, and forest interior habitats. | recommend that Alternative 1, with proper design, and
combined with an emphasis on completing the New Haven to Springfield commuter line, be selected as the
preferred alternative. The negative impacts on important habitats for birds and other wildlife presented by
Alternatives 2 and 3 are just too high of a price to pay for an as of yet undefined transportation dividend. And
identifying Alternative 1 as a preferred scenario does not exclude the need for careful environmental review and
the inevitable need for planning and design work that would avoid any environmental damage that presents a
significant threat either on a temporary or permanent basis.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #871 DETAIL

Status : <hgtion compietadi
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Gregory

Last Name : Book

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The rail options that go through Hartford are ambitious but worth the investment. To be able to live in central
CT, but work in Boston or NY would great and would help expand the economies of central CT.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1445 DETAIL

Status : R e R EI T a
Record Date : 2/14/2016

First Name : Martha

Last Name : Borie Wood

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Do not let this happen!



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1478 DETAIL

Status : <ERCO COMpletE)

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Gilbert
Last Name : Boro

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I'm somewhat concerned regarding the short response time allowed. Will there be another public hearing not in
the dead of winter so people with mobility problems can attend?



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1715 DETAIL

Status : “<Pending |

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Rebecca
Last Name : Borton

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Expanding and improving the NEC rail corridor will be a boon for the region and the country and | am very
supportive. However, please be mindful and inclusive of the communities along the expanded rail lines. Many
places along the lines are dependent on charm as their main economic driver. It is imperative that their
planning and zoning decision makers are included in the process to make sure the location and style of the new
railroad facilities are appropriate for the local communities character. This is a wonderful opportunity to improve
the region for the connectivity of the cities, the ease of commuters, and the access to regional tourism sites.
The local communities are best positioned to make sure the places people love to visit and live are protected as
well as shared.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1043 DETAIL

Status : GO COmpIETEG]

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Robert
Last Name : Bosco

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I want to add my support to those who have been actively opposing the proposal to reroute the rail line further
inland through the town of Old Lyme (Alternative 1). Please seriously consider the negative impact that would
have on the town and the environment. Thank you.



[EC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2658 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Eloise

Last Name : Bottinelli-Gada

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. It will also endanger the federally protected
areas of the Connecticut River Estuary and completely ruin Old Lyme as a nationally recognized historic
district. Other proposed alternatives make far more sense, such as one that would head north along [-91 to
Hartford and then on to Providence and Boston, providing much-needed train access to inland areas.



ﬁlEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2699 DETAIL

Status < aeior Qo

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Harvey
Last Name : Botzman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Administrator

NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration

One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Ref.: Tier 1 Draft NEC Environmental Impact Statement Comments

These comments have been prepared by Harvey Botzman on behalf of the New York Bicycling Coalition.
Contact information: Harvey Botzman, cyclotour@cyclotour.com, voice: 585 244-6157, 160 Harvard Street,
Rochester, New York 14607-3174. Mr. Botzman is a Director of the New York Bicycling Coalition. He is listed
on the Coalition’s Board of Director page http:/nybc.net/staff-group/board/ and he has a profile on Linkedin.
Mr. Botzman is preparing comments in regard to the Lake Shore Limited, Empire Service, Maple Leaf,
Adirondack, and Ethan Allen trains operated by Amtrak in New York State. Only the Lake Shore Limited is fully
financed by Amtrak. The other trains are primarily financed by the New York State Department of
Transportation.

|. Statistics & Demographics

A. References:

1. League of American Bicyclists. Where We Ride: Analysis of Bicycle Commuting in American Cities.
Washington DC: League of American Bicyclists. 2015. http://www.bikeleague.org/commutingdata

2. United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2014. Washington DC: United States Census
Bureau. 2015. https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/news/data-releases/2014.html

B. Since the Northeast Corridor Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement is concerned with the future of rail
passenger trains and travelers it is surprising that this Draft does not include any mention of the demographic
change of in cities along the Corridor. It also fails to include the change in the type of transportation used to
complete the “last mile” between a NEC rail station and where the person is ultimately coming from or going to,
be it a work location, home, school, government entity, attraction, or lodging.

C. According to the United States Census Bureau’s Community Survey Data Reports an increasing number as
well as a greater percentage of 20-35 year old and 55+ year old demographic groups are opting to not own or
regularly use an automobile. It is estimated that in several cities within the Northeast Corridor routes 30% or
more of the population do not even have a driver’s license. This segment of the population in the NEC’s area
have opted to use public transportation, municipal buses, light rail, subway, long distance buses, and Amtrak’s
trains as their primary transportation modes.

D. More importantly an increasing number and percentage of the NEC's population are opting to use a bicycle
as their means of transportation for the “last mile” of their commute to work and school; perform every day
errands (utilitarian bicycling); visiting friends and relatives.

E. Amtrak has recognized this change in transportation modes by establishing, with the Adventure Cycling
Association, the Amtrak/Adventure Cycling Association Bicycle Task Force. The Task Force is charged with
helping Amtrak improve its bicycle carriage service.

F. One initial statistic to be taken into account by the Draft Tier 1 NEC EIS is the overwhelming support for



unboxed bicycle carriage service on the Capital Limited train from Washington DC to Pittsburgh PA after the
introduction of using bicycle racks on this train in September, 2015. The demand for unboxed bicycle carriage
service on the Capital Limited mirrors Amtrak’s experience with such bicycle carriage on its Cascades trains.
Although the Capital Limited does only operates

IIl. Current Situation: Unboxed Bicycle Carriage on NEC Trains

A. Bicyclists prefer to use their own bicycles when touring & traveling outside of their home area. Although bike
share services do have a place in the transportation mix, most bicyclists traveling on business or pleasure find
that upon alighting from a long distance train or plane it is faster, less expensive, and easier to go from the train
(airplane) terminal to their lodging by bicycle than by taxi, municipal bus, light rail, or private automobile. This is
consistently proved each year in various cities during “bike week” when bicyclists obeying all traffic rules
compete against other forms of surface transportation to go from point A to point B.

B. Bicyclists traveling to bicycle events within the NEC and wanting to not use a private automobile to get to the
starting point are particularly hampered by the lack of unboxed or even boxed bicycle carriage services within
the NEC. Of the 240 major bicycling events listed on the New York Bicycling Coalition/Cyclotour Guide Books
“New York State Major Bicycling Events Calendar” 15% are in the New York City NEC region as defined in this
Draft EIS. More than 133,000 bicyclists participated in these 36 events. Assuming only 10% of the 133,000
participating bicyclists wanted to travel to these 36 New York City events without use of an automobile this
represents a large virtually untapped market for Amtrak’s NEC rail service. These figures do not include New
York State bicycling events taking place entirely in Long Island counties outside of New York City or in the
northern suburbs of New York City. The problem is the difficulty of transporting a bicycle and a bicyclist
between New York City (and to a greater extent the other approximately 200 bicycling events in New York
State) and other urban areas along Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor's service area.

C. No Northeast Regional or Acela trains have the facilities for carriage of bicycles. Only a limited number of
long distance Amtrak trains along the route of the Northeast Corridor have facilities for the carriage of bicycles,
boxed or unboxed.

1. Improvements to make Bicycle Carriage on Northeast Corridor Regional & Acela Trains a Viable Service

A. Although bicycle carriage service is sometimes termed “Unboxed Bicycle Carriage Service;” “Boxed Bicycle
Carriage Service;” “Roll-On/Roll Off Bicycle Service” or “RO/RO Bicycle Service” we will use Amtrak’s
definitions of transporting a bicycle: “Walk-On Bicycle Service,” “Walk-Up Bicycle Service,” and boxing a bike.
B. Northeast Corridor Regional and Acela Trains

1. Amirak Walk-On Bicycle Service: Without baggage cars on either Northeast Regional or Acela Trains bicycle
carriage can be effected by modifying the passenger train cars with a small amount of dedicated bicycle space
using:

a. bicycle racks to hang bicycles

b. bicycle tie down points to place bicycles along the walls of a passenger car (this form of bicycle carriage is
generally used on commuter trains.

¢. Definition (from the Amtrak web site): Walk-On Bicycle Service: Passengers utilizing the walk-on bicycle
service, where bikes are carried on select trains by the passenger and stored in designated areas, must be
able to fully handle their bicycle, and be able to lift their bicycle to shoulder height. Passengers are responsible
for stowage and security of bicycles.

2. Amtrak Walk-Up Checked Bicycle Service: This bicycle carriage service is only available if a baggage car is
used on a train.

a. Definition (from the Amtrak web site): Passengers utilizing the walk-up bicycle service, where bikes are
transported on select trains in racks in the baggage car, must be able to lift their bicycle to shoulder height so



Amtrak personnel may store and secure them in the bike racks.

b. Applies to long distance trains connecting NEC cities: the Vermonter, the Cardinal, Carolinian, Piedmont,
Crescent, Keystone, Silver Service, and Palmetto.

c. Not all of these long distance trains have been or will be equipped with baggage cars containing bike racks.
d. These long distance trains have a much more limited schedule (1 train per day in each direction) than NEC
Regional or Acela trains.

e. If the train is equipped with a baggage car with bike racks then there are a limited number (7 or 8) bike racks
in the baggage car.

f. If all the baggage car bike racks are reserved then the bicyclist must box the bike to transport it by Amtrak in
the NEC.

1) Partial disassembly of the bicycle is necessary to fit it into a bicycle box 3. “Boxing a Bike” is the least
preferable & most hindering conditions for transporting a bicycle on an Amtrak train

2) The departing Amtrak station has to have bicycle boxes in stock or the bicyclist has to make or obtain a
bicycle box from another source & transport the empty or filled box to the Amtrak station.

3) Both the departing and arriving Amtrak stations must have checked baggage car service for the bicycle to be
on loaded & off loaded.

g. The passenger fares on these long distance trains are more expensive than on the Northeast Regional
trains.

h. All of these conditions limit Amtrak being able to increase its revenue by meeting the needs of the increasing
number bicyclists wanting travel with their bicycles.

1) Evidence of this increase in the number of bicycle wanting to tour & travel with their bicycles is the
demographic changes in housing; use of a bicycle for commuting; and decrease in the number of regular users
of automobiles within the urban areas served by Northeast Corridor trains.

3. Capacity

a. Adequate bicycle carriage capacity is required to exceed a "minimum capacity” threshold

b. Special capacity should be added to the NEC to allow for group excursion service.

¢. Maximum capacity bicycle carriage: baggage cars with high bicycle carriage capacity for use by bicycle tour
companies on a charter basis.

d. Addition of baggage cars with high bicycle carriage capacity for transporting bicyclists and bicycles to a
bicycling event with a significant number bicycling participants.

e. Walk-On Bicycle Service is to be available on all trains throughout the day.

IV. Station Improvements to facilitate bicycle carriage within the NEC

A. Reduction of Barriers

1. Bike Ramps on staircases for rolling bicycles up or down staircases

. .Platform Level loading at all stations serviced by NEC trains.

. Platform level embarking/alighting facilitates Walk-On and Roll-On Bicycle Service

. Platform level loading embarking/alighting decreases the passenger load times

. Elevators both for disabled individuals and bicyclists

. Access to Stations

. Multi-Modal access for bikes, municipal buses typically have bike racks

. Local bicycle maps with bike routes bike routes posted in NEC stations

. Last mile connectivity; include. Transport to car pool, stations etc., bike share, and ride share

. Bike stations with a pump and minor tools in each NEC station

C. Bicycle Parking

0w o oo N
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1. Secure Bike Parking at all NEC stations, rational, bike parking is less expensive than auto parking

2. Secure bike storage for long trips at from originating station.

a. Secure bike parking Depots, such as built in partnership between New Jersey Bike & Walk Coalition and
Montclair Township, http://www.njbwc.org/bikedepot/

b. Installation of paid bike parking lockers, (e. g. https://www.bikelink.org) such used at facilities on the west
coast and in Winooski VT

V. Right of Way

A. NEC Bridges

1. Must include bicycle and pedestrian access when they are reconstructed or built new.

B. Grade Crossings

1. Improve grade crossings with better pads and smoother areas for bicyclists

2. Increased safety markings to delineate train grade crossings to prevent accidents.

C. Rail-Trail

1. Develop a system of trails parallel or within NEC rights of way.

2. Encourage states and municipalities to create multi-use trails leading to NEC stations

3. Encourage states and municipalities to build or create protected bike lanes leading to NEC stations

4. Provide matching funds or outright grants for the development of trails parallel or within NEC rights of way.
VI. Marketing

A. Amtrak is to actively market its “Walk-On” or “Walk-Up” Bicycle Service on NEC Regional, Acela, and long
distance trains.

1. Amtrak shall produce a video as well as paper brochures detailing how to reserve space, load and unload
the bike racks or other bicycle carriage facilities in passenger cars or baggage cars on its NEC Regional, Acela,
and long distance trains.

2. These marketing materials shall include information about fees (not necessarily quoting a dollar figure),
bicyclist's responsibility, and Amtrak/NEC operator’s liability.

a. Amtrak is to arrange with an insurance company for optional bicycle carriage insurance.

B. Amtrak is to provide adequate funds to statewide bicycle advocacy organizations to market Amtrak/NEC's
bicycle carriage and bicycle parking facilities to the bicycle advocacy organizations’ members & to the general
public.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1090 DETAIL J

Status : BT CEMEET
Record Date : 2/12/2016

First Name : Joan M.

Last Name : Bouchard

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Whether or not to adopt the Alternative #1 should be a cooperative decision, reflecting the opinions of the local
authorities and residents in the towns affected. and after gathering information about the impact the rail line
would have on those communities. Thank you for taking my views on this subject into account in making your

decision.



IEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1377 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Tara
Last Name : Bouchard

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Don't destroy CT history for a train - the price is too high



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1616 DETAIL

Status : UftEEdTD

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Robert
Last Name : Bourdon

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland, a member of the Maryland Ornithological Society,
and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places, | am writing this

letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge
including pristine stream, wetland, riparian and forest habitats, critical

to a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable

wildlife habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an
immense toll on natural resources, and in so doing would damage the
ecological integrity of the largest remaining forest block in central
Maryland—also recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an Important Bird Area
(IBA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for several declining bird

species, including Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler
and prairie warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1936 specifically for the
purpose of upholding and promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act.
The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S. migratory bird treaty
obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual
preservation for birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural

resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge would set a dangerous precedent
for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes.
Feasible and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge

exist. Please choose an alternate that does not disturb a national treasure.
Sincerely,

Robert Bourdon



Status :
Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
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Amy
Bourget

stakeholder Comments/issues :
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[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #839 DETAIL ]

Status i Gomplsted -

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Loree
Last Name : Bourgoin

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I'oppose the proposal to run the rail through protected environmental areas of the CT River Estuary and
through the historic district of Old Lyme. The ecological, cultural and educational value of this area should be
preserved. Developments to our mass transit should take consideration of actual improvements to all including
the established pass-through areas. The option to run through the rt 91 & 84 coordinator provides more value
to improve mass transit! Preservation and Improvement Please! Do not destroy Old Lyme's historical legacy
and protected environmental areas!



Status :
Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
stakeholder Comments/issues -
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INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #458 DETAIL

Status : TATCOTOINS: -

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Bourque

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

January 30, 2016

David Bourque

Old Lyme, CT

| would like to comment on the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS generally and
Alternate 1 specifically. | live in Old Lyme, CT and our town's community
space, the buildings and their associated history which is so much a part of
our identity, would cease to exist under the proposed Alternate 1. Looking

at the various proposals
(http://www.necfuture.com/alternatives/alternatives_comparison.aspx), | am
surprised at what little impact Alternate 1 has on ridership and the

NorthEast rail system as a whole. If the commission is seeking improvement,
make it a generational improvement in the rail system. Consider nothing less
than the level of benefit that an Alternate 3 provides. Those of us along

the shore who have had the railroads as our neighbor for our entire lives

can feed into the upgraded system using the existing railways. If this
impacts individuals negatively with respect to commute time, moving closer
to the upgraded system can be a decision made on a case-by-case basis.

Alternate 1 provides for minimal overall improvement at the cost of several
shoreline towns that already struggle with the congestion that |-95 creates.
Old Lyme, CT suffers the worst under Alternate 1 and the cost to benefit for
ridership is unjustified.

Regards,

David Bourque



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #520 DETAIL B

Status : SARB CanleEe”

Record Date : 2/3/2016
First Name : Danielle
Last Name : Bousquet

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Having a line that goes through Storrs would be fantastic! Needing to drive to Hartford or New Haven to get to
the train involves either getting a ride, finding a bus, or leaving your car behind. None of these options is ideal,
and it has been one of the major barriers in getting people to sign up for conferences in this area as well as for
me to travel to other conferences.



Status :
Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
stakeholder Comments/issues :
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Bowers

Has any thought been giventoa route via

Middletown and on to

Boston? This was a

the "Air" Line that ran Northeast from New Haven, CT, through

fairly straight route in

t's day.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1038 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Doe

Last Name : Boyle

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear NEC Future:

Although I 'am generally in support of this transformational transportation project, | am compelled today to say
that | strongly object to the proposed plan to run the rail system through the heart of one of New England's
loveliest and culturally and historically important towns: OLD LYME, CT. As you may know, Old Lyme is a very
important national art site, internationally notable as one of the two most important birthplaces of American
Impressionism. The rail system would destroy not only the charm of this nearly pristine small town but would
also destroy the living remnants of the art colony that flourished there earlier in the 20th century and still exists
today in the 21st century in the form of the Florence Griswold Museum, the Lyme Art Association, and the
wonderful Lyme Academy of Fine Arts, all within or just yards away from the proposed tracks. It would also
threaten the landscape and natural woodland and marine and estuary environment that has been named by the
Nature Conservancy as one of the Last Great Places on earth. | strongly urge you to reconsider the plan for the
route, with sensitivity to the history, the environment, and the continuity of this cherished culturally iconic
homeplace of national significance.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1678 DETAIL

Status : [N e

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Roxanne
Last Name : Boyle

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Ms Braegelmann,

I am horrified to learn that another wildlife area might be sacrificed for
misplaced development. | speak of the NEC line proposal to grab lands from
the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge. What a horror. This protected space now
contains the largest mid-Maryland forest preserve which is a critical
breeding habitat. Once destroyed, identical complex ecosystems cannot be
recreated elsewhere with bulldozers and developers' dollars.

The Patuxent Research Refuge is the only National Wildlife Refuge in the
USA supporting wildlife research. Ongoing research should be honored

and commitments

to preserve wildlife habitat must be upheld.

This unique park is treasured by residents of surrounding counties, Anne
Arundel and Prince George's. Patuxent has been honored with visiting
presidents and is the frequent site for school trips and Scout troop

activities. Where are our children to learn about wildlife and nature when

it is disappearing so fast around them? Where are our birds to breed and
feed? Where can the water flow free of pollutants, where can the forests
grow? Please note that large tracts of refuge space are required to

maintain habitat. Woodlands are so parsed and decimated in this region that
many species are struggling to exist at all.

Of course, the refuge is partly within Prince George's County where we
regularly see "preserved" green spaces converted to schools or other public
“needs." How many woodlands have been destroyed to create yet more empty
economically-struggling shopping malls with empty stores? It never seems
to matter in Prince George's County. It looks like Open Season to those of
us who live here and care. Those doing the planning and reaping the profits
typically reside in better protected communities with abundant preserved
parklands. Why is this county the sacrificial lamb of this metropolitan

area? The polices which consistently pick on Prince Georges for
unattractive development must be reexamined. More, the commitment to honor
wildlife preserves must be upheld. The wildlife cannot keep relocating;
intact forests and streams are necessary for their preserved health.

Please do not allow this preserve to be sacrificed. It is essential as a

bird and forest preserve, it is vital as a research center with ongoing
programs, and it is @ human resource beloved by many. Anne Arundel and
Prince George's County residents deserve a robust degree of protection for
this unique wildlife refuge.

Thank you,



Roxanne Boyle

Adelphi, MD 20783



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #730 DETAIL

Status : e CompE

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Ched
Last Name : Bradley

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

That a portion of the Patuxent NWR would be a corridor option for the proposed rail system is a travesty. Is this
the best you can do?

Ched Bradley
Rockville, MD



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2709 DETAIL

Status : [GiEEE
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Mary
Last Name : Brainard

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

[ am vehemently opposed to the Tier 1 Draft for the Northeast Corridor High Speed Rail for the following
reasons: It will run through and destroy a very valuable Historic Artistic region in Connecticut, the area is
already well served by rail and other public transportation and the high speed rail should route through Hartford
which does not have direct service from NY, and finally, this route is a shorter distance to Boston than through

the Shoreline. Thank you.



!NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #254 DETAIL

Status : “PAEHian COMDIETed

Record Date : 1/24/2016
First Name : Wendy
Last Name : Brainerd

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To destroy an entire town,( listed on the National Registry of Historic Places) it's residential and commercial
areas is unconscionable.



Status .
Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :

2/14/2016
Ann
Branchini

Stakeholder Commentsllssues :

| prefer Option3 sin

Option 1 unfairly affects towns like Old Lyme,

gained in that plan

ce it allows for wholesale

NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1502 DETAIL__
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expansion and increased opportunity across the state of CT.

with only minimal improvement in transportation. More lost than



‘NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2463 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Brassard

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Attached is a pdf of an addendum to previous comments | made for the NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft EIS, which
had been sent on 2/7/16.

Attn: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea
Please confirm that you have received this email.

Thank you

>From: Peter Brassard <peterbrassard @<

>Sent: Feb 7, 2016 3:16 PM

>To: comment@necfuture.com

>Subject: Tier 1 Draft EIS Comments

>

>Attached is a pdf of my comments for NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS, Attn: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea.
>

>Please confirm that you have received this email.

>

>Thank you.

>

Attachments : Brassard - Comment Addendum NEC FUTURE 2016.02.15.pdf (157 kb)



Tier 1 Draft EIS for NEC FUTURE Study - Comments - Addendum February 15, 2016

Peter Brassard

Cell:

peter.brassard
February 15, 2016

NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
Attn: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004
comment@necfuture.com

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea,

The following is an addendum to comments | made on February 7, 2016 for the Tier 1 Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for NEC FUTURE.

<} %Zi @z¢44//14(/«-

Peter Brassard

cc: Brad Inman brad.inman
Ross Brennan ross.brennan
Peter LaFountain Peter.LaFountain i
Steven Keenan
Dylan Handelsman
Tiana Ochoa
Barney Heath
Allan Fung

Bruce Keiser bruce keiser@{uuili—

Peter Brassard peterbrassard@eatrthlink.net 1(917) 208 8597 1



Tier 1 Draft EIS for NEC FUTURE Study — Comments - Addendum February 15, 2016

The following comments are based in part on communications | had with Patrick Anderson a
Providence Journal reporter, and with Ross Brennan, a transportation staffer for Congressman
David Cicilline.

1.

In January, Patrick Anderson informed me that he had contacted the FRA and when he
asked about the population numbers used in the NEC FUTURE study, the FRA’s
response was that they

“acknowledged they didn’t use census figures, but Moody’s “market projections”
because they wanted to use future numbers [and thal] it was up to Moody’s what they
included in each metro area.”

When he relayed this to me, it reminded me that a few years earlier at an NEC Future
public hearing, that study staff members had mentioned that Moody’s Analytics was
being used instead of government agencies for data, because they wanted to be “more
accurate.”

Why are Moody's numbers "future," if the FRA and NEC FUTURE are using Moody's
current numbers as the basis for determining future projections?

Why are Moody’s figures more “accurate” than the U.S. government’s?

If true, leaving it up to Moody’s to include what they wanted for each metro area, without
input from the FRA or NEC FUTURE is at a minimum sloppy direction.

In a letter responding to questions | had raised that Ross Brennan received from the
FRA, claimed that the numbers (the same population and employment figures that | had
quoted in my February 7 comments), were

“different due to the source quoted (Census data projections from 2014) and
boundaries used to calculate the population and employment numbers. FRA’s data
(obtained on a county-level basis for the Study Area) is based on Moody's Analytics
June 2013 “base” demographic forecasts. Moody's data uses actual Census data (not
the same as census projections) to make projections. Moody’s supplied three
forecasts for the 2040 NEC population and employment projections based on this
data: low, base (most likely), and high.

In addition, the geographic boundaries FRA used are not the same as the
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) boundaries cited by the constituent. The
boundaries in the Tier 1 Draft EIS were drawn based on markets served and do not
match up specifically to the MSA boundaries. For purposes of our analysis, the
Providence and Hartford metro areas were defined as indicated below:

Providence (all of Rhode Island): Providence County, RI, Bristol County, R,
Newport County, RI, Kent County, Rl, Washington County, RI

Hartford (also includes Springfield): Hampden County, MA, Hampshire County, MA,
Hartford County, CT, Tolland County, CT, Northern half of Middlesex County, CT

New Bedford (Bristol County, MA) is iricluded in the Boston metro area”



Tier 1 Draft EIS for NEC FUTURE Study — Comments - Addendum February 15, 2016

If Moody’s “uses actual Gensus data,” which is “not the same as census projections,” the
difference is miniscule.

Example:

1,055,173 Rhode Island population (2014 census projection)
1,052,931 Rhode Island population (2010 census)

3,252 Difference

If | had used 2010 census data instead of 2014 census projections, would the FRA
representative who wrote to Mr. Brennan have said that 2010 census data was too old?

3. Ifthe FRA’s data is “obtained on a county-level basis for the Study Area” and the claim
that Moody'’s is using “all of Rhode Island[‘s]” five counties to determine the Providence
area population, where did the figure of 970,000 in the Alternatives Report come from,
that misses 80,000 from Rhode Island’s population?

Was Newport County or somewhere else left out of Moody’s calculation for
Rhode Island?

Why is it that “[t]he boundaries in the Tier 1 Draft EIS were drawn based on markets
served and do not match up specifically to the MSA boundaries” and “New Bedford
(Bristol County, MA) is included in the Boston metro area?”

What are the assumptions and methodology that Moody’s uses to define a “market
served” and how do they determine what a metropolitan area is?

Does Moody's usually define "market's served" the same in other studies, as it has for the
NEC FUTURE study?

Does the population figures that Moody’s provided to the FRA, for the other metropolitan
areas along the NEC between Washington DC and Boston match US Government
population data for MSA or CSA regions?

5. To Mr. Brennan the FRA further stated that

“Alternative 3 in the Tier 1 Draft EIS includes four representative route options for a
second spine between New York and Boston. All four options — two for service
between New York and Hartford and two for service between Hartford and Boston —
have been objectively evaluated in the Tier 1 Draft EIS. Importantly, a second spine is
intended to supplement the existing NEC, which would be brought to a state of good
repair and expanded to accommodate 2040 demand. Thus, in any Alternative 3 route
option the infrastructure and service on the existing NEC would be improved. Most
importantly, FRA has not chosen a Preferred Alternative. The decision on the
Preferred Alternative will be based on the findings presented in the Tier 1 Draft EIS,
public and stakeholder comments, and FRA policy guidance.”

How is it possible for the FRA to make an “objective” choice in selecting a “Preferred
Alternative” if the data that's the basis of the study uses questionable population numbers
that doesn’t correlate with either established government or private sector definitions of
metropolitan areas and how population is counted?
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It's reasonable to suggest that “any Alternative 3 route option the infrastructure and
service on the existing NEC would be improved,” but if the federal government spends
billions to construct a new second NEC route, there is no guarantee that Congress will
approve funds to upgrade the existing NEC coastal route.

6. Whether Moody’s, FRA, or NEC FUTURE wants to acknowledge U.S. census data or not,
the Providence metropolitan area includes all of Rhode Island and Bristol County, MA,
which has over 1.6-million people making it the second largest metropolitan are in New
England.

Rhode Island and Bristol County, MA are economically and culturally intertwined. People
travel interstate daily to work, attend school, shop, deliver goods, provide services, and
attend cultural events.

Clearly Moody’s has misrepresented or misinterpreted the Providence metropolitan area
geographic boundaries and population.

With the FRA response to Patrick Anderson with its claim that they didn’t use census
figures, contradicts with the response that Ross Brennan of Congressman Cicilline’s
office received from an FRA representative, who insisted that Moody’s and the FRA used
census figures instead of census projections.

If Moody’s numbers stand uncorrected in the Tier 1 Draft EIS and the final EIS, this study and
process will not be credible, because it will be based on inaccurate and untrue data.

Anyone who’s ever worked on an EIS knows that data chosen are cherry-picked to support the
proposal or preferred project. DEIS projections would look very different if census MSA or CSA
data had been used. Even if there’s pressure to finish the EIS quickly, President Obama won’t be
leaving office until January 2017, so there’s time to verify and correct supporting data.

The Census and Bureau of Labor Statistics should be directed by the FRA to independently verify
Moody’s assumptions, methodology, and numbers for how they defined markets and metropolitan
areas, before the Final EIS is competed and issued.

By the time any of the projects outlined in the DEIS are funded, many current government office
holders likely will be out of office. What will remain is a document based on inaccuracy, which
future leaders will base decisions on.

Any mistakes or wrong assumptions in data provided to the FRA and NEC FUTURE made by

Moody's Analytics must either be corrected or replaced by U.S. government population and
employment data. If not, this study and resulting EIS will be skewed and at best questionable.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #596 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/8/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Brassard

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Attached is a pdf of my comments for NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS, Attn: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea.
Please confirm that you have received this email.

Thank you,

Attachments : 2016.0207 Comments.pdf (122 kb)



Tier 1 Draft EIS for NEC FUTURE Study - Comments February 7, 2016

Peter Brassard

Email: peterbrassard

February 7, 2016

NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
Attn: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004
comment@necfuture.com

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea,

The following are my comments for the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Tier 1 Draft
EIS) for NEC FUTURE.

Sincerely,

Peter Brassard



Tier 1 Draft EIS for NEC FUTURE Study - Comments February 7, 2016

My comments will primarily focus on the New York, Long Island, Northern New Jersey, and
Southern New England regions of the Northeast Corridor (NEC).

1.

2.

Peter Brassard g ST SRRSO A e

A No-Action Alternative is not an acceptable option for the future of the NEC.

The absolute minimum two projects that should advocated for in the final EIS and built
are two additional Trans-Hudson tunnels between New Jersey and Penn Station New
York, along with an additional or a replacement Portal Bridge in Kearny, New Jersey.

Without two new tunnels, if there were an infrastructure failure between New Jersey and
New York, the Northeast rail corridor would cease to exist.

New Trans-Hudson tunnels should directly terminate at exiting Penn Station tracks and
platforms levels, rather than constructing a separate new deep-cavern station, as was
proposed with the ARC plan.

Commuter trains from New Jersey and Long Island that use Penn Station should
incorporate a through routing strategy to allow for better utilization and effectively
increase capacity at Penn Station for intercity regional or high speed rail (HSR) service
and better local commuter operations.

Alternative 3.2, the Long Island to New Haven to Hartford to Providence alignment
should the top priority for a second HSR route between New York and Boston.

Population and employment data (and resulting projections) cited in the Tier 1 Draft EIS
(DEIS) Alternatives Report (October 2015) for the southern New England region is
inaccurate and inconsistent with actual US Census and Bureau of Labor Statistics data.

At an early NEC Future public meeting, it was mentioned by study staff people that
Moody’s Analytics population and market data was being used instead of US
government data. Moody’s assumptions and methodologies for determining population
and metropolitan area designations in the DEIS are not clear.

U.S. Government census and employment data should replace Moody’s data in the
DEIS and final EIS.

The New Bedford region of the Providence area, as well as the Massachusetts cities and
towns that border Rhode Island, and some of Rhode Island’s population was left out of
the Providence metropolitan area population count.

Springfield, which is 30 miles from Hartford, is its own separate metropolitan region (a
CSA) was added to the Hartford CSA in the DEIS, where as New Bedford, also 30 miles
away but from Providence, which is generally included in the Providence MSA
calculation, was left out.

All missing communities of the Providence MSA should be added and reflected
throughout the DEIS and final EIS.
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7.

10.

The following incorrect data is shown in the DEIS - Alternatives Report (October 2015):
Table 7: Population Forecasts (page 37)

Providence - 970,000

Hartford -1,800,000 (includes the Springfield CSA)

Table 8: NEC Employment Forecast (page 38)
Providence - 426,000
Hartford - 873,000

The actual data from US Census (2014) for Population and Bureau of Labor
Statistics (November 2015) for Employment Statistics shows:

Population

Providence MSA -1,609,000

Hartford CSA -1,214,000

Worcester MSA - 931,000

Springfield CSA - 629,000,

Employment

Providence-Warwick RI-MA - 649,000
Hartford CT - 590,400

Springfield MA - 395,000

Worcester MA - 329,000

New Bedford MA - 78,000

The Providence metropolitan area is slightly larger than the Hartford area. The
Springfield and Worcester metropolitan areas are considerably smaller than both
Providence and Hartford.

The set of population numbers in the DEIS Alternatives Report incorrectly implies that
Providence is equivalent to Worcester instead of Hartford.

If a Hartford to Worcester HSR alignment were created, the coastal NEC would
effectively become secondary local tracks.

It may be a coincidence, but series of diagrams on page 212 and 213 of the Alternatives
Report illustrates NEC coastal route in southern New England labeled not as even
intermediate tracks, but as “local tracks.”

If large sums of money are spent on a new HSR Hartford-Worcester alignment, no
matter what the EIS might outline, it's highly unlikely that much will be done to improve
the NEC coastal route or to upgrade it to a proposed 160mph HSR service.

There’s a huge difference in the quality of service that an inland 220mph route would
provide compared to a 160mph coastal route (even with assuming that upgrades are
possible).

A 220mph inland route that went through Providence would have similar advantages as
a 220mph inland route through Worcester for speed train service between Boston and
New York.

The most disconnected metropolitan regions located along the NEC and for that matter
anywhere else within the Northeastern U.S. are Long Island, Hartford, and Providence.



Tier 1 Draft EIS for NEC FUTURE Study - Comments February 7, 2016

Hartford and Providence have no rail connection and only marginal secondary highway
access. Long Island Sound obstructs Long Island from the mainland.

The Long Island, Hartford, and Providence metropolitan regions have the largest
combined population of over 6.5-million, as compared to any other groupings of
metropolitan regions between New York City and Boston.

The greatest economic activity between New York and Boston occurs in the metro areas
of Long Island, New Haven, Hartford, and Providence and these four regions are where
HSR investment should be made.

Due to limited economic impact and lower potential ridership, as a result of smaller
populations, a second NEC HSR alignment through Danbury and/or Worcester should
be deemphasized or not recommended in the final EIS,

11. An additional pair of local or express tracks should be built between Providence to just
south of Boston.
If Alternative 2 or 3 are not selected, the proposed bypass from Old Saybrook to
Kingston should be constructed, as well as, additional tracks south of Providence, in
Westchester and Fairfield counties, and north-central New Jersey.

12. Even if rail infrastructure north of South Station Boston is technically beyond the scope
of the NEC Future study and EIS, an exception for connecting South and North Stations
should be considered and incorporated into the final EIS.

There is no additional capacity at South Station Boston to accommodate both expanded
intercity and commuter rail service. If through routing, particularly for commuter rail
trains, is made possible by connecting the two stations, future intercity and commuter
rail capacity could be accommodated.

An alternate that would not connect the two stations would be to demolish the US
Postal Service building adjacent to existing South Station terminal tracks to use that
area for added tracks to increase capacity.

Whatever is established in this EIS, even if it's a mistake or wrong, will inform future studies,
projects, and funding priorities for the NEC. U.S government population, employment and
economic data should substitute for Moody’s Analytic’s current population and economic data
in the DEIS. Assumptions regarding location of a potential second HSR alignment must reflect
actual or existing transportation, population and economic conditions and potential.

Worcester has excellent highway access to Boston, Hartford, Springfield and Providence and
has passenger rail to Boston and Springfield and potentially to Providence. Danbury and
Waterbury CT have small populations and are part of other metropolitan regions.

Providence metropolitan area is the second largest in southern New England. It has the 15"
busiest Amtrak station and highest number of passengers of any MBTA station outside of
Boston’s three main train stations and with both railroads over a 1,000,000 passengers a year
use the station and usage continues to increase. Any second southern New England HSR
alignment must go through Providence Station.



Status -
Record Date : 1/22/2016
Robert

First Name :
Brassell Jf

INCLUSIVE. Thank you



E\IEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1605 DETAIL

Status : & dimbaba
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Cynthia
Last Name : Bravo

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a resident of Maryland (for over 50 years) and a lover of our state's wild places | am writing to oppose your

rail plan running through Patuxent Wildlife Refuge.

Cynthia Bravo

Upper Mariboro, MD

The February sunshine steeps your boughs and tints the buds and swells the leaves
within.<http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/w/williamcb189764.html> William C.
Bryant<http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/w/williamcb189764.html>



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #462 DETAIL

Status : < ReuanCempietgd; °
Record Date : 2/1/2016

First Name : Ron

Last Name : Breault

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom this may concern

It is incredible that such a plan could be developed without prior input from the town of Old Lyme. Our First
Selectwoman is now on record, January 13, expressing vehement opposition, and | join her.

Ron Breault

Old Lyme, CT



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #541 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/4/2016
First Name : Anne
Last Name : Breeding

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #251 DETAIL
Status :

Record Date : 1/24/2016
First Name : Robin
Last Name : Breeding

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

for New London County. What sense is there in the current and successful work by the Nature Conservancy,
and others, to protect the Connecticut River watershed, if the actyal outlet, rich with wildlife, including eagles
and osprey, is destroyed? The plan is not just destructive, it's insane.



ts - RECORD #2835 DETAIL

[NEC DEIs Conime!

Status :
Record Date - 2/16/2016
First Name : Rob

Last Name : Breen

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

To Whom It My Concern:

| call upon those with decision making authority in the Federal Railroad Administration not to choose Alternative
1, and to leave the culturaj assets of Old Lyme undisturbed.

Sincerely,

Robert V. Breen

Colchester, CT 06415

Old Lyme, CT 06371



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2156 DETAIL ]

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Galil
Last Name : Brekke

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



ts - RECORD #1215 DETAIL

NEC DE|s Commen

Status :
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Mark
Last Name : Bremer

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :



IN_EC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2146 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Brenda
Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the era's Northeast Corridor futures proposal



[lEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #796 DETAIL

Status : FEolian Comptetes?
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : David

Last Name : Brengel

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Central CT needs better connections to New York and Boston. Alternative 2, connecting New Haven to Boston
via Hartford and Providence seems to me to be a much better choice than the current path through New
London. It would better serve the largest city in CT, bring service to the largest university in CT, and likely
reduce travel times between NY and Boston.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #68 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 12/12/2015
First Name : Lyle

Last Name : Brennen

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The United States is in the Dark Ages of passenger rail transportation compared to European countries.
Alternative 3 would transform public thinking about rail transport from being an alternative to being the first and
most sensible choice for transportation in the NEC.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #181 DETAIL

Status : GEERINg -

Record Date : 1/14/2016
First Name : Eric
Last Name : Brenner

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

While | can't attend one of the NEC meetings; | still wanted to make a few
comments.

With Amtrak looking to increase high-speed rail in the NEC, at the same
time as you are increasing your position as an important part of the
multi-modal solutions needed in this high-population area, | hope you would
consider adding a bike/pedestrian bridge addition to the Susquehanna River
bridge crossing platform that needs to be build in the next decade.

Amtrak has historically been considered to be a "difficult" party (by state
and local DOTSs, not just bike advocates) on issues like this, but this
bridge construction project provides a chance to surprise everyone, and
expand your base of supporters for rail.

Liability issues on multi-modal use of active rail corridors has been
successfully addressed in a variety of ways throughout the country, and the
"upside" of Amtrak looking to expand the constituency interested in
supporting inter-city rail should make this an easy/obvious way to gain
legislative and financial supporters in Congress and at the state and local
levels.

The Susquehanna River crossing is a critical barrier to increasing the
economic impact of both the September 11 National Memorial Trail and the
East Coast Greenway. Given Amtrak's recent expansion of roll-on/roll-off
bike service in baggage cars (reducing the needs to box bikes), this seems
like the next step to further solidify the bicycling community as an even
stronger supporter of Amtrak's core mission.

Thank you.

Eric Brenner

Silver Spring MD 20902

ercbrenner Cu Y



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2086 DETAIL

Status : < AClEn Complstals

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Roger
Last Name : Breunig

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| hope that other options will be developed as going through the Old Lyme Historic District as well as other old
time areas would be a shame. Lyme/Old Lyme dates back to be well before the train. | first came to old Lyme in
1946 and | would hate to see the charm impacted in such a negative way.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1668 DETAIL |

Status : linrEaEE:,

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Sandra
Last Name : Breunig

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I'am surprised that there is even a thought of going through a historic district of town or the largest business
section of a small town with the railroad. There must be a less invasive option. | am certainly opposed to the
current plan.



#2859 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Nancy
Last Name : Briggs

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please do not consider ruining Old Lyme with your plan for Alternative 1 of the three high-speed railtrack routes
proposed by the Federal Railroad Authority (FRA). Please don't destroy a town that means SO much to so
many people. Please forget it and come up with a different plan that doesn't damage Old Lyme or any town for
that matter.



BRONX BOROUGH PRESIDENT RUBEN DIAZ JR.

March 18, 2016

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

North East Corridor Future Program Manager
United State Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

1 Bowling Green-Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea:

On behalf of the 1.4 million residents of The Bronx, New York, I appreciate this opportunity to share my observations
concerning the future of the Amtrak facility that operates between Washington, D.C., and Boston, Massachusetts, often
referred to as the Northeast Corridor. This infrastructure, on which rail services are provided, represents one of the
most valuable and essential assets to those municipalities that exist within its service area.

Metro North Commuter Railroad and Amtrak share aging infrastructure on which an economy that directly impacts
approximately 16 million people must rely. Likewise, if New York City and indeed, the northeast region, is to
continue growing, it is critical that both railroad operators be able to accommodate the demands of an increasingly
competitive economy. I am therefore especially supportive of the bold visions that are presented for consideration by
Alternatives II and IIL.

Since my election in 2009, my administration has been engaged in an ongoing effort to expand passenger services by
Metro North Commuter Railroad. This new service will operate between New Haven, Connecticut and Penn Station,
New York City. In The Bronx, four new stations are envisioned, all of which will be constructed on the existing
Amtrak line using the Hell Gate approach to Penn Station. It is estimated that approximately 160,000 people in Bronx
County will reside within a one mile radius of these stations. The positive economic impact on our borough’s
economy will be historic, whiie the increased reliability and capaciiy realized by these new East River tunniels will all
but guarantee this impact can be sustained for generations. Similarly, if for any reason the only railroad bridge that
crosses the Harlem River between Grand Central Terminal and The Bronx could not function, the redundancy the
Hellgate span would offer Metro North could prove invaluable. Indeed, the fact that today this redundancy does not
exist, only goes to demonstrate the essentiality of this new East Bronx link.

There is no question but that much of our region’s functionality depends on the future of the Northeast Corridor. I
therefore thank you for considering my observations.

OFFICE OF THE BRONX BOROUGH PRESIDENT - 851 GRAND CONCOURSE, SUITE 301, BRONX, NY 10451 - (718) 590-3500















NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2642 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Chris
Last Name : Brunau

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Thank you for considering concerns. According to the map | am seeing, this would be invading on beachfront
areas, not to mention Charles Island and Silver Sands State Park, as well as Gulf Pond. All of these areas are
attractions for locals and tourists as well as nesting grounds for rare bird species.






D #1898 DETAIL

Status : EPERANELS
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name @ Khalid

Last Name : Bu Khamsin

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures propos

Academy College of Fine

Arts of the University of New Haven.

al because it will destroy the campu

s of Lyme



Statys

I internalized
it's gone" ata
Marylang and
in your rail plan

This Proposaf v,
Nparian g

habitat jn

doing wou
recognizeq by Ay
Severg| declining
Warbler.

Michag| Bucgj

Gaithersburg MD 20877

Sent from my iPaq

2/1 0/2016
Michaey
Buccj



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2999 DETAIL —|

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : irmtraut
Last Name : buchberger

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

My husband and | lived in Old Lyme for a year, and we love this wonderful town with its historical heart. The
pretty well maintended homes are treasure and fortune of this town.You can read about the Florence Griswold
Museum in every tour-guide book. | want to let you know our disappointment, also people in Germany are
concerned about this senseless plan. | guess it's made by people who never have been in the area.

Mit freundlichen GruRen / Kind regards

Irmtraut Buchberger



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #946 DETAIL

Status : asAbfOn Complatad
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Mike

Last Name : Bucior

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please fire the person who thought it was a good idea to route this through Old Lyme center.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1159 DETAIL

Status T

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Duanes
Last Name : Buckingham

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This concerns SE Connecticut and Old Lyme in particular. It seems to me that generally using the right-of-way
and path of I-95 would make good sense. HOWEVER, in the case of Old Lyme, it could not be done "next to" |-
95 without literally destroying the town and its historical buildings. So | am wondering whether the new rail line
could be elevated "above" [-95 for those sections which would otherwise be too disruptive to local communities.
This has been a method which has been successfully implemented in Japan and other countries, and, while
more expensive for short stretches, those costs would likely be more than offset by eliminating the costs for
eminent domain and other right-of-way purchases. It might also eliminate the costs of protracted legal
wrangling in the courts.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1839 DETAIL

Status : T Fendiig =

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Bucknall

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures future because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2048 DETAIL |

Status :

Record Date : 2/156/2016
First Name : Orest
Last Name : Budas

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2018 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Tamara
Last Name : Bugarchich

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1000 DETAIL

Status : AT COMPIERs

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Steven
Last Name : Bugge

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| live in DC and commute up to NY (Long Island) to visit my parents and family very often. | do not own a car,
and have two budget friendly options; 1) Rail or 2) Commuter bus.

| almost always choose the bus because it is always far cheaper (20-30 dollars) then the cheapest ticket Ive
ever seen for Amtrak (50 dollars minimim) and gets me to NYC in just about the same amount of time (4 hours
or so vs. 3.5 on Amtrak). The time savings is not worth the cost.

| would LOVE to take the train and be PROUD to take the train. | would love to get there in half the time. But
cost is a issue. The time frame is an isse. The over all luster is an issue.

Taking the train actually seems a pretty romantic idea to me. But As it stands, | have to use my imagination to
see it.

I fully support a major investment into the rail system.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2513 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Shirley
Last Name : Buitron

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the northeast Corridor future of fine arts of UNH



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2899 DETAIL

Status : BT Carmpietedy

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Paul
Last Name : Bukowski

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please consider routing train traffic through western Mass, with a new stop at the former Palmer railroad
station. | think it would be so helpful for economic recovery in Palmer and its surrounding towns. It would also
allow us to travel to Boston without dealing with or adding to the car traffic.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #750 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Charles
Last Name : Bullock

Stakeholder Comments/lssues H

! encourage the development of an improved Northeast Corridor Rai| program. | do feel to properly develop the
potential for thig corridor it is Neécessary to reroute intercity traing north and east of New York, Ny on an
alignment that js Separate from the Metro North right of way between New York and New Haven, CT ang
probably off the current alignment east of New Haven which has tog many curves angd bridges to be an
effective high speed corridor.



DEIS me D L

Status :

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Bill and Lynda
Last Name : Bulmer

Stakeholder Comments/Issues

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Braegelmann

As a resident of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places | am writing this letter in
opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent
riparian and forest habitats, critical to a number of at-ri

habitat in a region of Maryland where development ha SO
doing would damage of the larges

recognized by Audub Important Bird Area (1BA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for
several declining bird tern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler and prairie
warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the purpose of upholding and
promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservat )
migratory bird treaty obligations through th for
birds. It is of enormous credit that leaders create
these very special,and important havens for wildlife. |
agencies like yours these important areas would very quickly disappear.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge
would set a dangerous precedent for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes. Feasible

and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please choose an alternate that does not
disturb a national treasure.

Sincerely,

William Bulmer
Rockville, MD

Sent from my iPad



QOkay .

12-15-15 NEC-NY

George Bulow.

MR. BULOW:

I'm going to pass.

THE MODERATOR: You're going to pass?

Okay.

11



Status :
Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
Stakeholder Comments/issues :

2/15/2016
Kellie
Bundschuh

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1
Academy College of Fi

of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it
ne Arts of the University of New Haven.”

will destroy the campus of Lyme



I_NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2109 DETAIL

Status : G itaac
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jon

Last Name : Burdeshaw

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destro

y the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1059 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Brad

Last Name : Burgess

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Has the NEC (or much more importantly, The US Dept of Transportation, considered the number of
individuals, plus commercial vehicles that travel thru Old Lyme every year on Interstate 957 A comparison of
the number of individuals traveling by rail versus those by all vehicles (plus commodities) thru Old Lyme would
more than suggest that the Federal Government should be putting funds into upgrading Interstate 95 versus
Alternate1. Any projection of future passenger rail that would drastically alleviate the deaths on Interstate 95 is
absurd. | for one enjoy traveling the Acela and Eurorail and realize rail travel can be and should be greatly
improved, but not at the cost of NOT minimizing the carnage that continues on Interstate 85 thru Old Lyme.

How many lives are lost currently traveling thru Old Lyme by rail, how many additionally are predicted to be
saved versus improving Interstate 957

Brad and Cynthia Burges< RNy



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1549 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Todd
Last Name : Burgess

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am completely against the new high speed rail plan put a new track section right through our beautiful, historic
downtown of Old Lyme. Please consider other options.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2135 DETAIL

Status : SUresd)
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Charles

Last Name : Burghardt

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Don't destroy part of our culture.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #705 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Helen
Last Name : Burke

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Why in heck can't | find maps of the proposed routes?! Purposeful?

How much will it cost to ride a high speed train? | always ride Metronorth instead of Amtrack, and | could afford
Amtrack. The time difference isn't worth the expense.

I'heard one route smashes through Old Lyme, which is too horrible to contemplate.



’NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2580 DETAIL

Status : JP&nding

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jennifer
Last Name : Burke

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please reconsider this proposal. This rail line would physically and psychologically destroy the heart of Old
Lyme. In addition to damaging the historic beauty of the area, the rail line would also eliminate the only town
center that we have. Without any real retail downtown area, the school campuses and art museums have
become the place where people gather for town events. This proposal would devastate this community.



January 19,2016

US Federal Railroad Administration
1 Bowling Green

Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Attn: NEC Future
Gentlemen:

On behalf of the Virginia Bicycling Federation, | would ask that the following comments be
included in the Environmental Impact Statement for the North East Corridor.

Many of our cycling constituents and citizen of Virginia, in generdl,
use the North East Corridor, both directly and ians begin their trips at
Washington's Union Station or make thru conn as they travel North.

the Amirak Bicycle Tas
2013. We are a sfron
lk and use multimodal
m
p
to
d.

As demonstrated in many countries, especially developed countries in Europe, if you make it
easy for people to use their bikes to get to and from trains, they will.

Recommendations and Environmental Benefits:

- destrian access to Amirak stations. Make it safe and easy for

passen transportation to and from Amirak stations. Accessing trains by
bike or ¢ congestion around the station and resulting in reduced CO2
emissions.

- Increase and prioritiz

impervious) surfaces. Less
surface related pollution th

Virginia Bicycling Federation PO Box 7282 Richmond VA, 23221



Pederal Rail Administration

Page 20f2

- Addition to and inclusion of roll-on bike services throughout the network - allowing
passengers to take their bike on-board their train — preferably for free- allows passengers to
use their bikes for last mile connections when they arrive at their destinations. This would also
decrease demand for bike parking at the originating stations, reducing costs to Amtrak.

- Include rails-WITH-trails (RWTs) along the entire North East Comridor, within new and
existing right of ways. These trail facilities could be used by cyclists and pedestrians fo
access local trains stations as well as creating a non-motorized transportation spine in often
built-up, urban centers.  USDOT has documented the safety and efficacy of RWTs. These
facilities remove cyclists and pedestrians from the busy streets that often surround train
stations. RWTs reduce rail frespasser casualties by providing alternatives to walking along
train fracks. As a secondary benefit, RWT corridors could be used by Amtrak for
maintenance of their NEC tracks, providing emergency access to trains in the case of
equipment stoppage or accidents and even facilitate emergency egress from trains.
Trespasser casualties are the biggest safety issue facing railroading today. RWTs remove
frespassers from tracks and would drastically reduce accidents and fatalities.  For similar
reasons, we would also strongly encourage inclusion of bike and ped facilities when Amtrak
bridges are upgraded or refurbished.

As is demonstrated every day in countries around the world and even on exiting Amtrak
routes like the Capitol Limited in California, bikes and trains are great partners. They can work
well together along the NEC. By facilitating smooth, seamless integration between these
transportation modes, we can greatly reduce dll of the environmental impacts of traditional,
one person — one car fransportation. Implementing this change will require a major shift in
Amirak’s philosophy and culture. However, these benefits are not hypotheticals: these
techniques have been demonstrated and they work. By incorporating the suggested
changes along Amtrak's most successful comidor, we feel Amirak can play an important
role in changing 21st Century fransportation, while decreasing negative impacts on the
environment.  We believe this will help increase ridership and profitability for the overall
Amtrak system.

Respectfully submitted,

Sy

(’,/v;/w—' i /

Champe Burnleé,
President

VBF

Virginls Bicyling Federation L . .
www.vabike.org Virginia Bicycling Federation PO Box 7282 Richmond VA, 23221



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #397 DETAIL

Status : ~EAslicn Complaiss >

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Dolly
Last Name : Burns

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

It is distressing that this project has been 3 years in the making and the public is just now learning of it. The
impact to the town of Old Lyme, CT, is mind-boggling. What were the designers thinking? How to wreck a
scenic town? That is what the map appears to do but the scale of the map is too small to know.exactly where
the destruction will happen. A local public hearing is needed before the public comment period ends on
2/15/16.



M’:’C DEIS Comments - RECORD #2849 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Mary
Last Name : Burns

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Palmer needs rail service



MEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1829 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Naveen
Last Name : Burramukku

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



Status :
Record Date :
First Name -
Last Name :
stakeholder Comments/lssues :

2/15/2016

Kellie

Burridge

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“1 oppose Alternative 1 of the

Northeast

Corridor Futures proposal pecause it will destroy the campus
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”

of Lyme



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2571 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Harold
Last Name : Burt

stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2346 DETAIL
Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Tara

Last Name : Burtis

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeas

t Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the cam

Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”

pus of Lyme



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2595 DETAIL ]
Status : A0 CompaEa >

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Bambi-Lynne
Last Name : Bush

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



EC DEIS Commen

status °

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Bushley

Stakeholder Commentsllssues i

The proposed alternative 1isan outrageous expenditure of money t0 gain little increase in speed and shorter
travel time. in particular, the proposal to essentially eliminate the character and nationally recognized historic
stature of Old Lyme Ct strongly counters our desire to embrace our culture, history and preserve our
environmenta\ heritage. And the statement about the favorable economic impact on the area shows a total
disregard for the actual facts concerning the local economy and how this project would hurt, not help our area.
| strongly oppose Alternative 188 drafted and hope that the FRA can find a more economic way to improve
service with minimal adverse impact to tne affected communities.
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The first speaker is the Honorable John A.
Businger. If you could just make sure that you identify
yourself and your affiliation, that would pe great.

MR. BUSINGER: Right. 1'm former Representative
John Businger from Brookline. 1 was the organizer of the
North-South Station Rail Link caucus in the Legislature, which
numbered 193 out of 200 members.- We had a 1ot of unanimity
about 1t.

1 know it may not be in the purview of your
study —-- You end at gouth station —~ put Amtrak felt the same
way in the 2009-2010 area, T think, put they put in about
three or four references to @ north-south rail link anyway,
pecause 1 think Amtrak realizes they can't meet thelr
objectives with dead-
ends, and I don't think that New England nhas a great future -~
and you have vfuture" in your title —~ if we end at South
gtation.

1 want to also say that I was @ member and
pasically acting chair of the citizens advisory Committee
which did the Draft Environmental Impact Report and gtatements
from the 1995 period to 2003. I'm here with Brad Bellows, wWhoO
was a member of the Committee also, who is going to be

testifying.

1 have to say also, 1 think Rebecca has a great
future as @ ventriloquist. 1 heard her voice, put I didn't
see her 1ips move. S0 she has @& future after this.

5 REYES—ALICEA: Keeping Yyou on your toes, John.
MR. BUSINGER: rRight.
I just have a few comments £o make, okay? On
august 12, 2012, a&s Rebecca knows, you had your first hearing

in Bostom, and 1 organized people to come. 15 people showed
up. 10 of them testified for the North-South gtation Rail
1,ink, led off by Governor Dukakis- Wayne Davis was here, WhO

started the powneaster.

1 just want to lay this out Vvery priefly for folks.
This area has changed radically since 1997. 1 think we have
to take cognizance of that. That was the beginning of the
Newburyport line that dead ends at North Station. 1n 2001, 1
pelieve, OF the end of 2000 the nowneaster came into reality.

all the three 0ol1d Colony 1ines that g© into South
gtation have come in since then. We now have the Fairment
line. AS 1 said, we have the Newburyport line. We also have
proposals ro increase service from New Hampshire into North
gtation and from Fall River/New Redford into South gration,
and of course we have the Acela.

so the pressure on the dead end 1is very much. and
whatever we do to improve the service, if it does not include
cognizance, which T think you did, to some extent —— T don't

DORIS O- WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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1f we do all

£th me —~ in your report,
end at gsouth gtation, the route does
account.
Now, I oxrg
a now has.
that's true all over the country: T'm vice
president of the National corridors Tnitiative. We advocate
INC

G ASSOCIATES,

2 ~ Fax (617) 482-17813

pDORIS O-. WON
(617 426-243
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for rail corridor developments across the country- We want TO
make the system work. Our hands are tied pehind our packs

1f we're goind to do nothind: let's be gery clear

to the public we intend O 1eave the dead ends at North and

gouth gtations and tO condemnn our area here to 2 system where

in Bostons which is supposed to be the Hub, it's @ wheel that

the spokes don't connect. That one-mile gap should be filled.
1 want €O thank you for 1istening:

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617 126-2432 ~ Fa¥ (617) 482-1813



Status :

Record Date :

First Name :

Last Name @
Stakeholder Comme

“| oppose Alternative

nts/lssues :

178 DETAIL

2/15/2016
Gary
Buteau

1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal pecause it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”




NEC DEIS Co
Status -
Record Date :
First Name :
Last Name :

mments - RECORD #240

2/15/2016
Karen
Butler

stakeholder Commentsllssues :

No. Maybe have rail go from New Haven to Hartford then t0 RI, or right to casino.
n what's left of these peautiful historic towns.

congested. Don't rui

Get it off shoreline. Too



NEC DEIS Comments -
Status :

Record Date :

First Name :

Last Name :
Stakeholder Comments/issues

Northeast Corridor trains exten

RECORD #892 DETAIL

2/11/2016
Randy
Butler

d beyond Washington DC

on to Norfol

k Virginia. There are Boston train

originate in Virginia and Virginia trains which originate Boston. Northeast Corridor stretches beyond

Washington DC.

Vir,
Randy Butler

Falls Church, Va. 22042-2045

s which



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #803 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Brian
Last Name : Buttrick

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Although | support investments in improving our northeast corridor rail service, | am strongly opposed to
Alternative #1 as a proposed rail investment option for the following reasons.

1) The proposed new bridge and rail will bisect the charming and historic village of Old Lyme, ruining its unique
character. This may seem insignificant to those of you who have never visited Old Lyme, but our town
represents an historic jewel. The village of Old Lyme is only a few blocks long, but our town was the epicenter
of the American impressionist art movement over 100 years ago. The quiet village, the tranquil marshes and
the surrounding Connecticut and Lieutenant Rivers have provided inspiration for thousands of artists and their
paintings ever since those early days of the Lyme Art Colony. The area mapped for the new rail line cuts right
through the town center, and its construction would forever changeé the Old Lyme landscape currently
characterized by the Lyme Art Academy, the Florence Griswold Museum (a National Historic Landmark), the
tranquil Lieutenant River and other historic gems.

2) Alternative #1 would adversely affect the wildlife of the Lieutenant River and Connecticut River, home to
osprey, eagles and the amazing “swallow phenomenon” that has captured the attention of the Audobon Society
and birders from all over the world. This dramatic behavior, called murmuration, occurs when over half a
million swallows swarm in a tornado-like congregation and descend in unison on the marshes of the lower
connecticut River, each evening at dusk in August and September. This natural phenomenon is so large that it
can be seen on weather radar. However, the nature of bridge construction as well as the high speed train itself
will restructure the marshiand habitat through noise, pollutants, vibrations, and habitat fragmentation. As has
been documented repeatedly in the scientific literature, these factors will inevitably have 2@ jasting and
irreparable impact the survivorship of these birds as well as all other species in the fragile marshland
ecosystem.

3) We need economic development in Connecticut and Alternative #1 just won't get us there. Large businesses
are lining up to |eave the state because our transportation infrastructure is virtually nonexistent and our taxation
policies are crippling. We need an innovative economic plan and the large scale investment needed to connect
ALL of our major cities, not just a small patch of new rail through the town of Old Lyme. We need to implement
a rail system that will connect our capital city, Hartford, to New Haven, Providence, Boston and New York. We
need to connect UCONN, our largest public university and medical center that is currently isolated in Storrs, CcT
to these cities as well. Alternative #2 would accomplish both of these objectives and would help put
Connecticut pack on track to be a competitive force in New England and an attractive option for pbusiness
growth. ,

Thank you for your attention.

Susan McKnight
Craig McKnight
Tory McKnight
Cole McKnight
Connor McKnight



Forwarded by Brian Buttrick



[EC DEIS Comments - RECORD #233 DETAIL

Status : FRCI Gompleteis”

Record Date : 112212016
First Name : Jessica
Last Name : Byrne

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please improve reliability of the Sunday trains that run between Trenton and Alexandria, VA. They are almost

always late!
Also, please shorten the layover time at Union Station.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1604 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Daphne
Last Name : Byron

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f)
Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail Investment Plan for the Northeast
Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, Ri, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state's few remaining wild
places | am writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail
plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge
including pristine stream, wetland, riparian and forest habitats, critical

to a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable wildlife
habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an immense toll
on natural resources, and in so doing would damage the ecological integrity
of the largest remaining forest block in central Maryland-also recognized by
Audubon Maryland-DC as an Important Bird Area (IBA) in 2006 because it
provides habitat for several declining bird species, including Eastern
whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler and prairie warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the
purpose of upholding and promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act.
The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S. migratory bird treaty
obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual
preservation for birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural resource
at the Patuxent Research Refuge would set a dangerous precedent for the
country's most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes. Feasible and
less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please
choose an alternate that does not disturb a national treasure.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2601 DETAIL

Record Date :
First Name : Joseph

Last Name : C
Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



lﬁc DEIS Comments - RECORD #172 DETAIL

Status : .
Record Date : 1/13/2016
First Name : Paul

Last Name : Cc

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I support the proposal 100%.... high speed rail and sound crossing makes so much sense. It will ease traffic
congestion on Long Island and save time for all commuters to and from NYC other North.

Thank you

Suffering Long Island Resident....



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #949 DETAIL

Status : —

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Kevin A.
Last Name : Dillon, A.A.E.

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Good afternoon,

Please see the attached comments from Connecticut Airport Authority Executive Director Kevin A. Dillon,
A.A.E. regarding the NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft EIS.

Thanks,
Alex

Alex Peterson

Executive Assistant and Research Analyst

[Description: cid:image003.jpg@01CE521A 6A86CE90]
Bradley International Airport

Terminal A, 3rd Floor, Administration Office

Windsor Locks, CT 06096

860 292-2030 Office * 860 840-3758 Cell * 860 627-3594 Fax
apeterson@ctairports.org<mailto:apeterson@ctairports.org>

? Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission (and any attachments accompanying it) is privileged,
confidential and intended only for the individual(s) or entity named. If you or your office is not the intended
recipient, the dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of this

transmission. Thank You. '
Attachments : NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS Comments 2.11.16.pdf (345 kb)
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CONNECTICUT AIRPORT AUTHCRITY

February 11, 2016

Ms. Sarah Feinberg

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington, DC 20590

NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Administrator Feinberg:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA) NEC
Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Tier 1 Draft EIS). The NEC Future program
is a vital project to the Connecticut Airport Authority (CAA) and Bradley International Airport. The
prospect of a strong intermodal transportation system holds great promises for the state and
region’s commuters and travelers. The Northeast Corridor has been neglected for far too long,
and the CAA applauds the FRA’s efforts to examine modernization and improvement initiatives.

Unfortunately, the CAA is unable to endorse any of the provided alternatives at this time. In the
spirit of enhancing Connecticut’s intermodal transportation system, the CAA asserts that any final
enhancements must address the inland route serving New Haven — Hartford — Springfield. Rail
connectivity to Bradley International Airport, New England’s second largest airport, must be
emphasized in the plan, and the CAA was disappointed to find a relative lack of attention to the
inland route and Bradley Airport in the current alternatives presented. We look forward to the FRA
studying both of these issues in order to maximize safety and reduce capacity constraints for
commuters and travelers in Connecticut and beyand.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please feel free to contact me at 860-292-
2054 if you would like to discuss this matter further.

Sincerely,

Kevin A. Dillon, A.A.E.
Executive Director
Connecticut Airport Authority

Bradley International Airport
Terminal A, 3" Floor, Administrative Offices
Windsor Lacks, CT 06096
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The next speaker is Peter Cable.

MR. CABLE: My name is Peter Cable, and I'm a
45-year resident of 0ld Lyme, which is why I'm commenting
tonight on Alternative 1 of the Draft EIS. The unique
historical and artistic heritage of 0l1ld Lyme will be
sacrificed if Alternative 1 of the NEC plan is adopted.

The explicitly stated purpose of Alternative 1 new
rail segment in southeastern Connecticut is that through
rassengers would save 30 minutes of travel time from major
city to major city bracketing New London. Also Alternative 1T
would allow more trains because movable bridge scheduling
could be avoided and routing would be more resilient to
weather-related closure.

I submit that, at much reduced expense, something
that was mentioned before, the movable bridge scheduling could
be renegotiated to allow more trains as needed, and resiliency
of the existing line and bridges can be greatly improved by
solid engineering and vigorous infrastructure improvement.

The plan stipulates that the so-called "area of
potential effect" for a new segment going through 0ld Lyme is
a one-mile-wide swath centered on the new route. That means
that much of the 0ld Lyme Historic District and center of
American Impressionism would be eliminated.

I note that the Tier 1 Draft EIS did not evaluate
cultural resource and historic properties listed locally or at
the state level but confined consideration only to sites at
the Federal Register of Historic Properties level.

I know also that the cumulative annual intercity
travel time savings estimated for construction of the new rail
segment would be roughly comparable to the labor time lost
through the implied closing of the Lyme Academy College of
Fine Arts mentioned by Bonnie Reemsnyder. What benefit-cost
calculus justifies adoption of such a plan?

HEARING OFFICER SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1214 DETAIL

Status : Randing:
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Cable

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This comment pertains to the proposed Alternative 1 new rail segment from Old Saybrook, CT, to Kenyon, R,
and in particular concerns that part of the new segment that cuts through Old Lyme. The Town of Old Lyme
would not directly benefit from any increase in rail service, but it is surely a stakeholder in Alternative 1, though
it was not consulted or even directly informed about the new segment bisecting the Town center. The Tier 1
EIS is at a high level and inadequate to judge the impact on Old Lyme of the new segment. In what seems a
classic Catch 22 scenario, a Tier 2 EIS, which might be sufficient to reveal the damage to Old Lyme of the new
segment through town, comes too late and only mitigation procedures would apply not abandonment of the
new segment. Nothing suggests that the residents of Old Lyme oppose improvements to NEC service, but this
new segment of Alternative 1 would irreparably damage the existing scenic, cultural-historic, environmental and
commercial character of the Town and it is difficult to imagine what can mitigate that.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2940 DETAIL

Status : (EEnaing >,

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Michelle
Last Name : Cabral

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Completely opposed to the Old Lyme amtrak proposal-how can it be considered to destroy a beautiful town for
the sake of saving a half hour train time

No reason for changes



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1823 DETAIL —|

Status : AEIETCONpEEe,
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Laura

Last Name : Caccavale

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #674 DETAIL

Status : AT GOMpIES,
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name :

Last Name : Cadogdazed

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f) Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail
Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places | am writing this letter in
opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge including pristine stream, wetland,
riparian and forest habitats, critical to a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable wildlife
habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an immense toll on natural resources, and in so
doing would damage the ecological integrity of the largest remaining forest block in central Maryland—also
recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an Important Bird Area (IBA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for
several declining bird species, including Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler and prairie
warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the purpose of upholding and
promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act. The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S.
migratory bird treaty obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual preservation for
birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge
would set a dangerous precedent for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes. Feasible
and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please choose an alternate that does not
disturb a national treasure.

Sincerely,

Cadogdazed

cadogdazed-



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2230 DETAIL ]

Status : (AEDE A meT=
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : James

Last Name : Cady

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven, and Old Lyme in general. It's bad enough that |-
95 cuts right through the area, and this would only further disrupt the placid, small-town ambiance that make
Old Lyme so special...



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2655 DETAIL

Status : A oA CEmplstEd’

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Walter
Last Name : Caffey

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #952 DETAIL

Status : < ADION Compisist
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Nancy

Last Name : Cahill

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Old Lyme is a special historical village of famed artistry in CT where the arts, aesthetic seascapes & natural
wildlife are the most unusual along the CT shoreline. It was an artist colony from back in the 1800s known for
the special lighting effects. If the*infra structure is changed in any way the entire

environment will negate everything this town means to the this unique artistic culture & society.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2712 DETAIL

Status : ihArEan S
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Regina
Last Name : Cahill

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Absolutely not...no train through Old Lymes historic district and no Long Island Sound tunnel into Milford...are



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3008 DETAIL

Status : L A

Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Cynthia

Last Name : Cahouet Fulreader

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please DO NOT allow this train to dissect Old Lyme!
Under any circumstances, NO!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2961 DETAIL

Status : Ay
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Katherine
Last Name : Cahouet

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This proposal would have a devastatingly negative effect on the wildlife and history of the connecticut river and
it's surrounding towns.



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1245 DETAIL

Status : s SRangings
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Kathleen
Last Name : Cairns

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please don't ruin Old Lyme with this rail plan.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1810 DETAIL

Status : shictioh Camplefes
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Paula

Last Name : Calabrese

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2563 DETAIL

Status : JEtion Compiated
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Sarah

Last Name : Calatayud

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I'm a former resident of Old Lyme. Alternative 1 is just a horrible concept. The community of Old Lyme, and
others in its vicinity would be severely and negatively impacted by rail activity as proposed in this scenario.
Property values will be negatively impacted, and so much of the atmosphere that people love so much about
Old Lyme will be destroyed. Please, please reconsider this plan.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1324 DETAIL

Status : N £ [ L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Lauren
Last Name : Caldwell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose the plan to put a transit line through Old Lyme, Connecticut.
The history and character would be forever harmed and gone.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1812 DETAIL

Status : J_
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Tim

Last Name : Callahan

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #966 DETAIL

Status : <Boiian EompisEd
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Lyn

Last Name : Callan

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It seems ill advised to have high speed rail lines going through Historic Districts. Historic Districts have a
slower pace, and it is incongruous placement.



Com ts - RECORD #878 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Taylor Eilers
Last Name : Callicrate

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f) Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail
Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann
| am writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan

I've been a volunteer at Patuxent Wildlife Research Refuge for eight years, helping to raise the whooping crane
chicks. It's a very special place that we should preserve for all Marylanders. We are lucky to have this place
that is large enough to support a beautiful array of birds and wildlife that cannot be found in smaller parks or
preserves. Patuxent is the largest forest block left in central Maryland, and it's extra-special because it's easily
accessible to Laurel and the surrounding communities. Many people who would not otherwise get to
experience nature can come to this top-quality site and see great birds and be in a peaceful, natural setting.

As time goes on and there are more people, it's tempting to think we can split chunks off of places like Patuxent
or section it up and that we'll still get the benefit of a natural area, but doing something like that is a bad idea,
and here's why. Many species have biological requirements for large forest patches in order to successfully
breed. When a large area is broken up (and this proposal would remove 60 acres- a huge area!), the resulting
smaller patches are no longer safe and usable for these birds, and we lose them. While we might think it's still a
large area, to the wildlife it's not, and Marylanders won't get the opportunity to see those birds anymore. This is
a pattern that's occurring across the country with increasing levels of development, and so it's not just people
who are losing part of their natural heritage in these areas, but also species that are becoming at risk of
extinction because there are so few large habitats left.

Patuxent is home to bird species that need these large habitat chunks, and we'll lose these birds from Maryland
(and contribute to their risk of extinction) if this proposal goes through. Look these birds up on YouTube and
listen to their songs: Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler, and prairie warbler. They're
beautiful and they have the ability to get kids excited about science and nature. We need to make sure they're
still going to be around.

So please take the long view with this one. Short-term, a railroad line might seem like a nice idea, but what we
lose in cutting up Patuxent will really hurt Marylanders in the long run. Patuxent and the animals it supports are
of great benefit to the mental health and well-being of suburban and city dwellers who can enjoy nature there.



Being able to enjoy this place and its unique wildlife into the future is part of our natural heritage, and should be
there for generations to come. Please chose an alternate proposal to protect Patuxent for Marylanders.

Thanks for taking the time to read my letter.
Sincerely,

Taylor Callicrate
Columbia, MD



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #611 DETAIL

Status : Pel (e R wolnl ul=iloty
Record Date : 2/8/2016

First Name : Holly

Last Name : Camean

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hello,

I have been a resident of Old Lyme for 24 years, | have been a frequent NEC rider for the past seven. | write to
you in urgent and pressing concern regarding your proposed plans cutting through Old Lyme's historical district.
Today, February 8th, details are still emerging regarding the death of a trespasser on the tracks who was struck
and killed by a morning Acela 2190. While | do not mean to be crass during this sad day, perhaps instead of
trying to create new rail, you should improve on the safety and conditions of your current rails. | frequently run
down Buttonball Road, where the trespasser was struck, and any one - adult, teenager, child, has access to
those tracks easily. Especially being close to the shoreline beach area- that area is open and available to any
one who can walk ably. While we grieve for the victim and the engineer at the head of the train, | must point out
that the rails you already have can and should be improved upon before the thought of new rails even enter
one's mind. | ride the NEC between Old Saybrook to Stamford and to Boston on average two weekends a
month (these trips are both for pleasure and business). Myself as a rider can recognize problematic areas of
trips in both directions. To think that your staff somehow concluded to cut new railway through a nationally
treasured historical district makes me realize that you ignorant. Ignorant of the communities you serve, ignorant
of the affects that will result, and ignorant by creating problems that do not need to exist. | plead with you to
consider a well thought alternative and listen to your riders, communities, elected officials and surely you can
result in a plan considerate and effective of all parties involved.

Sincerely,

Holly Camean



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #104 DETAIL

Status : JE.
Record Date : 1/6/2016
First Name : Daniel
Last Name : Camero

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Roll on access on all amtrak trains for bicycles is a critical step in increasing multi modal transportation in the
region.

!



Status :

Record Date : 12/3/2015
First Name : Lena
Last Name : Campanelli

Stakeholder Comments/Issues

Problem: Replacing hodge-podge mass transit to NYC airports with NEC/MTA dedicated efficient seamless
lines/stops

Preface: | dream of going with my Providence regional/ Acela train to either LaGuardia or JFK airports
WITHOUT having to go first to Penn station then backtrack to Queens using an inefficient combo of MTA
subways/bus/stunted Airtrain or LIRR. Ridiculous for NY world-class city to have such a patchwork of time-
consuming, polluting connections. Check out German DB system for Berlin-Munich-Frankfurt dedicated airport
train stops to see what | mean:

http://www.bahn.com/i/view/GBR/en/prices/germany/rail_and_fly.shtml
http://iwww.bahn.com/ilview/USA/en/prices/germany/rail-and-fly.shtml

My suggestions:
FROM NORTH of NYC airports:

1-- All NEC trains should stop for a dedicated express Airtrain connector stop/train at Jackson Hts, not entering
Manhattan/Penn station at all. Why have to take a subway back??

2--From that NEW Jackson Hts AIRTRAIN STOP, build dedicated NEW express MTA AIRTRAIN LINE to
LaGuardia, no more bus etc polluting, time-consuming patchwork.

3--Also, at this NEW Jackson Hts AIRTRAIN STOP, run dedicated NEW express MTA line to the EXISTING
stunted Sutphin/Archer MTA AIRTAIN STOP to which people currently have to take an elevator/stairs from the
E/F/J/A/C subway lines. This up/down/in/out patchwork of subway trains to Airtrain is ridiculous! Build a
TRACK RAMP at Archer-Sutphin streets that is dedicated for a NEW express AIRTRAIN from Jackson Hts
straight to EXISTING AIRTRAIN tracks for JFK airport. No more stairs/elevators.

4--So my cleaner/efficient suggestion for NEC North of NYC airports is SEAMLESS as the NEC trains stop
once for a new Jackson Hts airtrain stop where express MTA airtrains go for LaGuardia or JFK. This system
would certainly diminish if not eliminate passengers preferring to drive/taxi to airports and any human
congestion on MTA subways/buses near each airport.

FROM WEST/SOUTH of NYC airports:

1--NEC trains with NJT-Amtrak should stop at a NEW Moynihan /Farley PO building MTA Line 7/AIRTRAIN
stop to take a dedicated express AIRTRAIN LINE straight from there to a NEW Jackson Hts AIRTRAIN STOP
that | described above for North trains.



2--PATH train can be redirected or extended on Manhattan tracks to NEW Line 7 MTA express AIRTRAIN
LINE to new Jackson Hts AIRTRAIN STOP also.

Well, at 68, | hope | live long enough to take my dream mass transit journey to NYC airports.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2569 DETAIL

Status : Sgending -
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Christine
Last Name : Campbell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.

Sincerely,
Chris Campbell



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2566 DETAIL

Status : Al Compatsty

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Joanne
Last Name : Campbell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #160 DETAIL

Status : Pending =,
Record Date : 1/12/2016
First Name : Rich

Last Name : Campo

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Suffolk county residents do not know about this proposal. It has not been publicized. This would be an excellent
opportunity to bring Long Island into the future. Don't listen to the few loud naysayers. WE WANT THIS.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #301 DETAIL

Status : L Acticn Camnlsled.
Record Date : 1/27/2016

First Name : Gabriela

Last Name : Campos

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This proposed rail through marshes in low coastal areas is shortsighted at best! The projections on sea -level

rising have been proven...the positioning would make veey difficult for long term use...Furthermore the marshes
help protect surrounding communities from more flooding and erosion...Not to mention the ecological impact on
burds of prey that are protectwd and nest along that area. In my estimation this is very bad long term planning.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1067 DETAIL

Status : < JigBor Coniplaish.

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Terry
Last Name : Cann

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

we in Old Lyme are strongly opposed to your plan of running parallel to 1-95 just south of it. It will disrupt lives,
people's homes and businesses here in our beautiful little historic town. Destroying history in the name of
progress is sinful.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #567 DETAIL

Status : Jcfion Complead

Record Date : . 2/5/2016
First Name : Shay
Last Name : Cantner

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This plan is detrimental to the center of Old Lyme CT. And at what gain? A few minutes of commuting time?
Please consider other alternatives to this horrible plan. Revamp the current train bridge and keep the tracks
where they are.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1277 DETAIL

Status : ¢ Penging =

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Helen
Last Name : Cantrell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

don't go through Old Lyme. Wouldn't it make more sense to send the route through an under-served area, with
larger cities with riders--like Hartford and Springfield?



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #216 DETAIL

Status : ‘T
Record Date : 1/21/2016
First Name : Lynn

Last Name : Caporale

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am eagerly awaiting the chance to roll my bicycle onto Amtrak trains preferably, eventually, starting at Penn
Station. By not being limited to boxing and baggage, | would be able to contribute through my tourism to the
economies of many small towns along all of the accessible train routes. | neither own nor care to rent a car, so
my contributions as a tourist are constrained to places | can reach by train and/or bicycle.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2574 DETAIL

Status : TREndIng=-
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Matthew
Last Name : Caporale

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.

Frankly, this would destroy an entire historic community around the campus as well.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1207 DETAIL

Status : SEENHIngs

Record Date : . 2/13/2016
First Name : Beverly
Last Name : Cappello

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This would be a devastating impact on the historic village area of Old Lyme. Really ?? Our historic district ?7?
Are you on glue ??



’NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1208 DETAIL

Status : ~TRENINg<
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Dominick
Last Name : Cappello

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It's outrageous that you would even try to do this to a historic town.

My vote is ... NO!!
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Okay. One more -- I have one more speaker signed up.

Daniel Caracciolo.

Come on up, Daniel.

MR. CARACCIOLO: Nice. I think it's just me and you. I'm
not an engineer.

My name's Dan or Daniel Caracciolo. I live in East
Rockaway. It's on the south shore.

I'm just interested in this proposal for a couple of
reasons. One being the significant impact and the lack of
marketing that's taken place, I feel, in this particular public
session.

I actually created a Facebook group -— I'm sorry, a Facebook
event specifically for this so I would be able to market this
particular public session to my -- even my efforts, obviously,

we don't have as many people, I feel, as something of this nature
needs to be here.

But T just wanted that to be noted because it's -- it's a
significant proposal. I don't disagree with the proposal but
I felt like the marketing, in particular, surrounding this
particular event, especially with the municipalities involved,
mobile, here we're very fragmented and how can I put this,
granular municipal structure here on Long Island where we have
a lot of towns and a lot of villages, the counties.

And I'm curious to know if there's any additional public
comment sessions, particularly for our friends in Suffolk County
who have been -- who have expressed interest but live all the
way out in Ronkonkoma and couldn't make it tonight.

So that's -- that's kind of why I just had those particular
items. I don't know if there's any additional public comment.
If there's any -- based on the proposals that I've read, there
are three; correct? There are three proposals and two are kind
of —— it seems like non-Long Island based; is that kind of right?
I don't know. But it still impacts us, you know, it impacts us.

But in the same breath, if we could draw people from other
parts of the northeast to work here, I think that's very, very
good and a strong benefit to —-- to this. But I would just like
to see some -~ some better marketing on it and I just wanted to
put that out there.

And lastly, is there any ~- I know it's kind of really early
and fledgling in this process but is -- is there any clarity on
if existing structures are being used? If there's new
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structures being built, is anyone conversating with the governor
based on his recent, let's call grandiose plans for downstate
New York, especially with the third rail going backwards from

Floral Park to Hicksville. So I'm just curious if that was part
of the process or if that surprised you at all in -- in this
planning.

But I appreciate that we had the opportunity here to kinda
talk a little bit about this and hoping that going forward, you
know, 500 people are here or more. That's the kind of thing that
I was looking for. But that's okay.

Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Okay.

Well, thank you, Daniel.

And we can talk to you once we close out this public comment.
We're happy to sort have a little dialogue about some of your

questions.
Is there anybody else who would like to speak?
Sure. Come on up.

Just name, affiliation and make sure we can understand you.
A VOICE: He's affiliated with me.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #10 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Attachments :

wptiga Cempleted:

11/11/2015
Vincent
Carbone

If NEC Future unveils the improvement project plans when will they be
unveiled? Also | think both alternatives #2 & 3 are the best choices on the list
for the improvement ideas. If Amtrak (or whoever's involved in the project)
accepts the idea of improving the NEC, when will construction begin? Going
through central Connecticut is a great idea. | live not too far from Hartford. |
five in a town 20 miles southwest of the state capital named Southington.
And Southington would be a the most perfect place to have a railway station.
Southington has had no railway station for as long as | can remember. The
railroad line that went through my hometown known as the Farmington Canal
Line is now a rail trail that cuts through town on the railroad's old right-of-way.
| think Southington should have more transportation; Southington hasn't had
a station in over 66 years now. And it would be great to revive rail transport
in Southington, Bristol, and in nearby New Britain.

I hope you take this into consideration.

Sincerely,
Vincent Carbone

CarboneVincent_Original.pdf (5 kb)



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #10 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

cEnrEaE
11/11/2015
Vincent
Carbone

If NEC Future unveils the improvement project plans when will they be
unveiled? Also | think both alternatives #2 & 3 are the best choices on the list
for the improvement ideas. If Amtrak (or whoever's involved in the project)
accepts the idea of improving the NEC, when will construction begin? Going
through central Connecticut is a great idea. | live not too far from Hartford. |
live in a town 20 miles southwest of the state capital named Southington.
And Southington would be a the most perfect place to have a railway station.
Southington has had no railway station for as long as | can remember. The
railroad line that went through my hometown known as the Farmington Canal
Line is now a rail trail that cuts through town on the railroad's old right-of-way.
| think Southington should have more transportation; Southington hasn't had
a station in over 66 years now. And it would be great to revive rail transport
in Southington, Bristol, and in nearby New Britain.

I hope you take this into consideration.

Sincerely,
Vincent Carbone



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #206 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 1/20/2016
First Name : Vincent
Last Name : Carbone

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Pardon me but | have a question.

Could you please mail me a copy of your NEC Future Tier 1 EIS package and other information regarding the
NEC future be mailed to me please?

My mailing address is:

Vincent Carbone

35 Zwicks Farm Razg

Plantsville, CTYNIER

Thank You.

Sincerely,
Vincent Carbone
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Next speaker is Richard Carella. ©Oh, good. You're
going to the other side.

MR. CARELLA: I saw you get a crick in your neck
from the other side of the room.

I'm Richard Carella, Director of Government Affairs
for the Greater New Haven Chamber of Commerce. We're a
diverse business organization, with over 2000 business members
serving about 15 towns in the south central portion of
Connecticut.

I too want to echo Mr. Piscitelli's comments from
the City about how impressed we were with the depth of the
Tier 1 analysis, how much detail there is to it. We are still
also going through it. We will provide written comments by
the deadline.

But I did want to come to you today and express our
appreciation for the effort that has gone into this. We think
that it is in many ways visionary, some of the longer-term,
transformative approaches that you're looking at, but at the
same time, we think, scalable.

Some of these earlier, perhaps the Alternative 1 or
Alternative 2, are something that might be -- something that
is actually doable in the near future, which would provide an
enormous economic impact, not only to New Haven where we are
today, but to the whole south central region that we serve.

You asked what we could perhaps tweak or focus on.
We are leaning towards Alternative 1 at the moment, looking at
the benefits of that, the more immediate impact. We think
it's a better bang for your buck right out of the gate with
that first alternative. It takes the south central part of
Connecticut and makes it a real hub, not only for the Metro
North region by taking those chokepoints into consideration,
but by making shoreline east really more accessible and more
resilient so that we don't have the Superstorm Sandy effect
that we had in the past or the Hurricane of '38 or all the
other things that have happened over the century.

It also maximizes the existing infrastructure that
has been built up over a century by business, and not just
businesses, but arts and tourism and higher education that has
sprung up around the coastal corridor over the last century
and a half.

One of the things I would ask you to focus on is
the current development of the New Haven-
Hartford-Springfield passenger line that is ongoing. It is
mentioned a number of times in your Tier 1 assessment, but
only tangentially. I think it really needs to be a real
focus, because it does bring in that whole traffic off of 91,
allows passengers to get up and down through the center of
Connecticut in a much more streamlined way, and it brings

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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business and tourism intc this south central region and really
expands all of Connecticut.

So at the end of the day, even at Alternative 1, we
see an entirely revamped Connecticut rail system. It would be
essentially, you know, a new system between the shoreline
east, the chokepoint projects, development on the Metro North
side and the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield line.

So, again, thank you. We really appreciate the
in-depth analysis. We will be providing some written comments
by the deadline, but if you can look a little bit more heavily
at that northern line, that would be appreciated. Thank you.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you.

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #617 DETAIL ]

Status : AT COmpEEE

Record Date : 2/8/2016
First Name : Dylan
Last Name : Carey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| urge the FRA to adopt Alternative 3, and give the Northeast Corridor the transformative rail service that would
reflect the importance of the corridor in connecting the major population centers of the country. This corridor
has a long and rich history of being on the cutting edge of rail innovation in the US, and the adoption of
Alternative 3 poses the opportunity to continue that innovation.

However, as France did when they created the TGV system, measures must be taken to ensure that fares
remain affordable for all, and that rail transportation can serve as a great equalizer.

| also urge the FRA to look into any options to save money in operations, including potentially replacing the
current ticketing system with one similar to that found in Europe or off-board fare payment used on Bus Rapid
Transit systems, reducing personnel costs by cutting the necessary number of conductors and replacing them
with periodic ticket inspectors.

Also, more local trains should be run in the Northeast to a greater variety of destinations, however, that seems
beyond the scope of this DEIS.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2762 DETAIL

Status : “AclivnCompieled),
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : John

Last Name : Carey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

please do not destroy this beautiful part of eastern Connecticut. Especially the area including the fine arts
college and the University of New Haven. Alternate routes going North makes more sense. Train service to this
part of the state would be a welcome addition to our transportation system. Thank You.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1237 DETAIL

Status : (Pamding »

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Bob
Last Name : Carignan sr.

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It would be tragic for tourism in Southeastern Connecticut should you shift the rail line away from the coast and
away from Mystic, Ct. which is a major New England tourist venue. It also facilitates our doing our business in
New York and Boston. Submitted: Bob Carignan,International artist/photographer, Artist Member of Mystic Art
Center.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1323 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Marie
Last Name : Carija

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose the tier 1 plan that would cut a path of destruction through historic coastal towns. Why not just improve
Amtrak's existing infrastructure?



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1383 DETAIL —l

Status : CUnesad™
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Suzy
Last Name : Carija

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I would like to express my support for alternative 3. Money will never be cheaper so the time to invest heavily
is now. The need to expand mass transit is imperative when one considers the ramifications of an ever
increasing population putting more cars on the road. Alternative 3 expands in areas that have less impact on
the fragile shoreline and will encourage business and individuals to settle in these expanded areas.

As well | want to express my opinion that alternative 1 is poor option. It encourages growth in areas that cannot
sustain it environmentally and geographically. By its own admission the FRA limits this option's benefit to the
short term.

In conclusion | urge the panel to think broadly with an eye for the future.

Sincerely,
Suzy Carija



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1550 DETAIL

Status : —
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Virginia
Last Name : Carija

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Leave things as they are!l!!
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The next speaker is Robert Carley.

Rebert, you know the drill, right?

MR. CARLEY: I do.

Good evening, everybody. My name is Robert Carley,
Wellesley, Massachusetts. I'm just a guy. I don't have any
of these credentials that everybody else has, these impressive
credentials.

FROM THE AUDIENCE: We're just guys too.

MR. CARLEY: I appreciate all the comments about
north-south rail. I think that's very important. I'm going
to address my comments to the particular EIS and the
alternatives presented therein.

So I think the overarching point that I have to
make here is that this entire process needs to be conducted
with an eye to the art of the doable, because I think that
most of the people here would say, "Let's do Alternative 3.
Let's build the whole thing out. Let's do it as soon as
possible. Let's get it done tomorrow."

And I certainly would put myself in that camp, but
I'm a pragmatist and a realist about these things. I'm aware
of the political environment, particularly at the federal
level, and I think that the entire process needs to be
conducted with an eye to the art of the doable. And I'll give
you a few examples.

Let me first say, realizing that this is being
recorded and otherwise preserved for the record, eight states
and the District -- that is, 16 Senators and a whole lot of
Representatives —-- I hope that each one of them is paying a
lot of attention to this, because, as other people have
recognized, this is overdue by a very long time. It's very
congested up here.

We are the engine of the U.S. economy. We deserve
to have world-class infrastructure up here. We pay a lot of
money into the federal government. We deserve to have the
best train infrastructure that we can up here. There's no —--
I think the California project is great, but there is no
proof-of-concept needed here. We know people in the Northeast
are going to take trains if they're available.

So as I say, I think the California project is
great. I hope it succeeds. I hope it's done on time, under
budget. I would just really like some of the federal
officials to consider that there's no proof-of-concept needed
here. We already know that this works in the Northeast. But
it needs to get better.

I grew up in Long Island, New York. I've lived up
here for 20 years. I've been making that drive for 20 years.
I know that we don't deal with anecdotes when we do expensive
things, but I'll give you some anecdata, just for the sake of

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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it.
This drive has gotten monumentally worse in the
last 20 years. It used to be only on big holidays was this a

traffic nightmare. It is every weekend now. It is every
weekday rush hour. The Massachusetts Turnpike is just
overwhelmed by traffic. It's insane that we just do not have

any viable intercity rail to anywhere other than along the
exlisting spine.

Let me just move to a couple examples, back to my
point on the art of the doable. 1In Alternative 2, there is a
proposal to create a new run from Providence essentially to
Hartford. ©Now, I happen to like Connecticut, northeast
Connecticut, very much. The only thing is, there is not
really a whole lot there. I think it's admirable to want to
connect UConn onto the spine. The thing is, from a selling
perspective to people, it's very difficult to get people to go
along with the construction of this for something that might
happen; whereas, if you run the alternative through Worcester,
the second largest city in New England, and then connect down
to Hartford, you've already got established population centers
for which you're building to accommodate now, not hoping for
future economic development.

Although I think it would be a great thing for
northeast Connecticut, I just don't think it's as easy to sell
this to people and to Senators and Representatives and to an
increasingly skeptical public that doesn't want to spend
anything on infrastructure.

Another example in that grain, as I say, I grew up
in Long Island. I have lots of family there. I would love to
have a tunnel underneath Long Island Sound. Robert Moses
wanted to have a tunnel under Long Island Sound. Just, this
is one of those things that I think, when people look at it,
they say, "The cost is just going to be far, far too high. We
can't even talk about this thing." And I give you as an
example of that what happened to the ARC tunnel project in New
York City between New York and New Jersey.

So I think we need to keep this in the art of the
doable. And I should have started by saying I commend the FRA
and all of the consultants that are on board with this project
and helping this. I think this has been a very, very well-run
process, a very well-publicized process, an open process.

I'm a little disappointed that we don't have more
people here tonight, but I have been to several of these
before, and I think the awareness is increasing of this. And
the Boston Globe running its entire section last week in the
Ideas sect on on the future of high-speed rail, I think it was
excellent from a publicity standpoint. I think they could
have done a little bit of a deeper dive, truthfully, but I'll

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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take what I can get at this point.

So, again, thank you all very much for putting
this —-- for the ongoing process and for this presentation and
for coming up to visit. I hope that we can kind of get things
on board, and I look forward to the Final EIS and the SDP to
follow.

And, again, Senators and Representatives, pay
attention, because we're paying attention. We're watching, and
we're paying a lot of money for this, and we need better
transport links.

Thank you.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1802 DETAIL

Status : ~peading

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Carley

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 or any plan that threatens the town of Old Lyme, CT. Our community has fought for
years to maintain the integrity of the town itself and we wish to preserve that integrity by opposing any rail
system development that changes the town. | suggest no change to the existing rail access and routing.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2843 DETAIL

Status : <“Pohon CampEsei
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Amy

Last Name : Carlile

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. Additionally, as a Marine Scientist | am
concerned about the environmental impact on coastal communities. At a time when spatial planners are
starting to discuss strategies to "retreat" from the shoreline as sea levels rise, it does not seem prudent to plan
a major development such as this.
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If you have a comment on the NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, please fill out this
comment card and hand it to an NEC FUTURE team
member, or mail it by January 30, 2016, to the Federal
Railroad Administration, using the address on the reverse
side of this card. You can also submit comments through
the project website at www.necfuture.com or via email to
comment@necfuture.com.

Thank you for your interest and input!



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #896 DETAIL

Status : G Campiate]

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : Carlson

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

The impact of the NEC FUTURE plans are devastating for Old Lyme. The footprint of rail service is already
significant in Old Lyme. The proposal places a huge burden on an historic town and all the residents,
institutions, and businesses that have already accommodated rail and highway development.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #642 DETAIL

Status : e LR e
Record Date : 2/9/2016

First Name : Izabelle

Last Name : Carlson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This threatens Connecticut wildlife



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1171 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Linda
Last Name : Carlson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| agree that repair needs to be made to the current railroad infrastructure; however, to alter the way of life for
those who live and work on our precious Conn shoreline deserves very,very close scrutiny..Every aspect of the
project should enhance our way of life..we live in small communities here and value our lifestyles greatly.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #641 DETAIL

Status : ACHoN Compietec
Record Date : 2/9/2016

First Name : Zoe

Last Name : Carlson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Lyme Academy



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #444 DETAIL

Status : 4=
Record Date : 1/31/2016
First Name : Thomas P.
Last Name : Carnevale

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| would like to have the draft EIS for the "northeast corridor future” mail to my address prior to commenting



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #296 DETAIL

Status : FRclion Comgisiet

Record Date : 1/26/2016
First Name : Devin R.
Last Name : Carney

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Good Afternoon,

Please find attached testimony regarding the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS. Additionally, do not hesitate to
contact my office should you have any questions at: (860) 240-8700 or via e-mail.

Best,
Devin Carney
23rd District State Representative

Lyme, Old Lyme, Old Saybrook, Westbrook

Attachments : NEC Future Testimony From State Rep Devin Carney (2).pdf (52 kb)



State of Connecticut

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
STATE CAPITOL
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06108-1591

REPRESENTATIVE DEVIN R. CARNEY MEMBER
TWENTY-THIRD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE
HIGHER EDUCATION AND EMPLOYMENT
ADVANCEMENT COMMITTEE
LEGISLATIVE OFFICE BUILDING, ROOM 4200 TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

300 CAPITOL AVENUE
HARTFORD, CT 06106-1591

CAPITOL: (860) 240-8700
TOLL FREE: (800) 842-1423
Devin Carney@housegop ct gov

January 26, 2016

NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

To Whom It May Concern

As State Representative for Old Lyme, an area where the Northeast Corridor Future Tier 1 Draft
Environmental Impact Statement affects, I strongly object to the proposal within “Alternative 1”
wherein Amtrak’s train tracks would be moved and would cut through the Town of Old Lyme. This
proposal would have negative social and environmental impacts on the town, which I feel have not been
properly taken into consideration.

There are worrisome eminent domain implications regarding this proposal that would destroy Old
Lyme’s infrastructure, community, and overall way of life. “Alternative 1” would negatively affect
homeowners, the Old Lyme Historic District (including many shops, historic art galleries, the Florence
Griswold Museum, and the Lyme Academy of Fine Arts), businesses, and the character within this quiet,
beautiful community. Not to mention, the environmental impacts would be severe including additional
pollution, the demolition of wetlands and open space, and the destruction of our natural resources.

I ask, before this process moves any further, that this proposal be removed from any current and future
studies. In addition, I do not believe I or my constituents were given enough notice or time to digest this
plan and the potentially drastic effects it could have on Old Lyme or the region. Therefore, I respectfully
request, should this proposal not be removed, that there be a public hearing in Old Lyme, CT before the
comment period ends on February 15%. The people of Old Lyme and the region deserve to have their
voices heard on a proposal that would drastically alter their livelihood.

Thank you.

www.RepCarney.com




Sincerely,

D~ C——

Representative Devin Carney
Lyme, Old Lyme, Old Saybrook, Westbrook

CC: Congressman Joe Courtney

CC: Senator Chris Murphy

CC: Senator Richard Blumenthal

CC: State Senator Paul Formica

CC: First Selectwoman Bonnie Reemsnyder

CC: Commissioner James Redeker, Connecticut Department of Transportation



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2825 DETAIL

Status : . Sésion Gonpisies’

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Carolyn
Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| think the train would better serve ct if it went up rt 9.. across river where pratt & whitney exit 10, then over
toward the casino it will open up the underdeveloped eastern area of CT. Then branches leading to the airport.
Also get the Casinos, Pratt, Airport, involved.. it doesnt have to be high speed either more for a commuter,
resident who lives in the state, NOT A PASS THROUGH CT to Mass & NY, DC, also must Employ Over 50%
Qualified CT residents workers



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1130 DETAIL —|
Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Ernest
Last Name : Carosella

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| think railroads are a great thing, for passengers and for freight, but it sesems the plans to reroute the NE
corridor segment from Old Saybrook CT to Rhode Island as they've been presented are ill advised and foolish.
A good sized electrified right of way exists. Why not improve it? Who stands to gain from this project?
Construction Companies? Trying to cut right through centers of towns like Old Lyme CT will only invite litigation
and delays in the overall improvements needed. What about the brand new lift bridge just completed (at
taxpayers expense) in Waterford? This seems to me like, "get out of the way, the railroads coming through,
and we can go wherever we want!" Do we have Amtrack or railroad barons of the old West?



1NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2599 DETAIL

Status : Beto Gammiatba

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jennifer
Last Name : Carr

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2415 DETAIL —|

Status : gikationComplatesd
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Ramon

Last Name : Carreras

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It took me some time to evaluate the options after reading through most of the DEIS. | also had a chance to talk
with a few friends who are also train riders on services that use the NEC or would be impacted by the options
presented. Being a regular commuter (NJ Transit Morris and Essex) and occasional intercity rider, | have
thought about all the implications I can think of for each of the presented alternatives.

Even sitting on a train leaving Hoboken this past Friday night | wondered if it made sense to push for
Alternative 3 (the consensus amongst the friends that | have talked to is Alt 3 is the way to go) is the best way
to go. I'm concerned about the reliability of services on the existing NEC spine with a new shiny spine. That
said, | think by 2040, the investment that Alternative 3 would provide in terms of results will be the best way
forward.

Alternative 3, with the path through Long Island seemed to be of interest to those | talked to about it but | think
greater consideration would have to be given to what property takings, and surrounding impacts on people that
there would be. It maybe slightly beyond scope but give consideration to a shared use cross-sound tunnel
(similar to the arrangement used for the Euro Tunnel) since it may provide additional support to get it done.

Thanks for the chance to comment.



ﬁlEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2279 DETAIL

Status : <Agngingi)»
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jennifer
Last Name : Cartland

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.

Sincerely,
Jennifer Cartland



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1889 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Joan
Last Name : Caruso

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please reconsider plans that will have such a negative impact on Lyme Academy College's future and the Old
Lyme community in genera
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SduujeLt. FVV. FULUDS Ul NEW LUITUUII-VVESLELTLY JTEITICHIL — VIUETL JCEITIEIIL VI LIRSy DELUINIC gieeiiway -
New London Urban Hub, Rail-Ferry Dynamic
Attachments: New London - Westerly Segment.pdf

From: Rebecca.Reyesalicea@dot.qgov [mailto:Rebecca.Revesalic_ea-

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 12:50 PM

To: Siegel, Ruby; Anderson, Susan

Subject: FW: Focus on New London-Westerly Segment - Older Segment Will Likely Become Greenway - New London Urban Hub, Rail-
Ferry Dynamic

From: Nicholas Caruso [mailto:nicholas.].caruso G

Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 9:58 PM

To: Reyes-Alicea, Rebecca (FRA)

Subject: Focus on New London-Westerly Segment - Older Segment Will Likely Become Greenway - New London Urban Hub, Rail-Ferry
Dynamic

Dear Rebecca,
Only had a chance to skim some of the latest report, but thought the following note may be important.

Any new segment in Connecticut will likely lead to the older redundant segment being converted into a greenway. The towns
and state gov have a low level of tolerance when it comes to funding, maintaining, and working around rail lines. The proposed
New London / Mystic station will likely become the only stop between Old Saybrook and Westerly, in turn destroying the
urban hub and rail-ferry link dynamics in New London. By chance, has the team considered an even smaller segment?...one that
starts at the existing New London station, rises and spans over the Thames without a movable bridge, and then continues along
the same proposed I-95 path to Westerly? Has the team considered making the Mystic Aquarium node along I-95 the new
Mystic NER station?..seeing as the existing stop will likely cease to exist? Attached is a quick corridor map highlighting some
of the conditions.

Sincerely,

Nick



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #721 DETAIL

Status : Aclion Gompletés’

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Gary
Last Name : Carver

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The corridor goes through too many wildlife refuges and other natural and environmentally sensitive areas.
The environmental impact statement does not adequately reflect the negative impact. | am firmly against this
proposal. | would much rather see an elevated line running along the [-95 corridor or along existing rail
corridors.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #669 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : Casey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann ,

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f)
Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail Investment Plan for the Northeast
Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild
places | am writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail
plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge

including pristine stream, wetland, riparian and forest habitats, critical

to a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable

wildlife habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an
immense toll on natural resources, and in so doing would damage the
ecological integrity of the largest remaining forest block in central
Maryland—also recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an Important Bird Area
(IBA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for several declining bird

species, including Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler

and prairie warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the
purpose of upholding and promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act.
The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S. migratory bird treaty
obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual
preservation for birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural

resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge would set a dangerous precedent
for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes.

Feasible and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge

exist. Please choose an alternate that does not disturb a national treasure.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1367 DETAIL

Status : 4
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Carolyn
Last Name : Casey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

While | understand the importance that high speed rail service holds for our economic development, | am
opposed to Option number 1. This proposal would adversely affect a much valued historical area of our state.
The charm and colonial integrity can not be compromised to provide this rail service. The trade off would be too
costly to our identity as a state.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1031 DETAIL

Status : {AgtionComplste’s

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Michael
Last Name : Casinghino

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

If someone has forgotten,the job of the gov't. is to carry out the will of the people,NOT to tell the people what to
do.The town of Old Lyme does not want their town destroyed by some high speed train cutting through the
historic district. That is the will of the people.l live in Ct. and visit Old Lyme quite a bit,and i would just as soon
keep it just the way it is,a beautiful, peaceful shoreline village.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2134 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Kyle

Last Name : Caspers

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1843 DETAIL

Status : Y.
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Pasquale
Last Name : Cassella

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



Comments - RECORD #280 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/25/2016
First Name : James
Last Name : Cassidy

Stakeholder Comments/Issues

PROVIDE MORE ROOM FOR COMMENTS!

Get a new logo! This is a big deal and the current logo screams "small; uncreative".

Use far fewer words in displays accompanying public presentations. | realize the project is large and
complicated, but that is all the more reason to work hard at achieving brevity without sacrificing clarity.

These comments are based on my attendance at the 13 JAN Public Presentation in Hartford, and my review of
the Highlights brochure downloaded from the NEC FUTURE website:

~ First and foremost: try to find a way to present the project background and options in a film or video with an
absolute minimum of spoken words, remembering that many in the audience will not use English as a first
language. The support of these folks will eventually be key to successful conclusion to this study and to its
implementation.

~ CHOICES FOR THE NEC:

"Maintain and improve" - define these words and explain whether "maintain" speaks to physical or operational
elements or both.

“Innovative approaches” - provide end-to-end "out-of-the-box" thinking about all elements of various options.
"State of good repair” - this must be the absolute minimum of any and all options.

"Protect freight rail access" - get real creative here! Freight at night or on weekends along daily commuter
lines?

~ NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE:

Is this really a choice? It seems more like a "guaranteed to lose" option. It is the scariest, because while the
initial cost is likely the lowest, the long term costs in terms of lost economic and employment opportunities may
far exceed the eventual costs of the most expensive option.

Please explain the concept of "level-of-service".

Hudson River choke point: why is 6K passengers/hour in 2040 capacity excess a critical benchmark? What
happens at 3K/hour excess by 20207 Will this result in an irreversible decline in rail traffic in favor of something
more reliable?

ALTERNATIVE 1 - MAINTAIN:

Please provide one of the following for NEC description: total miles of right-of-way or total track miles,
whichever will best fit the context of the explanation of benefits and better understanding of the scope of the
improvements suggested at each alternative.

Define the term "intercity service". Is this a new level of service between major cities (NYC, New Haven,
Hartford, Boston) leaving out interim stops normally associated with those routes? Wil this be achieve primarily
with new equipment/new staff?

What portion (percentage or track miles) of the current corridor is currently served "high speed” service and
what is the definition of that speed (79mph; 120mph)? What percentage/track miles will be served by 160mph?
What is the benchmark for calculating the reduction in travel time (35, 65, 175 minutes)? Where does Acela
service fit in here?

Please provide a clear, concise explanation of current difficulties with providing resilience along the coastal
route that necessitates the new segment.



Please provide more detailed information about the proposed route of the new segment. At the public hearing |
attended, the municipal official from Old Lyme, CT seemed to possess more detailed knowledge for her town
than seemed to be available to the rest of us.

Please provide some context for the 69M annual trips shifted from other modes to passenger rail.

~ ALTERNATIVE 2 - GROW:

Please explain new interconnectivity to Connecticut River Valley. Is this a result of the HFD-Storrs-Providence
segment, or the new HFD-SPG high(er) speed, more frequent service?

How does "increased capacity" for through trips get computed? Compared to what?

Is the 5X increase in Intercity service based on what is provided in Alternative 1 or on some other metric?
Please define "majority of corridor" for 160mph top speeds (percentage or track miles).

Please provide a simple graphic comparing reductions in travel times for each alternative (with some reference
to current travel times).

~ ALTEERNATIVE 3 - TRANSFORM:

In the map legend, please designate the "second spine" as a separate entity with 2 sections (northern and
southern). Since the second spine concept seems to be the best hope for the future, please provide enough
detail and explanation to make it very clear. For instance, is the second spine totally within the NEC corridor
right-of-way for the entire length, or is it composed of some shared r-o-w and some track distinctly parallel to
the existing r-o-w?

It appears "new track”, shown in green, does not have a comparable entry on the map.

~OVERALL COMMENTS ON PLAN:

* Manage expectations as to costs. Once a cost is stated, no matter how many weasel words are included, we
public will remember those numbers and use them to judge the eventual plausibility of the final alternative.

* While the current effort is billed as a "draft EIS", |, for one, have little confidence in the federal (or state and
municipal) government adequately addressing critical environmental, cultural, or personal life issues that such a
venture is certain to produce. As another participant in the Hartford hearing put it so well: "there will be pain and
suffering" produced by such monsters as the use of "eminent domain", but this must be explained and
managed at every step of the process.

Having said all of the above, my vote goes to the TRANSFORMATIVE ALTERNATIVE, fully mindful of the high
cost and the many other pitfalls that await. | am not very hopeful of its adoption because | believe it will involve
a major cultural change that | am not certain that the USA is ready to undergo. But, | am willing to work toward
its success!



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1399 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Susan
Last Name : Castellan

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 and advocate Alternative 2. | am concerned about the impact on Old Lyme and
surrounding communities. These historic places are an irreplaceable part of our national heritage. The added
cost to go inland as in Alternative 2 in small when compared to other governmental expenses. Also, global
warming will have strong future impact on coastwise infrastructure.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #318 DETAIL

Status : Y.
Record Date : 1/27/2016
First Name : Eileen
Last Name : Castellano

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I am firmly opposed to the plan to put a high speed rail system that will go through Garden City. It would
devastate our community, Eileen Castellano, resident of Garden City, New York
Sent from my iPad



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2421 DETAIL

Status : .
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Steven
Last Name : Castiglioni

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Retain and improve the route through PROVIDENCE. As New England's second largest city, second largest
metro, and second largest port, it is critical that Providence be one of the major Acela and freight destinations
of the NE corridor.

As the commercial, business, industrial, educational, and cultural center of southeastern New England,
Providence must be a key destination of any plan.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1711 DETAIL

Status : S

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Chrisitne
Last Name : Castonguay

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Alternative 1 as proposed in the Tier One Draft would adversely impact the town of Old Lyme, Connecticut in
ways both measurable and immeasurable. Although Alternative 1 is the least expensive plan other than the no
alternative plan, this plan would only benefit commuters for a very short time as stated in the proposal-the year
2040. Weighing this fact coupled with the negative impact a high speed rail would have running through the
middle of the historical and school district of town as well as the negative impact on the environment and fragile
eco systems that are so important to the community, this option is simply unacceptable.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #584 DETAIL

Status : ‘Ackon Compiatel

Record Date : 2/7/12016
First Name : Jack
Last Name : Castonguay

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As a resident of Old Lyme, | have grown to know and love my town as a peaceful, quiet place with a very
unique ecosystem. The natural landscape is stunning, and most in the community have found a way to
regularly enjoy being surrounded by such beauty. In my 10+ years growing up in this town, | have, on countless
occasions, seen painters trying to captivate the natural beauty, dog walkers and hikers all over the trails that
lead through the wild, promposals executed among the marsh banks, kayak rides along the available
waterways that thread through the marshland, senior pictures taken in the inviting landscape, and so much
more. | remember the sense of pride that surged in my classmates and my hearts when we found out that our
community's efforts to preserve the habitat of the osprey and other threatened species had a direct, positive
effect on their numbers. | sincerely hope that Old Lyme forever remains as pristine and abundant with the
marshland nature that we as a community have always known and loved, and | hope that this post and others
like it will inspire you to abandon the disruptive current plans.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #659 DETAIL —l

Status : shpnaa Complatéd
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Max

Last Name : Castonguay

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

You CANNOT install this railway!! It will not only increase taxes for Old Lyme residents, but more importantly
will destroy our fragile wetlands!! These wetlands are home to many endangered species, such as the osprey,
and is extremely important for our local biodiversity! All residents of Old Lyme are against this. Although it may
make travel a tiny bit easier, it will destroy the ecosystems of Old Lyme, which are much more valuable.
Aditionally, these wetlands provide biological services to us each year, such as water filtration, and the
monetary value of this process is greater than any economic gain you hope to incurr from this railway. The
preservation If nature is MUCH more important in the long run.
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NEC =
FUTURE Card

If you have a comment on the NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, please fill out this
comment card and hand it to an NEC FUTURE team
member, or mail it by January 30, 2016, to the Federal
Railroad Administration, using the address on the reverse
side of this card. You can also submit comments through
the project website at www.necfuture.com or via email to
comment@necfuture.com.

Thank you for your interest and input!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #418 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Christopher
Last Name : Caulfield

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This plan would be incredibly disruptive and destructive to the environment, culture and historic nature of the
town of Old Lyme, CT. NEC must find an aiternative solution, which might just be elevating the current route

along the shoreline.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1093 DETAIL

Status : {Astion Completed.

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Sharon
Last Name : Caulfield

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| protest in every way the railroad being rerouted
Through Old Lyme and other Shoreline towns
The charm and history of these towns will be
Forever lost.as well as the economic.In particula
Real estate and tourists.It would be devastating.to
This region .Please reconsider.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1308 DETAIL

Status : 2.
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Althea
Last Name : Caulkins

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Our family's opposes the changes that are being proposed for the raii system cutiing through Old Lyme as they
would greatly impact the integrity of our wonderful and historic town.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #943 DETAIL

Status : (Aclios Gompleri

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Kenneth
Last Name : Cavanaugh

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Why was the announcement muzzled. Nobody in Old Lyme is in favor of putting a railroad through the heart
of the Old Lyme Historical District.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1602 DETAIL

Status : A

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name :
Last Name : cdelbuono

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

To whom it may concern:| have just learned about the proposed track to run through Old Lyme and | cannot
stress enough how this is a bad idea for our community.We have been trying so hard to turn this area around
economically and environmentally that this would destroy everything! It is unacceptable! It will destroy our
property value and quality of life here. The communities need to be heard and respected - we are NOT OK with

this plan.Sincerely, Catherine Del Buonofi NN



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #44 DETAIL ]

Status : ]

Record Date : 12/4/2015
First Name : charles
Last Name : cecil

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Thanks very much for all the hard work and for your efforts to protect the environment. However, a little less
focus on the environment and a little more focus on the functionality of the rail system and fulfillment of the
railroad's paramount objective (moving people and freight from place to place) would be appreciated by all of us
along the NEC.



Office of the County Executive Department of Planning and Zoning
Eric Sennstrom, AICP, Director
410.996.5220

410.996.5225

Fax: 410.996.5305

Tari Moore
County Executive

Alfred C. Wein, Jr.

Director of Administration
County Information

410.996.5200

Office: 410.996.5202
410.658.4041

Fax: 410.996.1014

CECIL COUNTY, MARYLAND

Department of Planning and Zoning
200 Chesapeake Boulevard, Suite 2300, Elkton, MD 21921

24 November 2015

Rebecca Reyes-Alicia

NEC FUTURE Program Manager
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429
New York, NY 10004

Re: NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicia:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the referenced document and to comment, as follows:

1. The language in the introduction needs to focus less on the region’s economy and more
on the region’s importance to the whole nation’s economy. All spending bills come out of the
House, and the states proposed to be affected are represented therein as follows:

CT 5 Seats
.DE 1 Seat
MA 14 Seats
MD 8 Seats
NJ 12 Seats
NY 27 Seats
PA 18 Seats
RI 2 Seats

VA 11 Seats

Total: 98 Seats out of 435 (and in the Senate, only 18 out of 100). That’s only 22.5%
and 18%, respectively.

Moreover, this cannot be seen as pork for just the NE Corridor states, with any expectation that
it will clear either house.

WWW.CCZOV.0rg



2. Freight movement needs to be emphasized more. First, the specific freight railroad
stakeholders need to be identified. Second, the fact that more rail ridership frees up highway
capacity, enhancing mobility for truck freight movement (so important along the NE Corridor)
needs to be articulated. Third, considering the point above, the lane-miles of highways that
would not have to be built as a result of each of the enumerated alternatives needs to be
quantified (under the “Sustainability” section).

3. In terms of improving passenger rail service, one way to do so is increasing reliability.
What with well-documented documented delays for regional commuters owning to issues with
electrical lines, serious consideration should be given to converting from electrical to diesel
power. Not only would that increase reliability while decreasing right-of-way maintenance
costs, it would also reduce new segment and northern route implementation costs.

4. Alternative 2 is touted as providing “five times as much intercity service and more than
doubles peak-hour Regional rail service.” Yet, the “Evaluating the Alternatives” section reveals
that those respective 400% and 100% service increases yield only 21.18% increase in aggregate
rail ridership. In turn, that 21.18% ridership increase comes at the cost of an extra $115 billion
(a 475% increase).

5. Alternative 2 is shown with a New Segment through western New Castle County,
Delaware and virtually the entirety of Cecil County, Maryland. The areas at which the New
Segment would divert from the present NEC are culturally- and historically-significant,
incorporated employment and population centers. In fact, if Wilmington, Delaware did not
exist, then the Elkton, Maryland — Newark, Delaware urbanized area would qualify to have a
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) of its own. A more careful consideration of
Environmental Justice needs to take place (if not part of the NEPA process, then when?).

6. Alternative 3 is the most expensive. Alternative 3’s technical, financial, and ridership
projection details associated with the proposed rail crossing of Long Island Sound component
need to be articulated — albeit at a macro level.

7. Alternative 3 is touted as providing “six times as much intercity service and up to three
times the amount of peak-hour Regional rail service.” Yet, the “Evaluating the Alternatives”
section reveals that those respective 500% and up to 200% service increases yield only 33.26%
increase in aggregate rail ridership. In turn, that 33.26% ridership increase comes at the cost of
an extra $270 billion (a 1450% increase).

8. The methodology of future ridership calculations by alternative is curious. Alternatives
1 and 2 respectively shift 69 and 93 “million annual trips from other modes to passenger rail,”
which are corroborated in the “Evaluating the Alternatives” section. However, Alternative 3 is
touted to shift “141 million annual trips from other modes to passenger rail,” while the figure in
the “Evaluating the Alternatives” section says 146. Why the discrepancy?



9. Alternative 1 nets 69 million more annual trips at an addition cost of $45 billion, or
$652.17 per trip. Alternative 2 nets 93 million more annual trips at an addition cost of $115
billion, or $1,236.56 per trip. Alternative 3 nets 141 (or is it 146?) million more annual trips at
an addition cost of $270 billion, or $1,914.89 per trip. Interesting!

Cost per @ Additional Annual Trip

Alternative 1 $652.17
Alternative 2 $1,236.56
Alternative 3 $1,914.89

10. Fiscally and operationally, how does the proposed, high-speed mag-lev service between
Baltimore and Washington, D.C. fit into this plan?

Again, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment.

Sincerely,

Principal Planner

cc: Hon. Tari Moore, County Executive
Alfred C. Wein, Jr., Director of Administration
Eric S. Sennstrom, AICP, Director of Planning



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2578 DETAIL

Status : - AGiioh ComaleiEs,

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jim
Last Name : Celone

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1153 DETAIL

Status : SEETEmgn
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Rebecca
Last Name : Cephas

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| feel the public should be able to view a proposal of where the tracks are going to be placed. Communities
should have a say in not only them being placed but where as well.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2179 DETAIL

Status : A
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Richard
Last Name : Cerniglia

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #362 DETAIL

Status <AHon Completed]

Record Date : 1129/2016
First Name : Bruno
Last Name : Cerrone

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am opposed to this project first as a Garden City resident, secondly as a Long Island resident and thirdly as a
U.S. Tax payer

Before building a new train we should invest in and address the problems with the Long Island railroad. |
would also question the viability of adding an Amtrack train to what seems the sole purpose is to get people to
Conneticut. As for Amtrack the government should invest that money in creating a real high speed cost
effective super train from NY to Boston and other hubs on the East coast. Currently air travel is faster and
cheaper - adding a train on Long Island is not going to improve all of the other infrastructure issues with
Amtrack



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #335 DETAIL

Status : ATHon GoMmpEied )
Record Date : 1/27/2016

First Name : Mandi

Last Name : Cerrone

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am opposed to "Alternative 3" in Long Island. Please note | am also disturbed by the lack of notice our
community HS had in regards to these proposals.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2767 DETAIL

Status : ton Compisisss

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Frank
Last Name : Ceruzzi

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2481 DETAIL

Status : ~Panting:=
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Marie
Last Name : Cervero

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1072 DETAIL

Status : AEof Camiplstag,
Record Date : 2/12/2016

First Name : Rachael M.

Last Name : Gaudio

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To Whom it May Concern,

Please find attached comments from Connecticut Fund for the Environment on the NEC Future project. Thank
you for your time.

Best,
Rachael M. Gaudio

Rachael M. Gaudio, Esq.
Peter B. Cooper Legal Fellow

Connecticut Fund for the Environment
And its bi-state program Save the Sound
142 Temple Street, Suite 305

New Haven, CT 06510

rgaudio@ctenvironment.org<mailto:rgaudio @ -

This communication is intended for the sole use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this
communication is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent for delivering the communication to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication may be strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the
sender immediately by telephone call, delete the email and destroy any document(s). Thank You!
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A program of

fOI' ﬂ‘e EnVIronmen‘t Connecticut Fund for the Environment

February 12, 2016

NEC Future

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

RE Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement for NEC Future: A Rail
Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea,

Connecticut Fund for the Environment (“CFE”) and its bi-state program Save the Sound
submit the following comments on the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for
NEC Future: A Rail Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor. CFE is a state- and region-wide
nonprofit organization concerned with the environments of Connecticut and New York, as well
as the health of Long Island Sound.

First, CFE is disappointed that the public comment period was only extended for such a
short period. 60 to 90 days would have been preferred given the vast materials contained in this
DEIS. Rail expansion is an important issue that has the potential to affect millions of people and
natural resources along almost 500 miles of the east coast. The documents associated with the
DEIS are extensive, and many stakeholders would have appreciated more time to review and
study the materials. Additionally, an extended comment period would give Connecticut citizens
more time to compare the DEIS with Governor Malloy’s “Let’s Go.CT” Transportation Plan.

CFE believes the DEIS is facially inadequate. The materials do not give enough
information to sufficiently support a particular alternative. More must be done to provide citizens
with a better idea of the proposed rail line’s exact location, an evaluation of potential impacts in
each municipality traversed, and, for Alternative 3, which route will ultimately be selected.
Alternative 3 is an alternative containing alternatives, which is confusing to stakeholders. For
more clarity, each of the alternatives within Alternative 3 should be considered separately.

CFE is especially concerned about the lack of definite information concerning specific
environmental costs. Sweeping and vague characterizations of environmental impacts are not
acceptable for a project that has the potential to destroy various ecosystems along almost 500
miles of the eastern seaboard. The most affected areas on the entire route lie in Connecticut and
Rhode Island. These two states could have thousands of acres of undeveloped land, water, and

Connecticut Fund for the Environment and Save the Sound
142 Temple Street « New Haven, Connecticut 06510 ¢ (203) 787-0646
www.ctenvironment.org « www.savethesound.org



mineral resources put in danger, as well as hundreds of terrestrial and aquatic species—many of
which are threatened or endangered.! Furthermore, the DEIS doesn’t address where a
Connecticut River crossing for the rail would go in any of the Alternatives. The building of a
bridge will substantially effect the surrounding environment and the area downstream. Such a
gaping hole in the DEIS is not acceptable.

The Long Island Sound crossing in Alternative 3, and the lack of any meaningful
environmental analysis of the impacts, is particularly alarming. Long Island Sound is an
irreplaceable resource and is responsible for an estimated $17-36 billion of economic activity in
the region annually.? The proposed tunnel in Alternative 3 can potentially cause substantial
disruption to natural resources, including water, land, wetlands, and wildlife. We are equally
concerned that the DEIS does not include potential environmental consequences resulting from
the construction of such a tunnel. Four million people call the Long Island Sound coastline
home, and 9 million live within its watershed.? Additionally, the Sound contains 1,200
invertebrate species, 170 fish species, and dozens of migratory bird species.*

CFE is also concerned about the environmental impacts and financial costs of Alternative
3. While the climate and ridership benefits of Alternative 3 could be significant, the costs—both
environmental and economic—are enormous and of a different magnitude. Overall, this
alternative has the greatest impact on Ecologically Sensitive Habitat (ESH) and will affect prime
timberlands, floodplains, prime farmland, coastal zones, and wetlands. The route would also pass
through areas with high concentrations of hazardous waste and contaminated material sites.

Alternative 1 would result in the fewest environmental impacts, and is most consistent
with smart growth and existing investment in infrastructure. This alternative would be
synergistic with and build upon the gains in Governor Malloy’s “Let’s Go CT” Transportation
Plan. Governor Malloy has proposed substantial improvements for the Metro-North New Haven
line to New York City. Additionally, to save time, improve travel reliability, and boost the state’s
economy and wages, Malloy is proposing to fully utilize the tracks along the commuter rail line.
Currently, only two or three of the four tracks are in service at any time due to maintenance. By
improving existing rail, all tracks can be used without the need to add additional rail.>
Alternative 1 seems consistent with and builds upon these called-for improvements.

Alternative 2 lies between Alternatives 1 and 3 in terms of environmental impacts. It is
unclear, however, why a route that follows the -84 corridor to Worcester, Massachusetts was not
considered or proposed for Alternative 2. By doing this, the rail route would follow existing road
infrastructure. This could limit further environmental harm in the area and prevent seemingly
needless destruction of undeveloped areas along other proposed routes. For example, the space
between Hartford and Providence is largely undeveloped and contains large areas of prime
timberland and floodplains.

U NEC Future, Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Table 7.1-2: Summary of Effects (totals).
2 Earth Economics, “The Trillion Dollar Asset: The Economic Value of the Long Island Sound Basin”, available

Basin%202015%20Final%20Report.pdf.
3 Long Island Sound Study, “What Makes Long Island Sound Special?”, available at

4 d.
3 Susan Haigh, “Malloy: New Haven Line improvements will improve reliability,” Associated Press, November 20,
2015, available at
Connecticut Fund for the Environment and Save the Sound
142 Temple Street « New Haven, Connecticut 06510 o (203) 787-0646
www.ctenvironment.org e www savethesound.org



Another area requiring additional assessment is the possibility of utilizing green
infrastructure along the rail corridor. Green infrastructure offers pollution mitigation, flood
control, and resiliency opportunities along the rail line. Surprisingly, the DEIS does not evaluate
such best management practices. We request that these opportunities be fully explored in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).

In the FEIS, CFE believes there should be more of an emphasis on the resiliency of the
rail system. By following existing rail and transportation structures, we can use the money and
resources invested to make transportation corridors which will remain where they are more
useful and more resilient. If we ignore and under-fund our existing corridors in favor of creating
new ones, we may create new problems without addressing existing ones.

In conclusion, Connecticut Fund for the Environment requests the Federal Railroad
Administration to provide more information about the specific impacts expected with each
Alternative. Without this information, it is unfair to request comments on the “best” alternative.
We urge you to rule out blasting a tunnel under Loong Island Sound, as proposed in Alternative 3.
Finally, we urge you to proceed with an alternative that follows and builds upon existing
transportation corridors and leverages existing investments Connecticut is making to build faster
and more resilient transportation lines while reducing greenhouse gases.

Sincerely,

Rachael M. Gaudio

Legal Fellow

CT Fund for the Environment
rgaudio@ctenvironment.org
(203) 787-0646 ext. 108

Roger Reynolds

Legal Director

CT Fund for the Environment
rreynolds@ctenvironment.org
(203) 787-0646 ext. 105

Connecticut Fund for the Environment and Save the Sound
142 Temple Street « New Haven, Connecticut 06510 o (203) 787-0646
www.ctenvironment.org ¢ www.savethesound.org



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2732 DETAIL

Status : eaElios Chrpleted

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Lindsay
Last Name : Suhr

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

To Whom It May Concern:
| submit the attached comments on behalf of the Connecticut Forest & Park Association.
Thank you for your consideration,

Lindsay Suhr

Land Conservation Director

Connecticut Forest and Park Association

Isuhr@ctwoodlands.org<mailto: Imiche! @

860-346-TREE

16 Meriden Road

Rockfall, CT 06481

http://www.ctwoodlands.org/land-conservation
www.facebook.com/CTForestandParkAssociation<http://www.facebook.com/CTForestandParkAssociation>

Sign up for our Email Newsletter<http://visitor.constantcontact.com/d.jsp?m=1102343283328&p=0i>

[https://imgssl.constantcontact.com/ui/images1/safe_subscribe_logo.gif]<http://www.constantcontact.com/safes
ubscribe.jsp>
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NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

To Whom It May Concern:

I submit these comments to the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on behalf of
the Connecticut Forest and Park Association, Inc. (CFPA). CFPA protects forests, parks, walking trails and open
spaces for future generations by directly conserving land and connecting people to the outdoors. Since 1895,
CFPA has had a leadership role in forest conservation in the state with a special focus on conserving large
blocks of un-fragmented forests. CFPA is also the steward for over 825 miles of Blue-Blazed Hiking Trails in
Connecticut. We applaud the effort that went into this very lengthy process, but have a number of concerns
that we feel need to be addressed during the next planning phase.

Our primary concern after reviewing the EIS is that the maps are not sufficient to truly analyze the impacts
associated with this project. It is not clear exactly where the intended new rail lines would sit on the landscape
and many protected parcels including land trust properties, private properties conserved with conservation
easements, and municipal lands are not taken into account. Additionally, just from the general locations of the
new rail lines, we can tell that some alternatives will cross sections of our Blue-Blazed Hiking Trails, but
without more detailed maps, we cannot tell what the impacts will be. These trails are considered Connecticut
state greenways and important recreational resources for communities across the state. Particular trails that
have the potential to be affected are the Paugussett Trail, the Quinnipiac Trail, the Shenipsit Trail, the
Nipmuck Trail, the Natchaug Trail and the New England National Scenic Trail (one of only 11 National Scenic
Trails in the country). Providing a geospatial line for the public to insert into their own geographic information
systems (GIS) will allow interested parties to better assess the impacts that the project will have on natural
and recreational resources.

CFPA has been an advocate for the state’s natural resources since its inception and continues to put forth a
conservation agenda every legislative session. Protecting Connecticut’s state forests and parks is of utmost
importance. In 1997, the Connecticut general assembly set a goal of preserving 21% of the land area of
Connecticut for open space. Alternatives 2 and 3, with their vast acreages for conversion, will likely result in a
setback to this land conservation goal. These conservation resources increase the quality of life in the state
and contribute over 1 billion dollars and 9,000 jobs a year. Putting a new railway right through the middle of
these valuable public places will completely change them from quiet places of escape and solitude. With the
vast expanses of development and pavement in Connecticut, the public needs these quiet escapes to refresh
and recharge away from the pressures of everyday life.

One particular area that is of great concern is Northeast Connecticut, which is proposed to be traversed by
Alternatives 2 & 3. This area is known as the Quiet Corner and provides an important connection for wildlife
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moving north and south from northern New England to Long Island Sound. This area was designated as part of
the Last Green Valley National Heritage Corridor by Congress in 1994. Large tracts of open forest and farmland
including Natchaug State Forest and Mansfield Hollow State Park provide sanctuaries for migrating species
and the relatively sparse development in this region makes it a stronghold for many species. Bisecting this
region with a railway will immediately create forest fragmentation which will change many forest interior
habitats. Many species rely on large unbroken tracts of forest for breeding, feeding, etc. and when these
forests are cut with roads, railways, or development, edge habitats are created. These edges cause an increase
in predation, an increase in sunlight that changes species composition, and ultimately many of these factors
lower survival rates for key interior species. The railway will also have a compounding effect on these
increasingly rare habitats. Once a rail line is established in this area, it will increase the development pressure
on the region causing more land conversions and ultimately reducing the amount of available forest or open
space for wildlife.

Additionally, the EIS very clearly states that no field investigations occurred as part of the analysis. Without
field investigations, it is impossible to know the true impacts to key habitats like high-quality wetlands and

vernal pools or rare pitch pine forests which often are not represented in current GIS data. These sites are

home to rare species and important breeding habitats that cannot be replaced when destroyed.

Lastly, as a land conservation organization that has been working on land acquisition in Connecticut for
decades, Alternatives 2 and 3 do not seem feasible or cost effective. Connecticut is a densely populated state
with mostly small acreages spread across the landscape. When doing landowner outreach along our trails
system, we often interact with over 20 landowners in less than one mile. With property costs averaging some
of the highest across the country, the cost of solely acquiring the land needed to establish these new corridors
would be exorbitant and would take decades to accomplish if even possible.

Thank you for your consideration of CFPA’s comments.

Sincerely,

O
Eric Hammerling
Executive Director




[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1830 DETAIL

Status : “Pending’,

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Vishnu
Last Name : Chakravaram

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

University of new haven is a very good school and has lot of historic importance. Students can get to learn in
that peaceful environment. If the school is disturbed by rail track through it thousands of students will be
troubled. Today's students are tomorrow's citizens.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1575 DETAIL

Status : EEnding:

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Herb
Last Name : Chambers

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I own property ate L O'd Lyme and | object to the relocation of the rail track going north of the
existing railroad bridge in Old Lyme.
Herb Chambers

Sent from my iPhone



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2690 DETAIL

Status : fAgton Complets
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Maryanne

Last Name : Champagne

Stakeholder Comments/issues :



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1734 DETAIL

Status : L 4
Record Date : 2/15/12016
First Name : Francis
Last Name : Chan

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| am a strong supporter of public transportation, high speed train service along the major cities of the Northeast
corridor is essential to the economic growth and alleviation of highway traffic.

[ would like to submit a comment on the Tier 1 Draft EIS. Of the 4 alternatives put forth (3 new alternatives plus
the status quo), alternative 2 makes the most sense for it reduces the travel time between Wash, DC and
Boston by a significant amount of time with a cost in the middle of the 3 new alternatives. Alternative 2 also
links the major cities in the northeast (Western CT, New Haven, Hartford, Storrs (yes, itis a major city when
school is in session), and Providence. Alternative 3 is ambiguous but cost is likely prohibitive. Alternative 1
makes the least sense, it does not reduce travel time significantly and it will disrupt the economy of eastern
Connecticut with Old Lyme and East Lyme bearing the cost and little benefit.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2188 DETAIL

Status : -
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Barun
Last Name : Chandra

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1313 DETAIL

Status : E
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Harlen
Last Name : Chapman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Take Alternative 1 off the table



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1235 DETAIL ]

Status : iAplion Dompleed
Record Date : 2/14/2016

First Name : Judith

Last Name : Chapman

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am sure you can come up with a plan that will not ruin Old Lyme. How can you disregard an historic street to
try and gain a half hour in time? Totally opposed to your plan to parallel I-95 and go through the Academy's
area.



‘NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #947 DETAIL

Status : Aclion Compliied)
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Raphael

Last Name : Chapman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

extending the Line into Richmond VA would bring more between VA to the Washington Community.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1298 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Robin
Last Name : Charney

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

No passage through old Lyme: do not pass plan1



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1330 DETAIL

Status : C
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Wade
Last Name : Chartier

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Nooooo
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The next speaker is David Chase.

MR. CHASE: Thank you. My name is David Chase.
I'm a private citizen, retired.

There's a fantastic amount of information here that
lays out a growth plan for New England -- well, for the
Northeast Corridor. I'm going to just talk about New England.
A lot of challenges. I think a lot of place where there would
have to be a lot of compromise, a lot of give-and-take.

There was one comment in the presentation where
there was a sense that there would be less impact of building
along the existing corridor than there would be on the new
corridor. I would ask them to go back and think about that,
look at that.

In the report it talks about having two tracks —-- I
forget what the alternative was -- through Fairfield County
along the existing four-track New Haven line. I'm not sure

that's a very practical idea. We have 95. You have
development backed up to the railroad. So they had it on one
slide as far as what they're going to evaluate, they have
constructability. That's a very, very important item, as you
look at anything you're doing along the existing corridors.

Several years ago the DOT commissioner made a
comment when asked when the work on 95 would stop. I'm pretty
sure he said "Never." And I think I could say the same thing
about the New Haven line. There's a lot of work going on
there. Just to keep it in a state of good repair there will
be work forever.

I think probably as far as a new alignment, it may
be a good idea for high speed. I think it should be
considered just as that, using a European model, and I think
it's been studied before. You have a sealed corridor, you
have two tracks, high-speed trains. It maybe makes no stops
petween New York and Boston. It may make one stop. You start
stopping that train, you're going to lose all your time
savings.

So I think that needs to be probably realistically
looked at. If you're going to have that high-speed service,
you're not going to make local regional stops. So I think
that needs to be really better defined, thought about, and let
that stand on its own. If you do need to stop every 25 miles
to get enough ridership, you don't have the high-speed service
anymore, and the people that are going to Boston to New York
aren't going to get on board. I think that's very important
to look at, and I think they are.

Throughout it all they're talking about maintaining
existing levels of service, existing railroad. They're not
talking about getting rid of any of the railroad, I think just
building on top of it. But I think you have to be very

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813



13

careful how you do it and where you do 1it.

The last thing I'd say is, as a citizen of
Connecticut, I'm concerned for how it gets paid for. A lot of
this is improvements that are necessary or for state of good
repair for the commuter service. In the reports it doesn't
talk about: TIs it FRA money? Is it Amtrak money? IS it city
money? Is it state money? And I think probably you need to
start presenting that.

How much of this, say, the three alternatives -- I
think it was 280 billion? 290 billion? A big number. So how
much of that do they think will come from the state, the
commuter agencies, now called Regional Rail?

Lots to think about. I think probably trying to
make all these decisions in a year is optimistic. I think
these are decisions that are going to be made over 40 years.
Thank you very much.

HEARING OFFICER SIEGEL: Thank you, Dave.

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #729 DETAIL

Status : (e Compsted’
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Margaret

Last Name : Chasson

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

The Patuxent Wildlife Area is a unique sanctuary in our area. Itis not a
good place for a rail line .Alternative locations for the rail should be

given more consideration - it is always easy to use undeveloped land, but
when especially when such land is scarce. But that is all the more reason
not to use it for rail purposes. We must preserve some places for birds and
wildlife along this river.

Margaret Chasson



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2757 DETAIL

Status : ~Acton Campleter
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Timothy

Last Name : Chaucer

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Any proposal to tunnel under Long Island Sound is absurd. Common sense dictates that this would be a
massive waste of taxpayer money and have a huge and detrimental effect on this L.I.Sound estuary. Milford
Harbor is one of the few harbors without a RR bridge at the entrance making it a special harbor for sailing
vessels. Itis also a State designated Wildlife Refuge since 1931. See Milford Refuge Act. Long Island Sound
should not be traversed by tunnels or bridges. It is a rich estuary filled with wildlife including marine mammals,
avian life, and invertebrate life. We must not worry about speeding up. As humans, we must slow down and
enjoy the wild places we are blessed to have in Connecticut. Milford, Ct. and Old Lyme are historic areas and
their character is what makes New England special. These towns and other coastal towns should not be
subject to massive spending projects for minimal gain.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2895 DETAIL

Status : . “hstian Complated” »

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Georgia
Last Name : Chavent Morgan

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

‘I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts and other historical, tourist locations along the CT River that are so necessary to
our economy in CT. | live in New Haven County and we desperately need improved rail service along the | 91
corridor heading north. We drive to VT for weekend work every winter Friday and the traffic mess in Springfield,
MASS adds at least 45 min. to our trip. Improving rail service in the center of our state is more critical and will
not damage the bucolic nature of the CT River towns. Please reconsider this rail line. Thank you.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1398 DETAIL

Status : o
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : Cherry

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Old Lyme is a historic treasure, and should be treated as such. Any proposal that would destroy a mile-wide
corridor of historic landmarks along the shoreline for littie overall gain is a non-starter, and is in conflict with the
state of Connecticut's own goals around tourism and historic preservation.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #265 DETAIL

Status : Faiinn Compiated
Record Date : 1/25/2016

First Name : Eva

Last Name : Cheshire

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

In my opinion our existing roads and bridges should be repaired/replaced first. Then, perhaps when our twenty
trillion debt is paid this could come back up for discussion.



LNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1371 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Robin
Last Name : Chesmer

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Old Lyme is a beautiful shoreline community that is an economic, cultural, historic, agricultural, tourism,
environmental and quality of life asset to everyone in Connecticut as well as visitors from other states. | don't
live in Old Lyme but enjoy visiting this beautiful town. | appreciate the railroad but feel strongly that all efforts
should be taken to preserve the qualities that make Connecticut special. Every effort should be made to make
improvements within the confines of the existing railroad infrastructure.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #601 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/8/2016
First Name : Jane
Last Name : Chesnutt

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| strongly oppose the part of Alternative 1 that would reroute the tracks through the heart of Old Lyme and its
historic district. OL is one of the state's and country's most significant small towns, with a raré combination of
historic, artistic and environmental riches. This proposal would effectively destroy those treasures, along with a
long-rooted community. Moreover, it's unclear why this specific section needs rerouting given that many other
track areas in the NEC run through marshes and along the water. And it's also unclear that there would be any
benefit to citizens; our area would become simply a despoiled corridor through which trains would run. For
what it's worth, I'm a huge proponent of rail and ride various combinations of Amtrak, Shoreline East and Metro-
North at least once a week and would love to have better rail service. Surely you can figure out how to meet
your objectives without destroying one of the nation's great small towns. And, believe me, | know about small
towns...I grew up in Texas, where there's not one that comes even remotely close to Old Lyme in terms of
beauty, artistic riches, environmental importance and other factors, and I'm pretty sure the same is true for
many other states. Many thanks for listening, and | look forward to hearing about a revised proposal.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1225 DETAIL

Status : L N
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Scott
Last Name : Chester

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I believe that citizens whose property will be affected, should have a say in planning the project.





