NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #508 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/2/2016
First Name : Doug
Last Name : Gingrave

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please fund and improve!

Every alternative that transforms the role of rail, positioning it as a dominant mode for Intercity travelers and
commuters across the NEC. Service and infrastructure improvements include upgrades on the existing NEC
and the addition of a two-track second spine within the Study Area. This new spine supports high-performance
rail services between major markets and provides additional capacity for anticipated growth that would
expanding rail service and passenger use at a faster pace than the growth in regional population and
employment. The existing NEC generally expands to four tracks, with six tracks through portions of New Jersey
and southwestern Connecticut. South of New Haven, CT, service and infrastructure improvements are focused
generally within the existing NEC. , to increase resiliency, serve new markets, reduce trip times, and address
capacity constraints. Everything should be done to connect airports, universities and population centers to help
elevate congestion on the highway infrastructure which is currently maxed in this area of the country.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #366 DETAIL

Status : (- #piion Gompletsd

Record Date : 1/29/2016
First Name : Suzann
Last Name : Gintoff Vautrain, Esq.

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern,

I am writing regarding your plan to run the railroad directly through our town, Old Lyme, CT. While | have a
direct concern- it would literally become my next door neighbor- running right next to our property line- | have
many more reasons for this causing a HUGE concern for our community. You see, we are a small, historical,
arts driven town- and this proposal will run straight through the heart of it. You will disturb what makes us a
community, what people come to visit- what makes us great. You will ruin historic buildings, destroy land
designated as Open Space, preserved for walking and enjoying the fruits of our history and nature. We are so
proud of what we have built here- running a railroad directly through it all is just so very wrong. Our entire
sense of community will be ripped open, property values will substantially decrease, protected land, animals,
wildlife will be lost forever. Please, please, find another route- this proposal through Old Lymes historical
center will destroy us. Thank you for your time.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1178 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Gionfriddo

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Oppose Alternative 1! This plan will destroy the fabric of a historic New England shoreline community; the town
of old Lyme, CT and all its New England charm that brings people into CT. Additionally plan offers no
substantial benefit other than a few minutes of time to get between CT and RI which does not help us New
Englanders who need to slow down and enjoy what we have. Just a really bad idea that should not even have
been provided as an option.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2191 DETAIL

Status : s lineas=
Record Date : 2/15/12016
First Name : Theresa
Last Name : Gionfriddo

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

What a Disgrace. We own a house a few miles away in Old Lyme and this is why we enjoy this beautiful town.
To think the Federal government could come and destroy the character of this town is terrible.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2251 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Girasoli

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I would like to express my opposition to the proposed Alternative 1 that the FRA is considering in the Town of
Oid Lyme. I'm not a resident of the beautiful Town of Old Lyme but visit the town numerous times during the
year. I'm not against the high-speed rail track but what is proposed, that will impact the local environment is
without merit. The FRA has to have an alternative proposal that will have the least impact on the town. What
the FRA is proposing is unacceptable. What has taken the Town of Old Lyme over 300 years to accomplish,
the FRA wants to destroy it. This will end up in the courts for a long time to come.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #451 DETAIL

Status : CGion CafIstEd. |

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Brooke
Last Name : Girty

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Option one would be disastrous for Old Lyme and the surrounding region. The High Speed rail should not be
run through the historic district.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #168 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/13/2016
First Name : Shannon
Last Name : Giuffrida

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am absolutely against this idea. LI is one of the most expensive places in America to live, we don't need
Amtrak barreling through our beautiful, peaceful, family oriented town. No surprise that no one on LI seems to
be aware of this proposal...seems like the Fed Gov railways were keeping it quiet.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #917 DETAIL

Status “AGion Complsteds-

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Pete
Last Name : Givan

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. Braegeimann:

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.

The proposal to take 60 acres from the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge is
unacceptable. The refuge is home to some of the best stream and wetland
areas in Maryland. In addition it contains some of the best forest habitats

for resident and migratory wildlife. In past years, this area suffered

immense degradation from exceptionally poor [and use management. Since this
area was designated as a wildlife refuge it has become an important birding
area by providing habitat for many of our declining species of birds.

The Refuge was created in 1973 in order to support the Migratory Bird
Conservation Act. For the birding community, a community that generates over
$0ne Billion annually to the State of Maryland, the proposal for a railway
through an area that is owned by the public will set a very dangerous
precedent. We believe that a rail line through this area will ultimately

destroy the environmental integrity of this highly important landscape. We
strongly urge you to find a better solution to this complex problem and

select a route that will not adversely impact Maryland's wildlife.



Sincerely,

Peter D. Givan

Rockville, MD 20852



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1350 D IL
Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Cynthia
Last Name : Glacken

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Certainly a more thoughtful and constructive alternative can be found that destroying the character of an
historic town, its arts and cultural assets, irreplaceable wetlands and wildlife.
Please!



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #792 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Nancy
Last Name : Gladwell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am strongly opposed to Amtrak's High Speed railroad changing its shoreline route to cross over Lyme St in
Old Lyme. | teach at Lyme Academy College and live in town. Old Lyme is an historic town with historic
architecture, a Museum, art Association and Fine Arts College.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #780 DETAIL

Status < TAction Completey’

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : JoAnn
Last Name : Glancy

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, 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 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,
JoAnn Glancy



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2344 DETAIL

Status : JBglion ComplesaT
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Elaine

Last Name : Glaski

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| absolutely oppose Alternative 1



iNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #245 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/23/2016
First Name : Allyson
Last Name : Gleason

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This rail system would disrupt our small town cutting through our historical district and art academy. This is why
people move here... For the small town atmosphere. You would be ruining it for all those who live here. Please
re consider your plans.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2471 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Glennon

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am concerned about the shoreline impact of the LI tunnel ending in Milford. This is already a vulnerable area
(see Superstorm Sandy data).



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2745 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Nicole
Last Name : Salvatore

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

Attached you will find the Greater New Haven Chamber's letter summarizing the Chamber's position on the
NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Please let us know if you have any questions. Thank
you for your consideration.

Nicole Salvatore

Communications

Greater New Haven Chamber of Commerce

900 Chapel St.

New Haven, CT 06510

Office: 203-782-4310

Cell: 203-721-4804
www.gnhcc.com<http://www.gnhcc.com/>
www.quinncham.com<http://www.quinncham.com/>

Attachments : DEIS letter - GNHCC.pdf (233 kb)



. GREATER
DENEW HAVEN

| CHAMBER

We take care of business.

Ms. Sarah Feinberg

Administrator

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

NEC Future

US 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 Administrator Feinberg:

On behalf of the Greater New Haven Chamber of Commerce, thank you for the opportunity to
comment on the Federal Railroad Administration’s NEC Future Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (“DEIS”). The DEIS is a milestone achievement that will enable the future development of
the Northeast Corridor in a manner that improves passenger experiences and supports economic
development.

My name is Anthony P. Rescigno and I am President of the Greater New Haven Chamber. Founded
in 1794, The Chamber’s original goal was to represent the concerns of 26 New Haven businessmen
who united to persuade the federal government to keep the city’s maritime shipping out of the hands
of French and British privateers. Their success was the first chapter in an over 200 year tradition of
representing the needs of the New Haven business community.

Today, our mission is to provide unrivaled member services and lead regional economic growth
through bold and effective advocacy — comprising the municipalities of Bethany, Branford, Cheshire,
East Haven, Guilford, Hamden, Madison, Milford, New Haven, North Branford, North Haven,
Orange, Wallingford, West Haven, and Woodbridge — for its effective development as a favorable
place to operate a business, a desirable place to work, and an attractive place to live.

Today, much like our predecessors over 200 years ago, we join together to persuade the federal
government to maintain and improve the vital Northeast Corridor rail infrastructure, which is crucial
to economic vitality in our entire region, by supporting Alternatives 1 and/or 2 set forth in the DEIS.
We view these two Alternatives as being the timeliest achieved, and most cost effective.

Additionally, because these two Alternatives focus primarily on improvements to existing rail
infrastructure, these two Alternatives present the least environmental impact to Connecticut’s rural
areas.

900 Chapel Strest. 10* Floor, New Haven, CT 06510 | 203787 6735 | Fax-203 7824329 | inlo@gnhce.com | gnhee.com

BRAKFORD i GUILFORD MADISON NEW HAVEN NORTH BRANFORD WALLINGFORD WOODBRIDGE



The primary concern and objective of our member businesses, their employees, and their customers,
is the need for dramatically improved commuter travel time to New York City together with
improved travel time and more frequent service to Washington and Boston.

In fact, some of the alternatives presented still present new alignments which bypass New Haven
and/or the entire coastal corridor of Connecticut. These bypass routes would discard over 100 years
of the historic economic development and infrastructure currently existing and centered on the rail
corridor. Further, these bypass routes do not support the knowledge-based and innovative economies
of southern Connecticut which have arisen as a result of the existing infrastructure. Finally these
bypass routes do not merit further consideration by the FRA based on the technical analysis
presented in the DEIS.

The State of Connecticut places a high emphasis on its existing urban centers, with focused
reinvestment in center cities, inner ring suburbs and transit-rich environments. I urge you to support
Connecticut’s center cities by focusing your recommendations on the existing coastal corridor and
the Hartford-Springfield line. New Haven, and the other cities on these existing routes, need higher-
speed, higher-frequency service in order to support economic development efforts and access to jobs.
Many of New Haven’s neighborhoods are economically distressed. From an environmental justice
perspective, it is equally important to support these communities and not circumvent them through
bypass alignments.

Let me again express strong support for the DEIS process and future improvements to the Northeast
Corridor. T encourage you to issue a final EIS that recommends (1) dramatically improved commuter
travel time from New Haven to New York City on the coastal route; (2) improved travel time and
more frequent service to and from Washington and Boston on the coastal route, Hartford-Springfield
route and, if feasible, a Long Island tunnel; and (3) a final decision to not move forward as outline in
Alternative 3 with the Central Connecticut alignment.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Anthony P. Rescigno

President
Greater New Haven Chamber of Commerce

900 Chapel Street, 10* Floor, New Haven. CT 08510 | 203 787 6735 | Tax: 203782 4329 | info@gnhce.com | gnhec.com
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[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #613 DETAIL

Status T
Record Date : 2/8/2016

First Name : Steven

Last Name : Gniazdowski

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| support the full expansion of the Northeast corridor to add new routes. We need this to reduce our reliance on
air travel and car travel.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #288 DETAIL

Status : m
Record Date : 126
First Name : Linnea

Last Name : Goddess
Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

With many relatives living in the Boston area, | am thriiled to learn that the rail service between Delaware and
Boston may be immproved. With airline travel becoming increasingly uncomfortable and time consuming, | will
be turning more and more to travelling by train and certainly look forward to any improvements and upgrades to
the entire Nortrheast Corridor.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1087 DETAIL

Status : <Attinn Compistes:
Record Date : 2/12/2016

First Name : Cynthia

Last Name : Godfrey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am absolutely opposed to NEC Alternative 1 - do NOT destroy Old Lyme with high speed rail through tits
historic district!!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2752 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : /16/2016
First Name : Ben

Last Name : Goetsch

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose any cross sound tunnel or bridge construction that would negatively impact the shellfish resource of
Long Island Sound, including any public or private shellfish grounds off the Connecticut coast. For instance, the
state of Connecticut leases many thousands of acres of shellfish grounds to the aquaculture industry for the
cultivation and rearing of shellfish such as clams and oysters. The shellfish resource held on these leases is the
private property of the lessee and any impact on the shellfish resource, either directly or indirectly, from tunnel
or bridge construction would most likely lead to legal action from the aquaculture industry. Likewise, damage to
the public shellfish resource would deprive Connecticut residents from the ecosystem benefits these animals
provide and the enjoyment received from the recreational harvesting of the resource in approved areas.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #881 DETAIL

Status : BN Gomplated ™

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Thomas
Last Name : Goggans

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern

The proposed expansion route of passenger rail service through Old Lyme is not a reasonable, equitiable, or
workable plan.

This expansion would literally destroy massive swaths of delicate and protected wetlands, demolish three vitally
important and institutions at the core of this country's historical fine art development, as well as obliterate the
very structure and homes of one of this nation's oldest towns.

If any individual or business were to interfere with the wetlands in question, they would be charged, fined, and
even imprisoned. If the irreplaceable institutions of Old Lyme, the Florence Griswold Museum, the Lyme Art
Association, and the Lyme Academy College of Fine Art, were damaged or altered without approval for Historic
accuracy, those responsible would also face severe legal reprocussions. If any landowner or business changes
the land or their buildings in the Historic registry without approval, they wouid be fined severly. Allowing a new
rail expansion to wantonly destroy this town, it's history and instutions, and the very residents' lives and
livelyhood should not be considered or allowed in any way.

Catching the train is already extremely easy via the Old Saybrook station right across the CT river. Why would
the immeasurablly precious and irreplaceable life and history if an entire town, one whose history, cultural
contributions, and institutions stretch back to before our country's founding be discarded and obiliterated for a
few minutes savings in travel convenience?

No reasonable person would ever consider this plan.

Thank you for your time.

Thomas Goggans



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2368 DETAIL

Status (AL CONpIBtEa"

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Ali
Last Name : Golbazi

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. This is a beautiful college with years of history.
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HEARING OFFICER SIEGEL: The next speaker is Toni
Gold.

MS. GOLD: Good evening. My name is Toni Gold.
I've been a resident of Hartford for over 40 years. I am a
semiretired community investment, placemaking and
transportation consultant.

I've been involved in the redesign of I-84 for
almost 10 years, so I am very aware of the disaster that huge
grade-separated right-of-ways can visit on cities in
particular.

On the other hand, I'm a big fan of rail travel.
And looking at the alternatives, I would love to see Option 3,
the high-speed alternative, if -- and this is a big "if" -- if
it works okay on the ground. Connecticut is a state of
historic, small-scale, pastoral rural towns and small cities.
It's unique; it's wonderful; we love it. Nothing like a
highway or a railroad right-of-way to destroy it.

So if such a thing as I would like to see is built,
I would suggest that it ought to be -- the right-of-way ought
to be chosen with great care. For example, it should not go
through any town centers that it doesn't stop at.

Secondly, I would love to see it come to Hartford.
I would love Hartford to benefit from being on the Northeast
Corridor, but I wouldn't want it to split the city in half as
the I-84 right-of-way did.

One thought is that a new Amtrak right-of-way might
be put within the median of I-84. And I think this should be
seriously considered. But my point overall is that if we're
to get the benefits of high-speed rail, and particularly of
better rail service of any kind, we have to be very careful
about how it works on the ground and how it affects the
communities. I would opt for few stops and very well-designed
intermodal locations where it does stop. Thank you.

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1718 DETAIL

Status : {Panding
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name :
Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This proposal must not be allowed to take place.

A more northerly route through more rural and less historic areas should be considered instead.

John Golden

Old Lyme, CT

1780520504 <3050 P 860.626-3497 G| BBOF66-1008. |



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2662 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Marilyn
Last Name : Goldman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Do not run trains through nature preserve area. It pollutes the area with noise and other pollutants. Find
another way to make your profits. Don't make profits at the expense of animals who need to be protected in a

. "safe" environment and land that needs protection from pollution. Think about how you would like it if someone
ran a train through your home. Find another way!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #52 DETAIL §|

Status : iAgtion Compléted =+

Record Date : 12/7/2015
First Name : Ken
Last Name : Goldsmith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The Tier 1 Draft EIS for the NEC FUTURE project has major deficiencies. In particular, the analysis of
environmental impacts in the chapter on “Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation”
and the subsequent “Evaluation of Alternatives” is woefully inadequate and legally insufficient.

One major deficiencies is the failure of the EIS to assess the potential impacts of the alternatives on protected
open space and conservation lands held by local governments and by non-profit organizations such as land
trusts. A substantial percentage of the environmentally important lands in the study area are owned or
managed by these entities in fee simple or as conservation easements. The EIS makes some effort to quantify
the impacts of various alternatives on Federal and state parks, forests and wildlife refuges, but completely
ignores the equally important areas owned by local governments and nonprofit organizations. No analysis of
environmental impacts can be adequate without this information, even at the Tier 1 level. In most states a
detailed inventory of local conservation lands is readily accessible from public sources.

The second major deficiency is the lack of adequate analysis of the impact of the alternatives on unfragmented
forest areas throughout the study area. Increasing forest fragmentation is generally agreed to be the most
important negative environmental trend at the landscape level in the Northeast. A great deal of information on
this topic is easily accessible in the scientific literature and is prominent in the federally-mandated State Wildlife
Action Plans prepared by each state. Unfragmented core forest habitat IS itself an “ecologically sensitive
resource” and should be considered as such in the Tier 1 EIS.

Rail infrastructure can have severe negative impacts on unfragmented habitat areas in two primary ways
beyond the simple number of acres actually developed for infrastructure and right-of-way. First, new rail
development will further fragment existing contiguous forest areas. Second, new rights-of-way will cause
substantial negative “edge effect” impacts on areas of “core” forest that do not currently have these impacts,
effectively reducing the area of ecologically-healthy forest and the populations of many species dependent on
these ecosystems.

The only reference to this critical subject is a brief mention in Chapter 7.6.3 that "Connecticut is one of the
geographically larger states with substantial tracts of contiguous forested and undeveloped land and therefore
tends to have the most ecologically sensitive resources.” There is no information given to determine the extent
of fragmentation caused by each alternative or the consequence of such action at the landscape scale, in
Connecticut or elsewhere. This is simply unacceptable. Detailed data on forest blocks and the degree of habitat
fragmentation is easily available through public agencies and universities in the region. Simple GIS analysis
can be used to asses and compare the landscape-scale impacts of various alternatives at the Tier 1 level.

I trust you will thoughtfully incorporate additional information and analysis into the Final EIS based on these
comments. Thank you.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2184 DETAIL

Status : o iUnreadi

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jay
Last Name : Goldstein

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As an 1971 Alumni of the University of New Haven and an elected Professional Sculptor Member of the
National Sculpture Society based in New York City, please know that | oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast
Corridor Futures proposal if it potentially impacts, harms and/or directly involves, in any way, the campus of
Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.”



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #893 DETAIL

Status : - Aclion Completed: -

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Sam
Last Name : Gonce

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,



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2072 DETAIL

Status o Campleted ™,

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Doina
Last Name : Gonci

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As long term residents and voting tax-payers of Old Lyme, CT, my husband and | would like to note our
vigorous opposition to the proposed rail proposal option which would, in effect, eviscerate this town. It is ill-
conceived and incredibly short-sighted. It would not only destroy what commercial areas we have but also our
historical and cultural centers. This particular option should be scuttled and resources devoted to other 'visions'
for addressing the NE Corridor needs.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #860 DETAIL

Status : P
Record Date : 172016

First Name : Donald
Last Name : Gonci
Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To Rail-line planners, Old Lyme is one of the first incorporated townships in Conn. with a rich historic past.
The flavor of this town, as with such towns as Wethersfield, Litchfield, Windsor, is a key component of
Connecticut identity, a constitution state. While upgrading the rail line is so important for economic and
environmental reasons, the upgrade must not be done in a way that impacts the character of this state. There
is already a rail path which the town has adapted to..the focus should be on its upgrade. It would be absolutely
wrong to construct a new railbed line in such a historically and environmentally sensitive area. Alternative 1
should no longer be considered a viable approach. Thank you.



Please use this card to provide comments on the Tier 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Please submit NEC
your comments by the formal comment period closing FUTURE

date of January 30, 2016.
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Comment
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 Federali
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!



|LIEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1303 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Corinne
Last Name : Good

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not destroy a town that has been on the banks of the Connecticut River for over 350 years. There
are other, less destructive alternatives.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2444 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : The Rev. David W.
Last Name : Good

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alternative 1 would have a devastating impact on our Old Lyme community, and even as it would destroy our
town, it would provide minimal improvement to high speed rail service. We may be a small community but
wer're more than just a dot on the map. If you purse Alternative 1 | guarantee you will be met with massive
resistance!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2907 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Ernest
Last Name : Goodrich

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corrider Futures Proposal, involving a rerouting of the current trackbed across
the Connecticut River between Old Saybrook and Old Lyme, and across New London County, represents a
radical alteration of rural and semi-rural areas of significant environmental, historical and touristic importance to
the State and the region. The unique nature of the lower Ct Valley region has been repeatedly recognized by
governmental action and private activity, recently, most notably, through the preservation of over 1000 acres of
undeveloped land primarily in Old Saybrook and not far from the expanded roadbed. In addition, the rerouting
would literally destroy the historic 18th and 19th century village of Old Lyme, with significant cultural and
educational resources adjacent to or literally in the path of the proposed roadbed.

Other alternatives, without a direct and disastrous impact on irreplaceable coastal features and historic settings,
should be explored more fully and favored over Alternative 1.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1551 DETAIL

Status : “REnding

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Theodore
Last Name : Gordon

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Ladies and Gentlemen:

As long time residents of Old Lyme, CT, we must add our strong objections to your ill-advised proposal to add a
track that would run through our town. Alternative 1 will impinge on wetlands, adversely affect the character of
the land of the museums, art schools, and historic downtown nearby. We hope the chorus of objections is loud
enough to require you to devise a better plan.

Ted and Ann Gordon



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1039 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Melissa
Last Name : Gore

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| opposel!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2056 DETAIL

Status AN CamHREA!

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Thomas B.
Last Name : Gorin

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, the Village of Old Lyme's historic Lyme Street
architecture, as well as the protected lands of the Connecticut River estuary. "Alternative 1" is a completely
outrageous and destructive concept. What were you thinking???



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2878 DETAIL

Status : #ilion Completéo

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

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 #1661 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Gloria
Last Name : Gorton

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I am opposed to Alternative 1, which would negatively impact the historic district of Old Lyme, CT. As the
President of the Haddam Historical Society, | understand the importance of our historic districts and structures
to our communities. As a society, we cannot progress toward the future if we disrespect our past.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #506 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 21212016
First Name : Christina
Last Name : Gotowka

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| do not think that Plan one is a considerations as it will alter important historic properties not to mention forever
change the character of a most CT beautiful town.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1287 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Christina
Last Name : Gotowka

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Plan two makes so much more sense. Connecting Storrs with Boston offers more gains for economic
development and supporting all the thousands of $$$ invested in the UConn campus.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #543 DETAIL

Status © cAcion Completed™

Record Date : 2/4/2016
First Name : Thomas D.
Last Name : Gotowka

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am writing to express my grave concern with and opposition to
Alternative 1 of the draft EIS for the NEC Plan which, in an effort to modernize the
Northeast Corridor, would reroute high-speed rail lines over a new bridge
crossing the Connecticut River, and then across the saltwater marshes at the
Lieutenant River, and through the center of Old Lymes’s historic district.
This ill-conceived plan provides no economic benefit or convenience to
local Old Lyme commuters or residents. However, it will cause considerable and
irreversible harm to an environmentally sensitive area; and resultin a
devastating impact to businesses, museums and schools. Further, the plan
would hinder access by resident's to the Town's small shopping district, which
includes the Town's only grocery store.
I find it incredible that you would unveil such a devastating plan without
input or review by impacted residents or town officials.
Sincerely,
Thomas D. Gotowka

25 Uibeary Lane 5
Old Lyme, CT
I am writing to express my grave concern with and opposition to
Alternative 1 of the draft EIS for the NEC Plan which, in an effort to modernize the
Northeast Corridor, would reroute high-speed rail lines over a new bridge
crossing the Connecticut River, and then across the saltwater marshes at the
Lieutenant River, and through the center of Old Lymes'’s historic district.
This ill-conceived plan provides no economic benefit or convenience to
local Old Lyme commuters or residents. However, it will cause considerable and
irreversible harm to an environmentally sensitive area; and result in a
devastating impact to businesses, museums and schools. Further, the plan
would hinder access by resident’s to the Town’s small shopping district, which
includes the Town'’s only grocery store.
| find it incredible that you would unveil such a devastating plan without
input or review by impacted residents or town officials.
Sincerely,
Thomas D. Gotowka

Old Lyme, CT



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1173 DETAIL

Status : < pedig -

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : ‘ Rita
Last Name : Gould

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Doesn't anyone in Washington ever do their homework? It's bad enough we have to deal with super high taxes,
crappy roads an idiot for a governor and now your ignorant agency. Have a nice day.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1572 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Gould

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

All'l know is that American Medical let me run out of diabetic testing

strips. This is unacceptable. As a 73 year old, I'm fully aware that in

order to support ObamaCare, old people have to die. Do you have to make it
so obvious by denying us our medication. .| happened to have worked ALL my
iife.

Don't depend on snail mail. Have a nice day.

Rita Gould
On Sat, Feb 13, 2016 at 12:52 PM, <info@necfuture.com> wrote:

> Thank you for your comment. Please note that comments received on the
> Tier 1 Draft EIS by February 16, 2016 will be addressed in the Tier 1 Final
> EIS, anticipated to be released in late 2016. We appreciate your interest
>in NEC FUTURE.

>

> http:/mww.NECFUTURE.com/

>

>



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2802 DETAIL

Status s e

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Elizabeth
Last Name : Gourlay

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

While | am for efficient train service going forward, | strongly urge the NEC FUTURE to avoid any damaging
impact on the Old Lyme historic district including the Lyme Academy where my husband teaches. We and
everyone that | have talked to in the area are both strongly against this project encroaching on the town and to
any damages to the natural environment in and around the mouth of the Connecticut River.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2496 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Marion
Last Name : Gourlay

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am very, very concerned about the proposed Tier 1 Draft EIS. Not only will it destroy the Old Lyme Campus
of the University of New Haven, but will destroy many of the historic buildings in Old Lyme. | have lived here for
fifty six years and treasure the careful attention given to retaining our special small town.



Dannel P. Malloy

GOVERNOR
STATE OF CONNECTICU

February 11, 2016

Administrator Sarah Feinberg

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590

RE: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Administrator Feinberg:

The State of Connecticut welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Federal Railroad
Administration’s (FRA) NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).
Accompanying this letter are specific comments on the DEIS that reflect the state’s concerns
and recommendations. These were composed by Connecticut’s Departments of Transportation,
Energy and Environmental Protection, Housing, Economic and Community Development, as
well as the Office of Policy and Management. The Northeast Corridor is, of course, vital to
Connecticut’s economy. That is why my 30-year $100 billion program (Lets Go CT!) invests
heavily in rail generally, and the Corridor in particular. And that is why | write to you to express
my priorities for the NEC Future program.

A vision for the Northeast Corridor is long-overdue. So, | commend the FRA for initiating this
program which is the crucial first-step towards an investment program to reverse decades of
underinvestment and improve service to the Northeast. Connecticut has a vital interest in the
success of this process. As you know, we own and/or operate several commuter and freight rail
systems. The most important of these is the New Haven Line, which is the busiest commuter
rail system in the nation serving a critical segment of the Northeast Corridor. Connecticut bears
the full cost of maintaining this important link in the Washington to Boston intercity corridor.

Connecticut does not endorse any particular Action Alternative at this time. Rather,
Connecticut strongly recommends that FRA initiate a phased Tier 2 Environmental Impact

210 CAPITOL AVENUL, HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06106
TEL (860)566-4830 » FAX {86152 1-7396 ¢ wivw.goveinorcr.gos

vovernor.mallover ctgon



Statement (EIS) program. The first phase of the Tier 2 EIS should focus on enabling aff projects
identified in the No-Action Alternative (funded or unfunded) on the existing New Haven Line,
Shore Line East and include similar work for the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Corridor,
including addressing connections to Bradley International Airport. Additionally, this program
should acknowledge and advance the federally-funded “Knowledge Corridor” initiative. Only
after this is completed should major new capacity be evaluated. These bolder and more costly
initiatives deserve much more rigorous and comprehensive evaluation before FRA can
recommend investments of this magnitude.

Furthermore, major new alignments that have been identified in Action Alternatives 1, 2 and 3
of the DEIS affect the entire New England region and in large measure are dependent on
investments along the entire Northeast Corridor. Therefore, Connecticut strongly recommends
that FRA conduct this new corridor evaluation with a deliberate, multi-state, multi-agency and
muiti-operator meihodoiogy. We recommend that the additional information required tc
enable such critical corridor-wide decisions include at a minimum: service development plans;
forecasts of future land use and development; detailed economic and cost/benefit analysis;
specific right-of-way, environmental, energy and construction impacts to our communities as
well as our other transportation modes; and a coherent and sustainable funding strategy. Of
course, decisions on new alignments cannot be made without agreements among states and
stakeholders. Connecticut is prepared to work with FRA, Amtrak, New York, Massachusetts and
other regional partners to fully advance this strategy on the existing passenger rail corridors.

Thank you again for the opportunity to convey my priorities on the NEC Future DEIS. The
Connecticut Department of Transportation stands ready to assist FRA in this process which is so
critical to my state.

Sincerely,

Dannel P. Malloy
Governor

Enclosure

Cc: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea



Technical Comments Organized by Draft EIS Chapter/Section:

Summary:

1. The Action Alternatives that have variations in the alignment in Connecticut would have the
greatest environmental impact. Any project-level Tier 2 analysis would have to address not only
the environmental consequences and potential mitigation, but also the right-of-way impacts and
a detailed cost-benefit analysis.

2. Page S-16 - 1st paragraph mentions that the expansion of intercity service proposed in Action
Alternatives would generate revenues in excess of operation costs. Is the revenue generated
strictly from intercity? What is the impact on commuter service?

3. Page 5-16 - 1st Table S-3 - The Affected Environment column shows areas studied to assess

potential for impact and was defined generally as a “swath” of land ranging from % mile down
to 2,000 feet depending on resource. The swath of land should be described in a general sense
and not made resource-specific, given the fact that the alternative locations are really not well
defined.

Table S-5 - There should be a column for No Action Alternative.

5. The state's and other's ongoing investments in transit and associated transit-oriented
development (TOD) can be expected to increase the demand for regional rail service. The DEIS
should consider its opportunities to leverage such investments by connecting the NEC with
regionally significant hubs and the existing or planned networks that serve them.

6. The DEIS is strongly urged to consider potential NEC roles in the region’s rail freight network and

the potential return on NEC investments by enhancing the region's capacity to move goods by
rail.

Section 2 - Readers Guide:

1. Page 2-6 - Given the variability of alternate locations and their Representative Routes within the
Context Area, it would make more sense for the Affected Environment analysis to be based on
one general width that is broad enough to encompass all resource concerns.

Section 3 - Purpose and Need:

1. Page 3-13 - Does air travel time include amount of time spent at the airport prior to departure?
For a meaningful comparison among modes, calculation of time spent in travel should include all
time spent at an airport or transit station prior to reaching the final destination. Provide specific
air travel analysis and modeling assumptions, i e. travel time savings, demand, etc.

Section 4 - Alternatives Considered:

1. FRA is calling this an “investment program”. All projects in Connecticut’s investment program
must be included in the Tier 2.

2. Alternative 1 includes new track in Fairfield and New London Counties that would require
significant ROW acquisitions and likely generate public concern. The alignment in proximity to |-
395 may also impact the design of state Route 11, should that ever be constructed.



Section

Alternatives 2 and 3 include substantial lengths of new track, some where there is absolutely no
existing track. Considering Connecticut's dense existing infrastructure, this would involve
substantial amounts of ROW takings and likely many of these will be historic. The Section 4(f)
exemption in the new FAST Act will not exempt the use of non-rail related historic structures.
Page 4-19 - Please identify source of NHHS numbers presented in sidebar

A new contact list for the MPOs and RCOGs is attached and should be referenced in Attachment
A

CTDOT acts as the MPO for Connecticut's Transportation Conformity Determination Analysis.

As of January 2, 2016, Hartford County is in Attainment for CO.

On October 13, 2005, EPA published in the Federal Register (Vol. 70., No. 197) approval of a
request by CTDEEP for a Limited Maintenance Plan and redesignation of the New Haven
Nonattainment Area to Attainment for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for PM 10.
This direct final rule became effective on December 12, 2005.

6 - Economic Effects and Growth, and Indirect Effects:

While the economic report specifically says the Benefit/Cost analysis will be done at the next
stage, it would have been helpful to include some reference to the relative size of the economic
impacts relative to the cost of the alternatives.
No Summary Table. The 58-page chapter on economic effects contains lots of result tables that
present elements of the analysis results. However, it is extremely difficult to understand or
grasp the cumulative effect of all the different elements. It is not always clear what is included
in an individual table, and there is no guidance as to whether the amounts presented in
separate tables can even be added together.
e Itisimpossible to draw any conclusion about what the total economic impact might be.
e Asimple summary table at the end would be helpful.
The primary conclusions are not supported with data:
e The greatest economic impact is achieved by the increased flow of people within major
metro areas.
e The second largest economic impact is realized from the increased flow of people
between major commercial centers.
e The third largest economic impact is from development around stations that is
generated by improved access.

Section 7 - Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation Strategies:

The draft EIS is only considering historic properties converted to a transportation use as 4(f)
properties. What about historic transportation structures that are adversely affected?

In the Summary Section as well as Parklands Section, Section 4(f) is referred to as “converting”
recreation/parkland for transportation purposes. Section 4(f) needs to be addressed when there
is any type of "use” of park or recreation land. “Conversion” is more of a term used under
Section 6(f), which needs to be addressed if the park/recreation area (involving Land and Water



Conservation Funds) is converted from a park/recreation use to a transportation use. The term
under Section 4(f) should be “use” not “conversion”.

3 Substantial rail corridor expansions or proposed new rail corridors would require a Conformity
Analysis to determine conformity with Connecticut’s State Implementation Plan, as required by
the Clean Air Act. Though this Determination would be made by FRA, it would be reviewed and
approved by DEEP and CTDOT.

4. The proposed Old Saybrook, CT to Kenyon, Ri segment would minimize the number or trains
travelling along the existing NEC along eastern coastal Connecticut, thereby minimizing seasonal
bridge closure disruptions to marine navigation on the existing NEC corridor. This needs to be
weighed against the potential adverse impacts to water-related natural resources associated
with the additional water crossings needed to accommodate the proposed new rail segment
from Old Saybrook, CT — Kenyon, RI.

5. The Final EIS should contain an analysis that includes a description of how the existing NEC
corridor will need to be modified to address increased tidal, storm surge and riverine flooding
under the ciimate change and sea-ievei rise scenarios applied to the actior: alternatives
described in the DEIS’ Chapter 7, Section 15 — Climate Change and Adaptation, and a description
of the potential environmental impacts associated with such modifications.

6. Specific to Alternative 2, the DEIS appears to contain no mention of The Last Green Valley
National Heritage Corridor, a federally designated Heritage Corridor requiring any federal entity
conducting or supporting activities directly affecting the Heritage Corridor to consuit with the
Secretary of the Interior and the Heritage Corridor’'s management entity with respect to such
activities to minimize any adverse effect on the Heritage Corridor.

Section 8-Canstruction effects

1. Page 8-5: The NEC electrification project is a poor comparisan for determining the impacts that
the rail construction will have on the Action Alternatives. Rail traffic has increased since 2000
and expanded service is being launched on the New Haven to Hartford segment. The
electrification project was constructed on the existing embankment. However, the current
construction on the Hartford line proves that the existing embankments cannot support modern
track design standards.

2. Page 8 of 18 — Seventh Paragraph — The Walk Bridge, which is currently undergoing
environmental review, was not included under the “Major Bridges” section.

3. In section 8.2.2 Alternative 3 discusses the creation of a second alignment between New York
and Hartford to be constructed prior to improveinents of the existing ROW between Boston and
New York. A more realistic scenario suggests that increasing ridership demands will require
major upgrades to the existing ROW between Boston and New York, long before Alternative 3
could be implemented. This DEIS should consider that major upgrades to the existing rail
network will be required over time to enable the scope of work contemplated in Alternative 3.

4 Page 10 of 18 - 8.3 Station Construction — The new proposed Barnum, Orange and Niantic
stations have not been included in the report.



5. The segment from New Haven to Hartford has an alignment that will not support speeds in
excess of 110 mph. Also there are many grade crossings along the corridor, particularly in

Wallingford and Meriden. Speeds in these communities are limited as a result of the grade

crossing operation with traffic signal preemption and station stops. For these reasons,

Alternative 2 will require a major rebuild of this segment along with a substantial grade

separation program. The resulting rail infrastructure will significantly alter the downtown areas
of Wallingford and Meriden.

Section 9 — Evaluation and Alternatives

1. It would be appropriate to give some degree of weighting to the factor of potential increased

maintenance cost when considering the selection of the FEIS preferred alternative.

Appendix:

1.

Methodology (from Appendix D) Use of Muiltipliers rather than Models. The analysis is not
based on use of an economic modeling methodology. Instead the consultant used a more
peneralized approach that applied appropriate ‘mulitpliers’ to estimates of travel changes
such as VMT reduction, travel time savings, travel cost savings, etc. The factors were
derived from US Bureau of Economic Analysis RIMS model and applied to appropriate travel
change estimates. They were also adjusted to reflect the economic base differences among
different parts of the corridor.

Methodology (from Appendix D) Regional Rail Benefits. The methodology for regional rail
economic impacts were estimated followed by the impacts of Intercity Rail. FRA's
consultant employed ‘user benefit’ methods originally developed by FTA. No true economic
impact analysis was produced.

In Appendix E.09 there is a list of historic properties. Obviously, more analysis will be done

at the Tier 2 level when projects are in design, however, it should be noted that Connecticut
State Historic Preservation Office (CTSHPO) considers some rail corridors as National
Register-eligible linear historic districts. The New Haven-Hartford-Springfield line is listed in
the matrix as eligible, but the New York-New Haven line is considered eligible as well.
Contributing properties include historic bridges, stations, and catenary structures. The Cos
Cob Power Station is listed here as being the National Register, but it has actually been
demolished.

On page F-3 of Appendix G (Section 106 Programmatic Agreement), additional potential
consulting parties should be added:

. Berlin Historical Society

. Connecticut Eastern Railway Museum (Eastern Connecticut Chapter of the
National Railway Historical Society)

. Danbury Railway Museum

J Norwalk Historical Commission

o SONO Switch Tower Museum (Western Connecticut Chapter of the National
Railway Historical Society)

. Stamford Historic Preservation Advisory Commission



Minor Corrections, Discrepancies and Updates

1. InSection 4.2.5.2 of the DEIS (p. 4-33), reference is made to the December 31, 2015
deadline for the implementation of positive train control (PTC) on shared passenger/freight
lines. The FEIS should update this to reflect that the deadiine has been extended to
December 31, 2018.

2. Similarly, the schedule for commencement of the new passenger service to be operated by
the State of Connecticut on the Springfield Line, referred to on page 5-16, has been revised
from 2016 to 2018, an update that can be made for the FEIS.

3. Discussion on pages S-5 and 3-1 give the volume of freight moved on the NEC as 350,000
carloads per year. Page 1-3 says that 370,000 tons of freight move annually on the NEC, a
much smaller volume than 350,000 carloads. The volume of freight moved is given as 400
million tons on page 3-10, a number that does not equate to the carload total given.

4. Page 7.2-4 says the greatest conversion of undeveloped land occurs under Alternative 2.
This does not seem as though it could be correct, particularly when two of the Alternative 3
options incorporate the Hartford-to-Providence alignment of Alternative 2 in addition to
their other land conversions. Similarly, the substantially greater acreage of undeveloped
land conversion for the Long Island alignment as compared to the Central Connecticut
alignment (p. 7.2-8) appears questionable.

5. On page 7.5-7, the new Connecticut River bridge from Old Saybraok to Old Lyme that occurs
as an element of Alternative 1 is listed as an aerial structure rather than as a major bridge.
Why is this, particularly when other crossings of much smaller watercourses and classified as
majaor bridges?

6. Inthe discussion of impacts to freshwater resources (p. 7.5-20) and coastal resources (p.
7.5-22), the impacts to these resources are listed as ‘high” for at-grade track construction
but as ‘negligible’ and ‘moderate’, respectively, for track construction on embankments for
freshwater and coastal resources. Given the wider footprint of an embankment profile as
opposed to at-grade track construction, these characterizations of embankment design as
less impactful are puzzling.

7. The threatened and endangered species analysis uses a basis that if such species occurs
anywhere within the same county as the representative route, that species occurrence is
counted in the analysis for that route. This methodology was used because of a lack of
precision in the GIS data available to FRA (p. 7.6-16) but information based that broadly
does not orovide any useful data to assess the impacts of the various alternatives

8. The second sentence on page 7.15-17 says that the existing NEC has the lowest percentage
of its representative route at risk from storm surge flooding among the Action Alternatives.
This does not match up with the graph in Figure 7 15.4 or correlate with the general

discussion in this section



Attachment A
MPO and RCOG Contact Information

Capitol Region Council of Governments
241 Main Street, 4th Floor

Hartford, Connecticut 06106-5310
Telephone: (860) 522-2217, ext. 232
Fax: (860) 724-1274

E-Mail: lwray@crcog.org

Website: www.Crcog.org

Executive Director: Lyle Wray

Connecticut Metropolitan Council of
Governments

1000 Lafayette Bivd, Suite 925
Bridgeport, Connecticut 06604-4902
Telephone: (203) 366-5405

Fax: (203) 366-8437

E-Mail: bbidolli@ctmetro.org
Website: www.ctmetro.org
Executive Director: Brian Bidolli

Lower Connecticut River Valley Council of
Governments

145 Dennison Road

Essex, Connecticut 06426

Telephone: (860) 581-8554

Fax: (860) 581-8543

E-Mail: sgold@rivercog.org

Website: www.rivercog.org

Executive Director: Sam Gold

Naugatuck Valley Council of Governments
49 Leavenworth Street, Suite 303
Waterbury, Connecticut 06702

Telephone: {203) 757-0535

Fax: (203) 756-7688

E-Mail: rdunne@nvcogct.org

Website: www.nvcogct.org

Executive Director: Rick Dunne

Northeastern Connecticut Council of
Governments

125 Putnam Pike (Route 12)

P.O. Box 759

Dayville, Connecticut 06241-0759
Telephone: (860) 774-1253

Fax: {860) 779-2056

E-Mail: john filchak@neccog.org
Website: www.neccog.org

Executive Director: John Filchak

Northwest Hills Council of Governments
Suite A-1, 59 Torrington Road

Goshen, Connecticut 06756

Telephone: (860) 491-9384

Fax: (860) 491-3729

E-Mail: rlynn@northwesthillscog.org
Website: www.northwesthillscog.org
Executive Director: Richard Lynn

South Central Regional Council of
Governments

127 Washington Avenue, 4th Floor West
North Haven, Connecticut 06473 - 1715
Telephone: (203) 234-7555

Fax: (203) 234-9850

E-Mail: camento@scrcog.org

Website: www.scrcog.org

Executive Director: Carl Amento

Southeastern Connecticut Council of
Governments

5 Connecticut Avenue

Norwich, Connecticut 06360-4592
Telephone: {860) 889-2324

Fax: (860) 889-1222

E-Mail. jbutler@seccog.org

Website: www.seccog.0rg

Executive Director: James S. Butler



Western Connecticut Council of Governments
888 Washington Boulevard - 3rd Floor
Stamford, Connecticut 06901

Telephone: (203) 316-5190

Fax: (203) 316-4995

E-Mail: fpickering@westernctcog.org

Website: www.westernctcog.org

Executive Director: Francis Pickering



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #107 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/6/2016
First Name : Henry
Last Name : Gozdz

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please do all you can to improve bicyclists' access to the mass transit system.



IEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2173 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Larry
Last Name : Grab

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose alternative 1, which cuts through the Lyme College of arts and surrounding watershed areas. Itis a
ridiculous cultural and environmentally unfriendly option. What are you people thinking?



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #170 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/13/2016
First Name : Patrick
Last Name : Grace

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The Long Isiand Rail Road was instrumental in the development of the economy of dead-end Long Island in the
19th and 20th Centuries. Both agricultural and industrial. From potatoes to Grumman with its role in WW Il and
post and landing on the Moon. Never mind the economic growth that can be attributed to Robert Moses' road
and bridge network. This cradle of aviation is losing the young because our infrastructure is not advancing to
advance the economy. We need to bring Amtrak to Long Island and expand LIRR, especially electrification to
prevent the Long Island economy from imploding. We also need the car tunnels. Do not listen to NIMBY's who
do not care about the future or everyone else besides themselves.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2281 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Rima
Last Name : Grad

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 #1983 DETAIL

Status : SiPenng
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Bryan
Last Name : Graff

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.

Regards,

Bryan Graff



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1542 DETAIL

Status : “ending»

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Maureen
Last Name : Gragg

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Either Alternative 2 or 3 make a lot of sense by increasing access to markets and passengers currently not
served. Alternative 1 is a terrible idea, destroying historic communities (Lyme) with very little increase in benefit
to riders. Please do not choose Alternative 1.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3041 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Graham

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This rail would have greatly helped me when | was living in Providence Rl and commuting to Storrs UConn
campus for coursework between 2012-2015. The general idea of a rail system connecting Storrs, Providence,
etc. is a great idea for connecting Storrs to major cities in the region.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1786 DETAIL

Status : Pandifg)
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Karen
Last Name : Graham

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 #345 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/28/2016
First Name : Melanie
Last Name : Graham

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern,

We are writing to express great disapproval of the FRA's proposal of a high
speed train running through Garden City, NY, on Long Island. This would be
devastating to a very historical, peaceful and productive community. The
traffic, noise, danger to pedestrians, disruption of travel, and sheer
presence of a train cutting through the heart of the town are all reasons

to dismiss this proposal. Please note that we strongly oppose "Alternative
3" to the Federal Railroad Association.

Sincerely,
Ken and Melanie Graham



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2492 DETAIL

Status : I Pending

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Ronald
Last Name : Graham

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do what ever is needed to enhance the ride quality and efficiency of travel in the corridor. A dedicated
track for trains to run express. Overhaul the water faucets to stop water leakage. Add a dedicated Internet café
car. This would alow passengers that just want to eat a place to sit.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2414 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Al-

Last Name : Granberg

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 #1071 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Shirley
Last Name : Grande

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

fix what we have now don't mess up our town



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1122 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : . Grant

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a resident of Connecticut | take great interest in visiting the areas of historic interest which are in our state. |
frequently go to Old Lyme just for the pleasure of enjoying the past and the present simultaneously. It's not a
time warp--it's an opportunity to think about our roots--politically, culturally, architecturally--and they are all
combined! A rail line through this area would be a crime against the many individuals and organizations who
have worked so hard to protect an area in the public interest.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1260 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Jenifer
Last Name : Grant

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| believe the wisest choice is to focus on routes through CT away from the vulnerable shoreline and go through
Hartford.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1769 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Grant

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“l 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 #676 DETAIL

Status - Ation Completed’

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Yvonne & Christopher
Last Name : Grant

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 citizen of Maryland (I have lived in Maryland my entire life, 64
years) 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.
| have spent countless hours hiking and birding in Patuxent Wildlife Refuge
over the years. | have taken my children there to educate them about nature
and conservation.

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 #2654 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Emily
Last Name : Gravell

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. | would suggest finding an alternative route for
the rail in Old Lyme that does not interfere with the historic campus.



Advanced Electro-Automotive Green Grid Technology

January 26, 2016

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

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

New York, NY 10004

Dear Rebecca:
| am making my observation on the public consultation for the NEC proposal.

We talk so much about High Speed Rail but we forget about comprehensive Regional Light Railway System that
costs much less, in which we need to construct five strategic goals and objectives:

1) Reducing Our Dependency on Oil and all Fossil Fuels in any form or shape.

2} Reducing the Level of CO2/ GHG Emission, the Closest to Absolute 0%.

3) Increase the Use of Renewables and Establish America First Green Grid.

4) Isolate at a safe distance, freight trains completely from passenger trains to avoid risks and accidents.
5) Create a Master Plan for full integration and amalgamation of fast trains and advanced regional trains.

The above five focal points are achievable through Electro-Light, an advanced regional light railway system
powered by renewables and green grid. The brochure is a strategic exploration to what we can add to the
equation. Our goals and objectives are very much entwined and we are willing to work with you in any capacity.
Please feel free to contact me for further information.

Thank you and | look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards,

Stéphane De Roche, CEQ

7 Brittingham Drive, Dover, DE 19904, USA
Tel: (302) 674 0480 ({302) 423 7827
E: Graviton.Dynamics3000@gmail.com
www. [IfET3000.0rg/aifet.html




Electro-Light

The system that does not use the grid but becomes a green grid on its own
sustainable, doable, and cost effective with a shorter payback period.

The system resilient enough to work in all weather conditions -
hurricanes, storms, tornados, and snow.

The system that acts as a backup system in case of outages for all
vital services, including hospitals, communication centers, .
and emergency services




Electro-Light is an essential
phase, a strategic and
revolutionary innovation,
and an advantage for both
sustainability and resiliency.

BOSTON

Our obligation to humanity and
future generations is to find
new patterns of thinking and

creativity to deal with pressing

and urgent issues and compile
simultaneously multiple
solutions along the way.

WASHINGTON
D.C.

Evolution is thinking and
thinking again to become
strategically critical and
analytical in tangible
ways. Innovation must be
accelerated. The solution is
long overdue.

Bleotro-Ligit has been in development since 2008. The proposed light railway system is

a multi-purpose solution that generates its own energy. Indeed, it will produce an excess
of energy in the hundreds of megawatts into a discrete green grid that in turn provides
energy to charging stations for all kinds of EVs along roads and motorways. This is a
multiple solution in one, which translates into high efficiency, sustainability, resiliency, and
performance.

The process of integrating an intelligent electric transport system that includes the electric
train and electric vehicles (green car) and becomes a green grid in itself is a winning ticket
for the next generation of the fully electric transportation system. Trains are the medium
and catalyst for a complete solution. Road congestion is expected to increase several fold
due to the addition of millions of cars to the road, exacerbated by increased pollution that
destabilizes the environmental equilibrium. Public transportation is the only solution to this
problem.

Addressing Current and Future Challenges

Public transport remains a vital issue, especially when the population is growing rapidly.
This type of electric train, part of the proposed Electro-Light system, is a passenger, mail
service, a modern town and city connector designed by Graviton Dynamics Inc., part of
The Strategic American Light Railway System. No attempts have been made in the past
to integrate electric train and electric car solutions into a green grid and an intelligent
infrastructure at the same time, where zero carbon emission is the desired outcome.



Iintelligent Infrastructure
Iintoracting with Eleotrio Transportation
| and Greena Grid

A
\ 4

GREEN GRID
Threals and Opporamities

We must find a way and a perfect fit to solving the serious problem of road congestion due
to the increased number of vehicles on the road, now and in the immediate future.

Electric trains carry more passengers in greater comfort and with better safety than
conventional cars and vans. Our full and complete White Paper will assist the transport
industry to capitalize on the opportunities of emerging transport solutions and trends,
particularly expanding the scope of electric transport and road electrification capabilities.
This outcome also leads to business opportunities that could not be possible without
these new technological assets.

Traneport Stradegio Planning

The combined solution of an electric vehicle and an electric train with intelligent integrated
infrastructure that interacts with them and feeds clean energy into a green grid is a win/
win situation that was not previously possible. With it comes strategic planning-and

management to maximize the functionality of a complex network, using state of the art
communication by wire and remote control.

Strategic planning is also necessary to awareness of, education about, and training for
building a better system, one that is maintenance free, respects the ecosystem, and

promotes efficient transport and travel networks for both passengers and freight, that
reflect a dynamic economy.



FUTURE LINKAGES

Smart Traneport Solutions

This proposal has many advantages and strategic vaiue with the amalgamated and integrated
strategic solutions because old infrastructures and systems are no longer valid options for the
future. Building an integrated system and network not only is cost effective but also creates many
benefits and opportunities in terms of job creation and GHG/CO2 reduction towards a total green
economy.

The triple solution, vehicle, train and green grid that feeds charging stations, all interacting with
each other on the road and highways, is a new, advanced technological paradigm that should not
be ignored but adopted and implemented. The economic recovery is not strong enough because
it relies heavily on the oil-oriented economy. The green solution is, in contrast, powered and fed
by multiple sources of renewable and sustainable energy with advanced electric energy storage. It
is simply a huge leap forward that cannot and should not be dismissed. Indeed, it can and should
be embraced.

The scope of electric transportation has been increased several fold since it gained acceptance
and new norms and may one day substitute for conventional means of transport, including the

internal combustion engine. Electric transport and road electrification are gaining momentum, for
they are emerging as a strong economic sector with defined boundaries and objectives.

By learning from past experiences, costly inefficiencies, and rising energy costs, we have the
option to adopt advanced technologies that have the potential to be wiser options to meet and
defeat all challenges. Creativity, invention, and innovation are powerful tools to put the region
on a competitive edge because adopting the technology and making it better become a selling
proposition. The Atlantic Corridor states can collaborate on the technology collectively and later
export products and technology to other regions of the US and around the globe.
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Passenger, Malil, and Freight Electric Train, the Modern Town
and City Connector designed by Graviton Dynamics Inc., part of

The Strategic American Light Railway System
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|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #979 DETAIL

Status oD Completed™ .

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Laurie
Last Name : Gray

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hi!

I'm for protecting the Wildlife at the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge!

I do not want any transportation or destruction coming in contact with
any wildlife refuge.

| myself have been a birder (also a wildlife lover) for years.

I've seen many of these and other birds.

| do not want these birds or any others distracted.

| want them protected and given a chance to add more of their
species so generations in the future will be given a chance to

see and enjoy them like | am.

} want to continue the "Patuxent Wildlife Refuge" and let the birds, etc
stay and enjoy their life!

Laurie (kbluebirc D

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https:/iwww.avast.com/antivirus



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1906 DETAIL

Status 7 Pending

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Sawyer
Last Name : Grayson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“l 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 #2004 DETAIL

Status : RCisR Complees
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Tina

Last Name : Graziosi

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 #1163 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Carole
Last Name : Green

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Administrator Finberg MUST come and see the impact on the very small villages of Lyme & Old Lyme!
Impossible. You have to go into the field



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2693 DETAIL

Status : <Agtioh Cempleted

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Sean-Michael
Last Name : Green

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I strongly oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal. The proposal would negatively
impact the academic experience of students at the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1861 DETAIL

Status : “ChiEActionRequiEd

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Ann
Last Name : Greenawalt

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 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 centrai 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,

Ann Greenawal NSNS O denton MD 21113



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #604 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/8/2016
First Name : Alva

Last Name : Greenberg

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

What an outeage to consider destroying the commercial heart of this quiet town and bringing the raii tracks
through the center of its historic arts distict. | am all for improving the edficiency of our rail system, but fhere
must be another way to achieve this. The econonic impact on Old Lyme would be devestating and woyld
reverberate well beyond its borders.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #126 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/10/2016
First Name : Stanley
Last Name : Greenberg

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please allow roll-on bikes in NE corridor trains. I'd love to take my bike to Philadelphia or Boston to ride there.
And public hearings in New York City would also be appreciated. Thank you.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2442 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Vimala
Last Name : Greene

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| live in Old Lyme - the reason is, that as a classic New England town, it has a lot of history and character.
Please take into account what Alternative 1's rail bridge would do to the home | and many people love. Thank
you for taking this into consideration.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #648 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/9/2016
First Name : Brian
Last Name : Greenho

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| live very close to 195 in Old Lyme and am strongly opposed to rail development along the 95 corridor near Old
Lyme Center. The construction and prolonged use of rail, high speed rail and rail maintenance would negatively
impact our quality of living and environmental health. Please consider upgrading the current rail line through
Old Lyme as the ONLY sensible alternative.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #217 DETAIL

Status : SN
Record Date : 1/21/2016

First Name : Philip

Last Name : Greenwald

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Regarding 5.2.3.2 - Intercity buses - some bus users, myself included, would use trains instead if Amtrak
provided convenient options. The NYC area transit trains (LIRR, Metro North, and NJ Transit) bicycles on a
roll-on, roll off basis, generally using wheelchair space when not needed by a disabled person.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2031 DETAIL

Status : = Action Compieien
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Mary

Last Name : Greenwood

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not put railroad tracks through Lyme Academy of Art



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2167 DETAIL

Status : -
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : sara

Last Name : greenwood

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Having this rail line through Old Lyme will RUIN the amazing, historic shoreline town. WHY would you do
this???? NO NO NO NO



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1378 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Michele
Last Name : Gregory

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am totally against Alternative #11 | live in the center of Old Lyme and am horrified that this plan is even being
considered!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2887 DETAIL

Status - Action Gampletea
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Shelley

Last Name : Gregory

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not destroy our beloved town of Old Lyme.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2175 DETAIL

Status : < UInread >
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Diane
Last Name : Greiner

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 can also cause unforeseen damage to
environmental areas. Maybe a railway providing much needed rail transportation along the N 191 to Hartford,
providence, and Boston would be a better fit for this project!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2169 DETAIL

Status : S Unreadis

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Ted
Last Name : Greiner

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 can also damage the environmental areas
surrounding this project- maybe a rail line following the N 191 towards Hartford, providence, and Boston might
serve the inland communities in need of rail transportation better!



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1185 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : John

Last Name : Gresh

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Not in my back yard. Might just as well run it through the White House Rose Garden. The plan is absurd and
ridiculous for anyone who lives within ten miles of the proposed line through Old Lyme's beautiful town center.
fronically, it goes right past the Scenic Road sign. They can take that sign down as soon as they start
construction excavation. Take a ride out Route 84 through Waterbury for a preview of what Old Lyme will look
like for ten years during construction and forever after. Wha's going to benefit from it? The handful of rich
politicians who ride the rails from Boston to Washington. Let them fly, drive, or ride the rails as they are,
including restoration of the Draw bridge. The cost is peanuts for a government that prints 88 billion dollars worth
of funny money per month for QE 1, QE 2, QE 3....Who's going to lose? Everyone else.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1633 DETAIL

Status : Clnrsad
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Grethel

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern.

It has come to my attention recently along with others in our community of a
plan building a fast-track rail line through the center of Old Lyme. The
absolute absurdity and incredibly destructive effect in every way the
Alternative 1 would have on our treasured community plan is mind-boggling,
and [ vigorously oppose it. | plead with the decision makers to come see our
town with its treasured history, unique architecture, unique natural beauty
instead of being destroyed, must be preserved for the future. | believe from
a visit by any sane decision maker will conclude that this very special

place for the state and country should be preserved. Please do not destroy
this rare gem of a town and community and take it away from our current and
community and generations to come.

Being a proponent of high speed train travel, | look forward to a much more
sensible proposal of building tracks far away from dense populations and
historical communities.

| agree with the comments below as stated in our community online news
lymeline.com

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

Alternative 1 calls for the high speed rail track to cross the Connecticut
River over a new bridge a little higher up the river than at present and
then travel to the center of Old Lyme bisecting Lyme Street by eliminating



both the western and eastern campuses of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts
before turning north and crossing 1-95. The 1817 John Sill House, currently
owned by the Academy and situated on its campus, would likely be acquired by
the FRA by eminent domain and then demolished.

The impact of a high-speed railtrack through that sector of town would be
totally devastating for our community, effectively destroying its very
heart. The FRA itself states that the impact zone of the high-speed
railtrack is 5,000 ft., or to put it another way, almost a mile.

We could discuss the horrific effects on our incredible local environment -
one which has inspired artists for generations including some of the
greatest impressionist painters in American history and one officially
designated a "Last Great Place.”

We could talk about the untold damage to the storied structures on Lyme
Street and list the irreplaceable buildings that will either be completely
destroyed or permanently scarred by this new train track construction, many
of which are either National Historic Landmarks or on the National Historic
Register.

We could mention that Lyme Street is the joyful, bustling hub of our little

town - it has a unique personality and touches every aspect of our community
life. It is home to our town hall, our public schools, our daycare, our

youth services, our library, our churches, our village shops, our art

college, our art association (the oldest in the country), and the Florence
Griswold Museum (a national institution.) Can you even begin to imagine
Lyme Street with a high speed railroad running across it?

And let's just consider for a minute what this proposal, if implemented,
would achieve and what it would cost? Bearing in mind that you can already
travel from London to Paris (286 miles) in 2 hours and 15 minutes, would we
be able to hop on a train in Old Saybrook and be in Washington DC (334
miles) roughly two hours and 45 minutes later? No, the current travel time



of six hours would be reduced by a grand total of 30 minutes - yes, just
half an hour. And the cost of these saved 30 minutes? $60 billion. Shall
we say that again? Sixty billion dollars . unbelievable.

As we said, we could go on for pages but others have kindly taken care of
that for us. There was a splendid press conference yesterday, which spetled
out the craziness of Alternative 1 from every angle - coldly, clinically and
objectively. The Old Lyme-Phoebe Griffin Noyes Library has a full print
copy of the NEC Future tome if you care to read it in its entirety. There

are links galore on the Old Lyme Town website to the statement and
attachments submitted yesterday (Feb. 10) on behalf of some 20 local
organizations to the FRA.

So please read and educate yourself on Alternative 1, but most importantly,
please, please write to the FRA with your thoughts. There are many
questions as to why and how this proposal was able to be presented without a
single public hearing being held closer than 30 miles away from a town on
which it was having such a major impact. But that is history now .

With strong and passionate conviction and sincerely,

David



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #192 DETAIL

Status : JREndimgs
Record Date : 1/18/2016
First Name : Latifah
Last Name : Griffin

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hi,

Please find enclosed the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement comments from Chester, Pa. Thank you
for allowing us the opportunity to participate.

Latifah Griffin, MS, GISP

Director of City Planning/Zoning Officer

City Hall

1 Fourth Street

Chester, PA 19013

610-447-7707
Igriffin@chestercity.com<mailto:igriffin@chestercity.com>

Attachments : NEC Future-Chester City Comments.pdf (99 kb)



NEC FUTURE

0.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 42.9
New York City, New York 10004

Dear Sir/Madam:

1 am writing to comment on the Federal Railroad Administration’s Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DELS) for the Northeast Corridor (NEC) Future project.

The City of Chester requests that Federal Railroad Administration and Amtrak designate

Chester, Pennsylvania as a Hub station providing inter-city service, Chester has excellent i
access to the regional transportation network, which includes: 1-95, [-476, US322, SR291, SR352,
SR320, and US13. In addition, US322 connects to southern New jersey via the Commodore Barry
Bridge to [-295 and the New Jersey Turnpike. Access to air travel is convenient with Philadelphia
Internaticnal Airport only seven miles to the noxrtheast. Passenger rail and bus services are ,'
provided by Southeastern Pennsylvania ’Fransporl_"ation Authority (SEPTA) with regional rail stops 1
at the Chester Transportation Center (CTC) and Highland Avenue Train Station on the Wilmington/
Newark Line, along Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor. Chester is seeking to reestablish an AMTRAK stop.
From 1978 to 1983 Amtrak’s Chesapeake train stopped both ways between Philadelphia and
Washington in Chester, Reestablishing an Amtrak stop in Chester aligns with our Comprehensive
Plan-Vision 2020 in moving the city forward by contributing to economic development, reducing
vehicle dependency, and contributing to alternative transportation initiatives. Currently, Chester
has a project underway to enhance the pedestrian experience and vehicular connections to the CTC.
The Chester Transportation Center has commercial space available for future commuter amenities.
There is parking available adj;acent to the station and other areas primed for parking, in the event of

reestablishing an Amtvak stop in Chester.

Chester is a city of approximately 34,000 people and has major institutions and businesses such as
Widener University, Crozer Chester Medical Center, Harrah’s Casino and Racetrack, the Wharfat

Rivertown (Class A-40,000 sq.ft. office space in a former power plant), Talen Energy Stadium (home

City Hall « 1 Fourth Street o Chester, Pennsvlvania 19013-4400



of Major League Soccer’s Union team), and Kimberly Clark paper mill. Chester has desired Amtrak

service for many years to serve Chester residents, institutions, and businesses and assist with the

City’s rejuvenation.

Providing Amtiak service to Chester would be consistent with the DEIS goal to comp]emenf local
efforts to promote transit-oriented development in Chester’s central business distrjct. Service to
Chester Is consistent with the Northeast Corridor Commission’s goal to enhance the integration
between transportation investments and local development in communities throughout the
corridor, Recent studies, including Econsult Solutions” The Chester Transportation Center &
Economic Development ~ Action Plan and the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission's
Chester City Amtrak Service, have been done to revitalize the Chester business district by utilizing

the value of the Chester Transportation Center supplemented with Amtrak service!

If you have any questions or would like to discuss these matters further, please contact Latifah

Griffin, Director of City Planning, She can be reached at (610} 447-7707 or Igriffin@chestercity.com.

Very twours, _ .

——(_.—/—-—f 537%;*1‘_;__

The Honorable Thaddeus Kirkland
Mayor _
State Representative




MEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2832 DETAIL

Status :

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

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The scope of the Northeast Corridor should be extended beyond Boston through New Hampshire
and Vermont to Montreal. There has already a phase one study that has been completed.



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2312 DETAIL

Status : —
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Rebecca

Last Name : Griffin

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

We do not want any eminent domain here in Old Lyme, and we would like to preserve our waterfront.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2334 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Andrea
Last Name : Griffis

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. PLEASE, don't propose any plan which will
expand the train line from its current footprint in the Old Lyme area. It is a historic and exquisite town. It would
be grossly negligent of the Rail Plan to run any tracks though this town. Just keep and maintain your existing
tracks and bridges in Old Lyme. Do NOT add new. If you need to increase passenger traffic to the Boston
area, then do that through central Connecticut - NOT by laying additional rail track through coastal Connecticut.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2475 DETAIL

Status : < Pending -
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Matthew
Last Name : Griffiths

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures fails to deliver much needed connectivity to Hartford CT, and
would succeed in harming an environmentally unique and sensitive estuary area in Old Lyme along with
threatening a gem of an Art school at the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1992 DETAIL

Status : rr-Pending ’

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Thomas
Last Name : Griggs, Sr.

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

“| oppose that part of Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal that will destroy the campus of
Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. This is too valuable to be lost.

Alternative 1 is the most reasonable of the alternatives, but it does have challenges such as this.

Please work to fine tune this alternative to protect as much as possible of the wonderful Connecticut / Rhode
Island shoreline.

Thanks
Thomas S Griggs Sr

Orange CT 06477

ztgrig @ QNN

PS I have attended with great interest both public hearings in New Haven - they were very well done.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1634 DETAIL

Status :

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Attached is a letter addressing the NEC FUTURE proposals.
Thank you for your attention.
Sincerely,

David H.W. Griswold



David H.W. Griswold

Ol Eyme, Connecticut 06371

DHWG G
February 12, 2016

NEC FUTURE

US DOT Federal Railroad Administration
1 Building Green

Thomas Suite 429

New York, New York 10004

To Whom It May Concern:

As a member of the founding family in the town of Old Lyme, | must voice my opposition
to the Alternative 1 proposal from NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS.

Matthew Griswold settled the Town of Old Lyme in the sixteen hundreds. Since then 12
generations of Griswold’s have continuously lived on Griswold Point making it the oldest
family heritage in the country of its kind. During that time, our family and many other
families have sacrificed millions of developmental dollars to preserve the unique beauty
of this very special area.

Not only have the citizens of Old Lyme preserved the buildings and historical sites but
even more important, they have preserved the ecosystem at the mouth of the
Connecticut River and its tributaries such as the Lieutenant River; the largest of its kind
on the entire northeast coast. The combined effort of the Connecticut Department of
Energy and Environmental Protection, The Nature Conservancy, the Old Lyme Land
Trust, Old Lyme Open Space Committee and many, many residents have created the
protected open space that protects out wetlands and salt marshes.

[ recall the famous environmentalist Roger Tory Person writing in one of his many
books, that he had the means to live anywhere in the world and he chose Old Lyme. His
contributions to Old Lyme have helped preserve a vast amount of salt marsh and
habitat to support many migratory birds including the American Eagle and the Osprey

All of this effort would be destroyed by Alternative 1

To try and implement Alternative 1 would be extremely costly. There would be a high
cost to placate property owners and there would be legal rulings and challenges from a
variety of organizations to protect the environment that would tie this project up for
years in litigation.

The better plan would be to upgrade the existing lines. For far less money and
construction time, the track curves could be straightening out and raised where



required. Another option is Alternative 2 would allow for more customers including the
students at the University of Connecticut who would utilize that line far more than local

towns.

In conclusion, our family and many others have invested too much to allow this terrible
proposal to destroy all we and our friends hold dear. We will pursue all available options
to stop Alternative 1.

Sincerely,

David #.W. Griswold



|ﬂEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #476 DETAIL

Status : coicionCompleted
Record Date : 2/1/2016

First Name : Evan

Last Name : Griswold

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am not in favour of sacrificing culture, history and beauty for speed. Gandhi taught us that there is more to life
than making it go faster. | love trains. Slow to medium trains where you can watch the countryside slide by. No
to Option 1 and desecrating the Town of Old Lyme.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2882 DETAIL

Status e AGHON GO

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| find it very troubling that millions of tax payers dollars have been spent on the Tier 1 Draft EIS only to have it
so conveniently kept out of the public arena. Even the town leaders are seemingly unaware. The FRA needs
go a lot further in getting the information out to the public, and in allowing the citizens a chance to weigh in. |
doubt anyone would argue the fact that the infrastructure is in need of improvements. But to what extent
economically, environmentally, and to what real benefit are all questions that need much further discussion.
The Tier 1 Draft EIS raises many questions and provides little in the way of answers. A tunnel under Long
Island Sound from LI to Milford? A very bad idea! Leave The Sound out of it, please! Billions of dollars to save
a half hour in travel time? hmmm... More information, more transparency, less surreptitious handling of the
information please.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2615 DETAIL

Status : - Relion Compited:

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : John
Last Name : Griswold

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

While Alternative 1 seems attractive based on cost alone, it does cutural, economic and envirnmental damage
to many shoreline areas. It does not provide the added access, mobility nor economic benefit of either of the
inland routes. The siting of the 1-95 corridor was a terrible mistake for Connecticut in the 1950s. Let's not make

the same mistake again.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1614 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : timothy
Last Name : griswold

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern:

My family's roots in Old Lyme date back to about 1640 when my ancestor,
Matthew Griswold, was given land by George Fenwick of the Old Saybrook
Colony. My relatives and I still own about 200 acres of that land grant

and, except for a few houses and outbuildings, the land remains in a similar
state to what existed in 1640. | have been coming to Old Lyme since the
1950's and | have lived here permanently since 1976. | have been very
involved in local affairs on a volunteer basis and | served as the Town's
First Selectman (mayor) for 14 consecutive years between 1997 and 2011.

The Town occupies about 27 square miles and has a year round population of
about 7,500. That population swells to over 20,000 during the summer

tourist season because Old Lyme is situated at the mouth of the Connecticut
River where it joins Long Island Sound. There are about 1,500 seasonal
houses and several wonderful beach communities along Long Island Sound. On
the Connecticut River, the Town has two marinas, a State of CT marine
facility and scores of outstanding residential properties extending up the

River to the Town of Lyme. The Towns of Lyme and Old Lyme constitute
Regional School District 18 and there are about 1,350 children in that

school system. The Town has several retail shopping areas and a small light
industry area but it is fair to say that the resident revere the rural

character of Old Lyme and are willing to pay more taxes as opposed to
welcoming "big box" retailers to town that might pay larger property tax

bills. In short, seasonal tourism is Old Lyme's industry.

Interstate 95 bisects the town and it presents major problems during the

busy tourist season. This four lane highway is woefully undersized for

today's traffic needs and there are several large scale accidents each

summer that paralyze the area. Such disruptions place a heavy burden on the
Town's emergency services personnel and represent a major inconvenience to
our residents. It is fair to say that local people are very relieved when



Labor Day arrives. e

While the detailed information about the NEC Future Tier 1 option is scant,
it appears the option provides that four new railroad tracks will be built
adjacent to 1-95 through the center of Old Lyme. | have not heard the
precise route proposed for the tracks nor how wide an area will be required
for the tracks. | have heard the area of impact of this proposal will be
about 5,000 feet wide. It appears the tracks will eliminate the Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts and will eliminate many other commercial and
residential structures and possibly the Regional High School as it passes
through town. The area of impact will certainly have a negative impact on
hundreds of commercial and residential properties. All of this adversity
will severely devalue the assessed value of the affected properties and the
sum total of this will have a severe impact on the Town's financial
condition. As a consequence of this, there will be a large tax burden shift
from the impacted properties to the other properties in town. | fully

expect that there will be some tax payers who will decide to sell their real
estate in order to avoid these tax hikes and the related negative effects
caused by the construction and the presence of the NEC Future Tier 1.

| am confident that other residents will write about other negative aspects
of the NEC Future Tier 1 plan, so [ shall conciude by stating the economic
impact of this plan will cause the Town irreparable harm. The loss of value
from the affected properties cannot be replaced and the tax burden shift to
other properties could begin the death spiral for this beautiful treasure of

a community. While the goal of NEC Future is noble - "make passenger rail
from Boston to New York viable", the Tier 1 plan is ill conceived, has been
poorly communicated and must be drastically modified or abandoned.

Timothy C. Griswold

Old Lyme, CT 06371



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3056 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/27/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Griswold

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a 70+ year resident of Old Lyme, | strongly oppose changing the rail line through the town. It would seem
that the present track location could be enhanced to take high speed trains. To pin this on Global Warming is a
myth, | vote NO.



Okay, our next speaker is Douglas Groff. Douglas.

MR. GROFF: Thank you.

I consider this to be democracy at its best, this series of public
meetings. And [ apologize in advance, because I'm going to be repeating myself a little
bit of what I said in New York at CUNY back in December.

I am a life-long rail fan. I think I had my first electric train in
the 1940s, Christmas time, as [ recall.

My first trip was from Lancaster, Pennsylvania to Pittsburgh
in the old Pennsylvania Railroad around the horseshoe curve as a young child during the
war.

Subsequently I worked in the factory where the New Jersey
Transit Jersey Arrows were built, the ones still running in the 1970s, in Erie,
Pennsylvania. As part of that experience [ was blessed to do a tunnel clearance run one
weekend between Penn Station and the portal drawbridge for some new equipment that
was being contemplated. It's interesting, there's a plaque in the one tunnel, at least in
the one tunnel, right where the New Jersey - New York border is established under the
Hudson River. I don't know how you do it under the Hudson River, but it's there. |
hope that that's symbolic of the way that New York and New Jersey can continue to
cooperate on this project that's indispensable to both of us.

In any event, as an engineer, and I hear about that from my
wife occasionally, I think in engineering terms and maybe I shouldn't, I should think in
consultant terms. But in any event, the number is three. First of all, if [ drive my car
say 15,000 miles a year and I get 30 miles to the gallon, [ am pumping out probably
three tons of CO2, one car.

Another three. A container train can haul perhaps one ton of
freight over 400 miles, 400 ton miles. The equivalent traffic on the highway on a truck
might get 120 ton miles. That's a ratio of three to one. Much of the energy goes into
massaging the rubber and the tires, massaging it and massaging it and massaging it. So
there are physical realities that drive the beauty of the rail system.

I was blessed over the years to be able to travel by train just a
few times in Asia, Europe and South America, so [ know what can be done. And I want
us to be able to go back to the future. It occurs to me that we're trying to go to the
future without considering the past right now. We hear about self -- self driving
automobiles on the highways of California. Well, [ went on a vehicle that steered itself
in the 1940s and just most recently here in New Jersey. It's called a train. So let's
not -- let's not forget our roots. And I know none of you here are forgetting those roots,
otherwise you wouldn't be here.

I've heard many, many wonderful comments, wonderful
details. They say the devil is in the details. And about that there can be no doubt
whatsoever, especially I've heard a lot about bicycles. And having been to Holland
recently, [ know what bicycles can do for one's health and also for the environment, to be
sure. So I look forward to seeing how we can integrate bikes with trains.

But maybe the overall riding concern that we have to do is
addressed by Governor Florio; funding, funding, funding. These are wonderful plans,
wonderful alternatives, wonderful options, wonderful statistics. But if they can't be
funded, either with the private or the public sector or the two probably working together,



why, they're just going to be gathering dust on shelves or in data bases someplace out in
the future.

I'm glad to report that Senator -- not report, I'm sure we've all
read it in the news, the wonderful job that Senator Booker has done in bringing some
slides together to try to get some funding for the tunnels. I personally visited my
congressman's office, Frank Pallone, in New Brunswick last week. And his -- the lady
that I talked with on his staff was extremely receptive to my concerns. And I'm sure
that he'll be engaged, as well as Senator Booker will continue to be engaged. But this is
something I think we all have to follow with our elected representatives to, yes, certainly
encourage details to tweak the wonderful alternatives that have already been put forth by
the FAR, but also how do we pay for it. And since I don't think capital is going to be
raised by our friends in Wall Street across the river like they might for a [PO out in
Silicon Valley, I think the public, i.e., our Congress, is going to have to get involved.
And of course we all know there's going to be a new president this year, and Congress
perhaps.

So may we all remain engaged and give our -- give our
respective inputs, be willing to compromise, which is what I'm sure we will do, to get the
job done, and so my children and grandchildren can go on -- how can I say it -- the
underlay between Metuchen and New York as I did thousands of times over the years.

Thank you very much for your attention.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you very much. Thank you.



15

12-15-15 NEC-NY

Doug Groff.

MR. GROFF: Thank you very much.

Thank you to the FRA folks for your fine strategic
planning here.

Ultimately, I'm sure it will be tweaked, taking into
account the comments of some of my predecessors here. As
things should function in a democracy, one thing stands out,
Mr. Churchill's comment about inaction. That's my concern
right now, my overriding concern.

Let's also consider the visionaries of the Pennsylvania
Railroad more than 100 year ago who conceived, designed and
constructed the infrastructure that we now benefit from, as
well as the men who lost their lives in that project.

I first was a beneficiary of that in the 1940s,
traveling from my home in Lancaster, Pennsylvania to that of
my aunt in Bayside, Queens. I was blessed to be able to
transit to them the magnificent Pennsylvania Station, which
we all know about now, unfortunately. From time to time
during the '50s and '60s, I also traveled through that
infrastructure without thinking too much about it.

In 1973, I was blessed to do a tunnel clearance project
overnight on the weekend. My employer, who is a rail
transportation system supplier -- and I'll never forget the
plaque halfway through the tunnels where New Jersey ends and
New York begins. I have a picture of it at home. It's a
beautiful uniting emblem between the two spaces.

Starting in the mid 1970s through nine years ago when I
retired, I transited the tunnel from Metuchen, New Jersey to
New York thousands and thousands of times. So I feel the
tunnel and I have sort of have aged together, if you will.

Bringing us to the present, as has been said, I've
traveled approximately to some -- some dozen countries
outside of this country to see what my friends are doing
elsewhere, even in some developing countries.

Unfortunately, I see better rail systems than we have
because of what we've allowed in the way of deterioration.

So I guess what I'm saying is, we, in this country have
sent a man to the moon but we can't always transport a
commuter dependably from New York to New Jersey. There
seems to be a disconnect there.

The wonderful folks at the FRA have come up with a
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wonderful plan but unfortunately, in our democracy that plan
requires execution. And the execution, as I understand it
and correct me if I'm wrong, will depend on appropriations
by our elected leaders in Washington. So I would expect that
maybe continuing on, this is not going to be a one- or
two-year project, you know, and I've been in contact with
our elected leaders to encourage them to act.

One more final thought, and I appreciate your time, I
guess I'm about a minute over.

Numbers 3, if we drive our cars say 10,000 miles a year
and we average 30 miles to the gallon, each of us is pumping
out, if I calculate correctly, about tons, three tons of
CO2.

The second number 3 is the ratio between efficiency on
rail and efficiency by rubber on pavement. A gallon of
diesel fuel will take a ton over 400 miles; in a train,
maybe 120 miles over the highway in an 18-wheeler. I think
those numbers are —-- are pretty correct.

And they're not incremental, in fact, so I'm always --
I'm always thinking of those in the back of my mind.

So thank you all for bearing with me.

Thank you to the FRA folks for you being here today and
for planning and may we all work together to improve our
mutual infrastructure.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you. Thank you, wvery much.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #159 DETAIL

Status : AiPending

Record Date : 1/112/2016
First Name : Michael
Last Name : Gross

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| support option three. A transformation will help us use the economies or efficient transport with less energy
and be more efficient. Makes us more like european systems.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #120 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/7/2016
First Name : Michael
Last Name : Gross

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please plan for pedestrians and bicyclists to make our communities healthier. Include connecting paths and
bridges. Amtrak continue improvements for its multi-modal transit users! Examples include more and better
bike parking, convenient and expanded bicycle roll-on service, as well as shared-use bridges designed for safe
bike and pedestrian river crossings.















Bridging Business & Community

BUSINESS ASSOCIAION

AN AFFILATION OF THE GREATER MYSTIC CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

February 10, 2016

NEC FUTURE

US DOT, Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Dear Sirs:

On behalf of the Groton Business Association (GBA), thank you for this opportunity to comment on the NEC
FUTURE plan as presented on December 14, 2015. The Groton Business Association mission is to enrich the overall
economic vitality of Groton in ways that are sustainable and to provide a voice for the businesses, large and small,

that dominate Greater Groton and the Southeastern Connecticut region.

The GBA is appreciative of the FRA’s goal for long-term vitality of the Northeast Corridor. However, we are
concerned that funding limitations will significantly impact the sustainability of the Corridor. Each of the three
proposed NEC FUTURE options entails an enormous commitment of funds and even the ‘No Action Alternative’
comes with a base price of $9B, an amount that will surely increase substantially by implementation - at least

partially due to cited and unavoidable ‘unknown factors.’

The Groton Business Association supports Alternative #1. We believe that at this time, when a great deal of
the existing NEC infrastructure is in urgent need of various repairs, upgrades, maintenance and improvements,

preservation of the current line is of utmost priority.

Historically, the NEC has been a driver of coastal economic development all along its line, yet investment has
been deficient, which has had a negative impact. This heavily traveled northeast megalopolis connector is worthy of
the capital and operational investments needed to keep it vital. Not to do so would have a devastating impact on

the many shoreline towns along the existing tracks.

P.O. Box 143 Phone 860.572.9578
Muystic, CT 06355 Fax 860.572.9273
www.grotonbiz.com TriciaWalsh@MysticChamber.org



BUSINESS ASSOClAION

AN AFFILATION OF THE GREATER MYSTIC CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

Re: NEC FUTURE, Page 2

As a coastal community, we are quite aware of concerns related to rising water levels and flooding.
However, we feel strongly that even improvements needed to respond to these will prove to be far more

economical to implement than acquiring property and then constructing new rail lines.

In addition, Alternative #1 actually increases capacity, adds track, and relieves functional bottlenecks and
preserves the Corridor itself, along with our region’s workforce, tourism base and economic growth. Finally,
Groton'’s desire to enhance commuter options for the large corporate employee base — primarily Electric Boat,
Pfizer, Inc. and Submarine Base New London — will be well served by the infrastructure supports within Alternative

#1 including the possibility of re-establishing a train station in the Town of Groton.

It is our opinion that Alternative #1 offers the best option fiscally and by virtue of supporting and improving
existing infrastructure to the benefit of all metropolitan communities along the NEC. Thank you again for this

opportunity to comment on NEC FUTURE. Please do not hesitate to contact us for any further input we can offer.

Sincerely,
1 /7
Rl L Ut
{renr 7 (s -
Susan R. Bailey Al Valente
Co-Chair Co-Chair
P.O. Box 143 Phone 860.572.9578
Mystic, CT 06355 Fax 860.572.9273

www.grotonbiz.com TriciaWalsh@MysticChamber.org



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1176 DETAIL ]

Status :

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Jacqueline
Last Name : Guizol

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

We need better connection by train.

We do lot need to take historical (in center of town) or recreational space (close to water and beaches) to do
SO.

Please let me know where to learn more about this project.

Having the Shoreline connection to go to NY has been a +. So please keep improving without scarifying what is
essential: our way of life



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3034 DETAIL

Status : Lnread

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Francine
Last Name : Gumkowsk

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please do not single out Old Lyme for destruction of the heart of this town and the history it holds. | understand
the need for high speed rail but consider and choose another option soas not to scar a beautiful, important and
beloved community. | have lived in towns on the Connecticut shoreline most of my life, and in Old Lyme 20
years. There is no justification to rip this beautiful landscape, home of artists and historians, to shreds to save a
few minutes for a commuter. | travel to New York often on the Shoreline East/Metro North. The SLE leg
alongside marshes and rivers is a meditation that all riders should be directed to rather than forcing new (sure
to be underutilized) tracks through Old Lyme. Please reconsider Tier 1.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1606 DETAIL

Status : gUnread"™”’

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name :

Last Name :

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,
Mary Roman Gunther

Berlin, MD 21811



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #786 DETAIL

Status : YAction Completed ¥
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Bud

Last Name : Haas

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Rail must become the dominant transport mode in the Northeast.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #920 DETAIL ]

Status : - Actio Comgisied

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Stasia
Last Name : Monteiro

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Forwarding additional information sent by Stasia Monteiro of HACE, a community group in Philadelphia,
pertinent to her previous comment (Submission 328).

From: Stasia Monteiro [mailto:smonteiro@hacecdc.org]
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2016 1:26 PM

To: Lebeaux, Pamela <Lebeaux@pbworld.com>
Subject: Map of Conrail Focus Area attached

Good afternoon, Pam,

Attached is a document created by KSK Architects Planners Historians, Inc., one of the contractors supporting
thhe development process of our 2025 Neighborhood Plan. As Laura states below, the document shows "how
the Conrail line interacts with vacancy, retail corridors, key development sites, and missing connections, as well
as showing best practices options for how to buffer the rail line from the neighborhood."

If you require additional information regarding this area, please let me know. And, as | mentioned, | will be in
touch over the next few months as our plans are finalized.

Thank you again for your time and attention.
Best,

Stasia Monteiro, M.S.Ed

NAC Program Director

HACE

167 W Allegheny Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19140

Phone (215) 426-8025 x3011

Fax (215) 426-9122
smonteiro@hacecdc.org<mailto:smonteiro@hacecdc.org>

"l try to be honest about what | see and to speak rather than be silent,
especially if it means | can save lives, or serve humanity." -- Sandra Cisneros

From: Laura Ahramjian [mailto:lahramjian@ksk1.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2016 12:57 PM



To: Stasia Monteiro <smonteiro@hacecdc.org<mailto:smonteiro@hacecdc.org>>
Cc: Maria Gonzalez <mgonzalez@hacecdc.org<mailto:mgonzalez@hacecdc.org>>
Subject: RE: NEC FUTURE contact

Hi Stasia,

Attached is a handout we created for the Conrail Focus Area from the HACE 2025 Neighborhood Plan that can
be shared with NEC Futures. We show how the Conrail line interacts with vacancy, retail corridors, key
development sites, and missing connections, as well as showing best practices options for how to buffer the rail
line from the neighborhood. For our work we are focusing on the area of Conrail that runs through the HACE
study area, but | know Conrail is actively working with CDCs to the east of HACE as well. Please let me know if
you need anything else.

Best,
Laura

Laura Ahramijian, Planner/Urban Designer

KSK Architects Planners Historians, Inc.
2133 Arch Street, Suite 303
Philadelphia, PA 19103

215.599.5336 direct

215.790.0215
www.ksk1.com<http://www.ksk1.com/>

HACE, a/k/a Hispanic Association of Contractors and Enterprises, is a member of United Way of Greater
Philadelphia and Southern New Jersey's Donor Choice Program. HACE's United Way Donor Choice Agency
number is 8671. HACE is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization that is tax deductible and is registered as a
Charitable Organization with the Department of State of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Bureau of
Corporations and Charitable Organizations under The Solicitation of Funds for Charitable Purposes Act, 10
P.S. 162.1 et seq. and complies with the United States Patriot Act. The official registration and financial
information of HACE may be obtained from the Pennsylvania Department of State by calling toll-free, within
Pennsylvania, 1-800-732-0999. Registration does not imply endorsement.

NOTICE: This communication and any attachments ("this message") may contain confidential information for
the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use, disclosure, viewing, copying, alteration,
dissemination or distribution of, or reliance on this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
message in error, or you are not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender immediately by replying to

this message, delete this message and all copies from your e-mail system and destroy any printed copies.
Attachments : HACE 2025 Neighborhood Plan_Conrail Focus Area.pdf (3 mb)
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NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #292 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/26/2016
First Name : Stasia
Last Name : Monteiro

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Good morning,

| attended your Public Hearing in Philadelphia on Monday, January 11, 2016 and am very interested in hearing
more about your plans for the Northeastern Corridor. Please find my comments in the attached letter.

Thank you, and | hope to hear from you soon.
Best regards,

Stasia Monteiro, M.S.Ed

NAC Program Director

HACE

167 W Allegheny Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19140

Phone (215) 426-8025 x3011

Fax (215) 426-9122
smonteiro@hacecdc.org<mailto:smonteiro@hacecdc.org>

"l try to be honest about what | see and to speak rather than be silent,
especially if it means | can save lives, or serve humanity." -- Sandra Cisneros

HACE, a/k/a Hispanic Association of Contractors and Enterprises, is a member of United Way of Greater
Philadelphia and Southern New Jersey's Donor Choice Program. HACE's United Way Donor Choice Agency
number is 8671. HACE is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization that is tax deductible and is registered as a
Charitable Organization with the Department of State of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Bureau of
Corporations and Charitable Organizations under The Solicitation of Funds for Charitable Purposes Act, 10
P.S. 162.1 et seq. and complies with the United States Patriot Act. The official registration and financial
information of HACE may be obtained from the Pennsylvania Department of State by calling toll-free, within
Pennsylvania, 1-800-732-0999. Registration does not imply endorsement.

HACE, a/k/a Hispanic Association of Contractors and Enterprises, is a member of United Way of Greater
Philadelphia and Southern New Jersey's Donor Choice Program. HACE's United Way Donor Choice Agency
number is 8671. HACE is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization that is tax deductible and is registered as a
Charitable Organization with the Department of State of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Bureau of
Corporations and Charitable Organizations under The Solicitation of Funds for Charitable Purposes Act, 10



P.S. 162.1 et seq. and complies with the United States Patriot Act. The official registration and financial
information of HACE may be obtained from the Pennsylvania Department of State by calling toll-free, within
Pennsylvania, 1-800-732-0999. Registration does not imply endorsement.

Attachments : 01-25-2016 - Comments to NEC Future.pdf (89 kb)



25 January 2016

To NEC Future:

Thank you for sharing your materials and your work at our Philadelphia Public Hearing on Monday, January 11,
2016. My name is Stasia Monteiro and | am the NAC (Neighborhood Advisory Committee) Program Director at HACE
CDC, a nonprofit community development organization serving the most densely populated area in our city: the Fairhill
and St. Hugh communities of eastern North Philadelphia (composed of zip codes 19140, 19133, & 19134).

As you may know, ConRail has some railway (used for shipping raw materials) that bisects our community. This
railway has — for decades — attracted people conducting illicit activity — predominately the selling, buying, and using of
drugs (most prominently heroin). This is an issue that has threatened the safety and peace of mind of our residents, and
has since grown exponentially to a point where it is no longer something the community can ignore. HACE has proposed
studies and implementations to be conducted at the site in order to make lasting changes — both structural and social —
that will deter these types of activities from happening. We have proposed these interventions as a part of our 2025
Neighborhood Plan, funded by the Wells Fargo Regional Foundation, and anticipate that we will be working on this issue
for a number of years.

Since the time of our proposal, numerous local and larger entities have come together to address this issue, and
we are working with them through their alliance: The Gurney Street Coalition for Change. This collaborative is engaged
by representatives from ConRail, community development organizations, social service agencies, municipal offices, local
politicians, and the list continues to grow.

As someone who works directly with members of the community and is also a member of muitiple teams
committed to changing our community for the better, it is imperative that | communicate to you my concerns regarding
this area and the railways that traverse it. Knowing that not only our organization, but numerous other entities are
prepared to invest a great amount of time, money, energy, and other resources into making positive implementations to
this corridor, | want to ensure the longevity and sustainability of our efforts.

| realize that your plans for the area are not yet solidified. It is very important to me that NEC Future make
informed decisions regarding development of this area, and that there are additional opportunities for people in our
area to hear and respond to your plans for development in this community. As we make plans to develop the corridor
and detract people from engaging in dangerous and/or violent activities along the ConRail line, it is in our shared best
interests to be in open communication with one another regarding our respective visions for the corridor. To begin the
conversation, please feel free to reach out to me via email or phone: smonteiro@hacecdc.org or {215) 426-8025 x3011.

Thank you for your time and attention to this urgent matter.

Sincerely, _

QMg
Stasia Monteiro, M.S.Ed.
NAC Program Director

HACE CDC

167 W. Allegheny Ave. »Suite 200 = Philadelphia, PA 19140 | F 215 426-9122 w»T 215 426-8025

A Non-Profit 501 (c) (3) Community Economic Development Carporation ! Equal Housing Opportunity @ |



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2614 DETAIL

Status : wpetion Completed)

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Paula
Last Name : Hackenjos

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. This will be so unfair to the students who have
chosen to major in art and attend the University of New Haven's Lyme Academy. This will be very disruptive
and devastating to the students.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1609 DETAIL

Status : {ofresd . =
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Eileen
Last Name : Hackett

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This is a BAD idea. There are so few beautiful places left in Connecticut. Don't ruin another one.



The Northeast Maglev, LLC

N\ 1212 New York Ave NW Suite 700
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 499-7933

THE NORTHEAST MAGLEYV

http://northeastmaglev.com

January 14, 2016

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

NEC Future

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

New York, NY 10004

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea;

This letter is intended to provide comments on the NEC Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the FRA in November 2015. Our comments relate to “Technology Considerations” covered
under section 4.1.3.1 and section 9.2.2 in your report.

As an introduction, The Northeast Maglev is a U.S. based company committed to solving the northeast
corridor’s transportation challenge by promoting the deployment of a superconductive magnetic
levitation system (SCMAGLEV) between Washington D.C. and New York City. The SCMAGLEV technology,
developed in Japan by the Central Japan Railway Company (JR-Central) over the past 44 years, holds the
world speed record at 375 miles per hour.

We do agree with your assessment as stated in your report that Maglev levitation technology could be
used to develop a second spine in the Northeast Corridor and could result in providing future
transformative investment in the regional transportation system. However, we disagree with the
statement made that “advanced guideway systems, such as magnetic levitation technologies remain
under development”. The SCMAGLEV system has been fully developed and the Government of Japan
has approved the technology for revenue service operation. In December 2011, the Japanese Ministry
of Land Infrastructure Transport and Tourism enacted technological standards for the operation of the
SCMAGLEY system and construction is currently underway on the extended revenue service line
between Tokyo and Nagoya. A 42Km segment has already been built and the system has operated over
900,000 miles and has carried over 180,000 revenue passengers. While, as you note, the SCMAGLEV
would require a new guideway, it would however, provide integration efficiencies with existing
transportation options. It is correctly stated that it is currently being studied separately as it would not
be inter-operable on the existing NEC lines.

If you have any questions or need further information about the SCMAGLEV technology, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

" Nazih K. Haddad, P.E.
Executive Vice President



The Northeast Maglev, LLC
6 South Gay Street
Baltimore, MD 21202

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

NEC Future

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

New York, NY 10004





