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Comment Summary Report 

COMMENT SUMMARY REPORT APPENDIX: 

Comments Submitted on the Tier 1 Draft EIS 

The Comment Summary Report Appendix contains a compilation of all submissions received on the NEC 
FUTURE Tier 1 Draft EIS during the public comment period, which began on November 13, 2015 and 
closed on February 16, 2016. The comments are organized alphabetically by the commenter’s last name 
(or organization name). Due to file size, the appendix has been split into four separate files covering the 
letters A-D, E-K, L-P, and Q-Z. Personal information for individuals has been redacted to protect their 
privacy. Other than redacting personal information, the FRA did not edit these original submissions in any 
way. Typographical or other errors are as they were received from the author via online submission, email, 
U.S. mail, or public hearing transcript. The FRA makes no representation as to the factual content of 
submissions received. Responses to the comments will be provided in the Tier 1 Final EIS. 

Please refer to the main body of this Comment Summary Report for more information on the Tier 1 Draft 
EIS public comment period, a summary of the comments, and how the FRA is using the comments in the 
process to identify a Preferred Alternative for NEC FUTURE. 
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RE: Opposition to Alternative 1: Northeast Corridor Expansion 

Dear Federal Railroad Administration officials, 

On behalf of the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts Board of Trustees, I write in 
opposition to the proposed NEC Futures Alternative 1 high-speed rail expansion project. 

Lyme Academy College ofFine Arts was founded in 1976 and as of2014 is a college of 
the University ofNew Haven. It is situated in Old Lyme, CT along the southern side of 
Interstate 95. Foremost from the institution's perspective, alternative 1 will destroy the 
entire campus of the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts. The mission of Lyme 
Academy College of Fine Arts is to educate aspiring artists through a rigorous studio 
curriculum rooted in figurative and representational art, an important and unique 
educational mission that is embraced at only a few select institutions in the county. 

Additionally, the John Sill House, 1817~ located on the Lyme Academy College of Fine 
Arts property, and immediately in the path of the rail proposal, has been documented by 
both the Colonial Dames's book, "Old Houses of Connecticut," 1915, the WPA "census 
ofold buildings in Connecticut," 1938 and again in 1985, the Historic American 
Buildings Survey by the National Park Service. The building would be destroyed under 
alternative 1. 

Looking to a broader context of the proposal and the area, alternative 1 will have 
deleterious effects on the local environment of the CT River Estuary and Lieutenant 
River, both of which are in very close proximity to the Lyme Academy College ofFine 
Arts' campus. Alternative 1 also bisects the historic town of Old Lyme, a town that is on 
the National Register of Historic Places and a town that has intentionally preserved its 
artistic heritage, natural environmental beauty, and its historic legacy. Once disturbed by 
alternative 1, the preservation of these qualities will be lost forever. 

Finally, from an even broader perspective, it seems that for the state of Connecticut and 
travelers coming to this entire region, Alternative 2 provides more flexibility and 
expansion of high-speed rail services to inland locations like Hartford, CT, and between 
Hartford and Providence, RI. The existing rail corridor along Connecticut's coastline 
must be preserved and upgraded but serves the local areas quite well and efficiently. 
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For these reasons, the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University ofNew 
Haven joins the chorus of opposition against NEC Futures Alternative 1. 

ephen Tagliatela 
Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts 
Chairmain, Board of Trustees 
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PETITION TO: NEC FUTURE 
U.S. DOT FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

ONE BOWLING GREEN, SUITE 429 

NEW YORK, NY 10004 

STOP THE RAILROAD - SAY NO TO ALTERNATIVE ONE 

iLlMMARY: 
,top Alternative One from destroying the quality of life in Old Lyme. The proposed new rail lines will: 

# Destroy homes and businesses 
# Damage and significantly change the Lyme Art Academy College, Lyme Art Association, Florence Griswold Museum 

. # Negatively impact our schools, our library and a large segment of our Historic District 
# Forever harm and alter privately owned real estate and rights 
# Destroy wetlands, open space and natural resources 

VE OPPOSE NEC FUTURE STUDY, ALTERNATIVE ONE 
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The Commonwealth of MassachusettsDecember 8, 2015 
William Francis Galvin, Secretary of the Commonwealth 

Amishi Castelli Massachusetts Historical Commission 
NEC FUTURE Environmental Lead 
Volpe National Transportation System Center 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
55 Broadway 
Cambridge, MA 02142 

Attn: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 

RE: Federal Railroad Administration Northeast Corridor Future Rail Project, Massachusetts. MHC #RC.52707. 

Dear Ms. Castelli: 

Staff of the Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC), office of the Massachusetts State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), have reviewed the revised draft Programmatic Agreement (PA), and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS), received November 2 and 12,2015 for the project referenced above. 

The preliminary area of potential effect mapping provided to the MHC in DEIS Appendix A and draft PA Appendix 
B fOf portions of the project corridors in Massachusetts continue to include insufficient information for the MHC to 
offer comments on the proposed preliminary project area ofpotential effect, or recommendations for other potential 
interested and consulting parties in Massachusetts. The MHC looks forward to reviewing updated project mapping at 
a smaller scale and the FRA's determination of the project area(s) of potential effect for Massachusetts as project 
planning proceeds during Tier 2 projects. The MHC recommends that updated project mapping for the proposed 
project impact area base maps in Massachusetts utilize current MassGIS town boundaries and current aerial 
photographs to show existing conditions within the proposed railway corridor. 

The MHC will participate in future consultation for the implementation of 36 CFR 800.4 to 6 for Tier 2 projects. As 
proposed in the DEIS project specific information for future Tier 2 projects will be submitted to the MHC by the 
involved federal agencies, and appropriate determinations and findings, including definition of areas of potential 
effect; and scopes for identification and evaluation efforts will be developed in consultation, to avoid, minimize or 
mitigate adverse effects to significant historic and archaeological resources in Massachusetts. 

The MHC looks forward to reviewing the final PA that includes a revised Appendix I incorporating the following 
language to assist in future consultation with the MHC for conducting environmental review projects in 
Massachusetts: 

Please delete lines 81 through 86 of Section IV and replace with the following language: Archaeological 
investigations, including archaeological reconnaissance surveys that may be required for portions of the project in 
Massachusetts shall be conducted under a State Archaeologist's permit (950 CMR 70). A State Archaeologist's 
permit application shall be submitted to the MHC by a qualified professional archaeologist with relevant previous 
experience in the region and glaciated Northeast retained by the project proponent. The State Archaeologist shall be 
consulted concerning an appropriate curatorial facility for all collections from field investigations conducted under 
permit:' 

220 Morrissey Boulevard, Boston, Massachusetts 02125 
(617) 727-8470 • Fax: (617) 727-5128 

www.sec.state.ma.us/mhc 



Please also add the following paragraph to Section IV: "Within Massachusetts portions of the project impact area on 
non-federal lands, identified human remains shall be protected and treated consistently with the Massachusetts 
Unmarked Burial Law (Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 38, § 6; Chapter 9, §§ 26A and 27C; and, Chapter 7, § 
38A; all as amended). Any non-Native American human remains shall be treated in accordance with the 
Massachusetts Historical Commission "Policy and Guidelines for Non-Native Human Remains Which Are Over 100 
Years Old or Older." 

The MHC looks forward to consultation with the FRA on the continued development of the project. 

These comments are offered to assist in compliance with Section 106 ofthe National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966, as amended (36 CFR 800) and M.G.L Chapter 9, Sections 26-27C (950 CMR 70-71). If you have any questions 
or require additional information, please contact Jonathan K. Patton, ArchaeologistlPreservation Planner, at this 
office. 

;::r~ 
Brona Simon 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Executive Director 
State Archaeologist 
Massachusetts Historical Commission 

xc: Susan Anderson, ABCOM, Glen Allen, VA 
Bettina Washington, Wampanoag Tribe of Gay Head (Aquinnah) 
Ramona Peters, Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe 
John Eddins, ACHP 
Catherine Labadia, CT Historic Preservation & Museum Division 
JeffEmidy, Rhode Island Historic Preservation & Heritage Commission 
David Mohler, Executive Director, Office of Transportation Planning, MADOT 
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