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Federal Homeland Security Agency, the Federal Aviation Administration, the Federal
Transit Administration, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, the Volpe
National Transportation Systems Center, the Federal Railroad Administration, and the
Environmental Protection Agency. A Public Advisory Committee (PAC) comprised of
elected officials, interested individuals and representatives of community organizations
and advocacy groups can also be established to widen the Public and Agency

Participation.
Revitalization

The Scoping Document does not adequately address what particular Revitalization
efforts will be associated with its megaproject. What particular proposed upgrading
and improvement of its facilities, including its stations, parking, public address systems,
public train schedule monitors, platform access, elevators, walkways, escalators and
other facilities are completely unknown. What Revitalization efforts will be undertaken
in neighboring business and public areas are also completely unknown.

Ridership

The Scoping Document should develop and implement transportation modeling to
determine current and future ridership levels in the megaproject study area for both
eastbound and westbound commuters at all service times, including the Hempstead
and Belmont spur lines. This should include the current passenger and trip usage with
specificity to each such regularly scheduled train as well as unscheduled train trips.
The ridership models need to specifically identify and to take into account verifiable
and regionally accepted and recognized forecasts of population, labor force and
employment including but not limited to those prepared by the New York Metropolitan
Transportation Council (NYMTC).

Safety and Security

The Scoping Document needs a separate section on the Safety and Security impacts
that may result from the proposed megaproject. This analysis needs to describe with
particularities the measures to be taken to safeguard the safety and security of the
entire 11.5 mile corridor, including the surrounding communities. This includes the full
analysis of vulnerabilities to potential terrorist acts as have taken place in Madrid and

London.
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Shadows

The addition of another track will result in increased shadows. There has been no
discussion of the retaining walls, where they will be located, how high they will be; what
they will look like; what they will be made of; will they encourage the roosting of
pigeons like the MTA LIRR’s current facilities; or, how many trains will rumble through
the area causing additional shadows. The Scoping Document must also evaluate
whether or not retaining walls will be constructed and factor the impacts of a retaining

walls or no retaining walls alternatives.

Significant Adverse Impacts

There must be a finding that there will be Significant Adverse Impacts, both of a certain
length of time and permanent, which will result from the proposed Scoping Document.

The Scoping Document needs to have an extensive section on the Significant Adverse
Impacts that will result from the proposed megaproject, especially on each individual
neighboring community. This cannot be myopically viewed in a vacuum, without regard
to the significant adverse impacts potentially affecting the neighboring communities,
including all of the issues which are identified, including those discussed herein. The
Scoping Document'’s current suggestion there will be no significant adverse impacts
either in the short term or the long term is simply incorrect.

Socioeconomic Conditions

The Scoping Document makes almost no attempt to evaluate the socioeconomic
conditions. It does make unsupported statements that the megaproject will encourage
young residents to stay in the area. What area is it referring to? It states that property
values will increase. Which property is it referring to? It states that businesses will
grow. Which businesses will grow, as virtually all of the testimonies by local business
owners believe there will be a decline or even an elimination of business?

For example, in Floral Park, the socioeconomic impact of the potential loss of the only
provider of essential funeral services for a community of 16,000 residents should be
addressed.

The Scoping Document must address the socioeconomic conditions with specificity. If
adjacent landowners and businesses experience a decrease in property values, it must
be addressed. The MTA LIRR must identify which particular businesses will grow and
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where they are located. If the MTA LIRR asserts that young residents will be
encouraged to stay in the area, then the increase in MTA LIRR fares and cuts in

service could discourage young residents from staying in the area.

Sound and Light Barriers

The addition of another track will result in the need for sound and light barriers. There
has been no discussion of the use of sound and light barriers, where they will be
located, how high and wide they will be; what they will look like; what they will be made
of; will they encourage the roosting of pigeons like the MTA LIRR’s current facilities; or,
how many trains will rumble through the area causing additional sound.

The MTA's Port Jefferson Line Yard study, for example, studied the use of sound
absorbing berms with mature evergreen plantings. Ironically, the current Main Line
already has mature evergreen plantings which should be preserved rather than
destroyed. The Scoping Document must also evaluate whether or not sound and light
barrier walls will be constructed and factor the impacts of sound and light barriers or no
sound and light barrier alternatives.

Suburban Design and Visual Resources

The Scoping Document does not address the potential the megaproject will significantly
contribute to the “urbanization” of a currently suburban community. The megaproject
will significantly impact a residential area with the introduction of many “urbanization
elements” including destruction of natural buffers, increased train traffic and potentially

unsightly retaining walls.

Traffic and Parking

The Scoping Document does not address the local Traffic and Parking usage impact of
this megaproject. There will be an increase and added strain on the local traffic
patterns and parking facilities that obviously must be addressed. The evaluation of
these issues must be undertaken, and should include a station by station, community
by community evaluation. Once again, the milestone event and dates should be
required. This includes the projected increases or even decreases in train traffic and
train service to each and every station. If any station is potentially closed, this must
also be evaluated, and if so, what the increased load of traffic and parking could have
on the stations remaining open.

For example, an analysis must be undertaken as to the practical impact and legality
that MTA/LIRR's project will have on the various parking facilities that are the subject of
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the thirty (30) year “Long Island Rail Road Parking Program Agreement for Floral Park
Station,” which was entered into by MTA/LIRR and Floral Park on April 1, 2003.

Traffic Analysis

The evaluation of these issues must be undertaken.

Transit and Pedestrians

The Scoping Document does not address the local Transit and Pedestrian usage
impact of this megaproject. There will be an increase and added strain on the local
pedestrian traffic patterns and associated transit interconnections that obviously must
be addressed. The evaluation of these issues must be undertaken, and should inciude
a station by station, community by community evaluation. Once again, the milestone
event and dates should be required.

This includes the projected increases or even decreases in train traffic and train service
to each and every station. If any station is potentially subject to an increased bus or
other transit traffic, this must also be evaluated, and if so, what the increased transit
traffic could have on the stations and the surrounding communities. The Scoping
Document must also assume that the proposed Nassau Hub Project and the Pilgrim
Intermodal Project are implemented, and what the cumulative impact of such other
known projects, if implemented, would be in conjunction with this megaproject.

Transit Analysis

The evaluation of these issues must be undertaken.

Transportation

The Scoping Document does not address the effects the new rail could have on
transportation, including parking and traffic, as well as potential interconnections of the
present MTA LIRR stations with additional bus and/or intermodal connections. Based
on projections of increased train traffic anywhere from 25 percent to almost 50 percent
rumbling through the impacted communities or other such potential changes in service,
the analysis needs to consider the impacts to local roadways and parking capacity of
MTA LIRR passengers driving to and parking near affected rail stations
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It will also need to evaluate the localized effects on vehicular traffic that might occur
because of new trains being added, MTA LIRR lines being eliminated or consolidated,
changes in roadway operations resulting from the megaproject, and changes in
operations and/or safety at nearby at-grade crossings that are not eliminated, including
but not limited to the at-grade crossing on Covert Avenue on the Hempstead line.

There will be an increase and added strain on the local pedestrian traffic patterns and
associated transit interconnections that obviously must be addressed. The evaluation
of these issues must be undertaken, and should include a station by station, community
by community evaluation. Once again, the milestone event and dates should be
required.

This includes the projected increases or even decreases in train traffic and train service
to each and every station. If any station is potentially subject to an increased bus or
other transit traffic, this must also be evaluated, and if so, what the increased transit
traffic could have on the stations.

The Scoping Document must also assume that the proposed East Side Access, JFK
Downtown Link, Cross Harbor Freight Tunnel, Nassau Hub Project and the Pilgrim
Intermodal Projects are implemented, and what the cumulative impact of such other
known projects, if implemented, would be in conjunction with this megaproject.

Trip Generation

The evaluation of these issues must be undertaken. The evaluation must with
specificity identify the current amount of usage of each particular regularly scheduled
transverse of the present train tracks, including the number of freight and train cars and
passengers on each such trip.

The evaluation should provide a full disclosure of the ultimately projected passenger
and freight traffic, including the assumption that the East Side Access Project, the JFK
Downtown Link Project; Cross River Trans-Hudson Freight Tunnel Project, the Pilgrim
Freight Intermodal Project, the upgrading of tracks for increased weight and the
elimination of any height restrictions for freight cars, unrestricted freight access to the
Main Line are all implemented.

In short, assuming the MTA obtains all of its proposed transportation infrastructure
needs over the next 20 years, what the impacts will be on this particular 11.5 miles of
communities on the Main Line corridor must be evaluated.

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts
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There must be a finding that there will be Unavoidable Adverse Impacts, both of a
certain length of time and permanent, which will result from the proposed Scoping
Document. The evaluation of these issues must be undertaken. The goal of the
megaproject, however, is to AVOID adverse impacts at any reasonable cost, with
priority given to neighboring property and communities over the potential
inconveniences to non-residents or remote non-adjacent communities, such as those
outside of the identified 11.5 mile target zone area.

Water Supplies, Solid Waste and Sanitation Services

The Scoping Document does not adequately address the Water Supplies, Solid Waste
and Sanitation Services impact of this megaproject. The evaluation of these issues
must be undertaken.
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CONCLUSION: INADEQUATE & INCOMPLETE SCOPING DOCUMENT

The current Scoping Document is a woefully inadequate and incomplete Scoping
Document. Given the MTA has been responsible for a significant number of past,
present and future Scoping Documents, our public servants at the MTA LIRR have a
duty and obligation to give their best efforts to produce the most comprehensive and
complete Scoping Document that is possible. The Scoping Document should address
any and all reasonable issues, including the ones noted above, which this megaproject
may generate.

Please note that many of the above noted issues have been based upon information
derived from various Scoping Documents already available to the MTA. Therefore any
suggestions that such issues are unable to be adequately addressed by the MTA are
undercut based upon the MTA's collective prior knowledge and experience.
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|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1329 DETAIL

Status : _

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Dana
Last Name : McFadden

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

While | am in favor of expanding rail service to provide an alternative to car travel, | oppose the alternative 1
option to route a high speed train across the Connecticut River alongside the Baldwin Bridge. Alternative 3 is a
better option that will serve many more communities and accommodate more passengers with less disruption
to the adjacent communities, by routing the rail service through areas with more vacant land.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2098 DETAIL

Status : ?
Record Date : 2/15/201

First Name : Glenn
Last Name : McGee
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 #2665 DETAIL

Status : ition Gonistas

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Summer
Last Name : McGee

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.



|;IEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #546 DETAIL

e suaniGompisie

Record Date : 2/4/2016
First Name : Paul
Last Name : McGill

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As a resident of Old Lyme, CT, | am submitting testimony in opposition to the Northeast Corridor Future Tier 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement "Alternative 1" proposal. This action will significantly alter my livelihood
and decimate my community. Impacts include potential for destruction of homes, businesses, schools, etc in
the Historical District, including removal of wetlands, open space and natural resources. | request you to use
alternatives, such as running the train line along/beside the existing track.



INEC DE!S Comments - RECORD #3902 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Kevin

Last Name : McGlinchey

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As an Amtrak frequent traveler, while | am in favor of progress and improvements to the Northeast Corridor, the
current plan will effectively eliminate the historically and culturally significant village center of Old Lyme. Please
consider removing Alternate 1 from consideration.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #629 DETAIL

Status : Asiin Cormpletid

Record Date : 2/9/2016
First Name : Tracy
Last Name : McGlinchey

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

To Whom It May Concern,

Please consider an alternate route for the high speed federal train proposed to run though our small, historic
town of Old Lyme, Connecticut. | am vehemently OPPOSED to this proposed plan. It would destroy our wildlife
along with many of the historic buildings in our well preserved town. This proposed railway would run by our
schools located in the center of our town, clearly not the best learning environment for young minds.

Also, | am asking that you hold a public forum in or around our town of Old Lyme so residents can get first hand
knowledge regarding this preposterous plan. It's my understanding there were public hearings in New Haven &
Hartford, not anywhere near the town(s) being affected most.

Thank you,

Tracy McGlinchey
14 year Old Lyme Resident



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1325 DETAIL

Status : —_
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Susan
Last Name : McGrath

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am opposed to putting rail service through a historical and arts centered part of Old Lyme,CT. This would
affect art schools, museums and an area that draws people of all ages for entertainment and educational
purposes . Please look at other alternatives to improving rail service. Our family frequently uses Amtrak
between Boston and DC and understands the importance of this service. Thank you



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2656 DETAIL

Status : o Compleisls

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Brendan
Last Name : McGuire

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It has come to my attention that Alternative One, the possible high speed route which would run along the coast
of Connecticut, is currently the most likely to be accepted. As someone who spends a large part of each year
living and working in that area, | am concerned about the impact of such an undertaking. As | understand it, the
route would have to pass right through the town of Old Lyme, an area of significant historic, scenic, cultural,

and environmental significance. If the new high-speed route would follow the existing Amtrak line, | would not
see a problem, but as it is likely that Old Lyme's historic district and the ecologically important Connecticut
River's mouth area would be threatened, | strongly recommend that the inland route, which would serve
Danbury, Waterbury, and Hartford, be reconsidered instead. Thank you for your attention.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #481 DETAIL

Status : (o Complelady

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Carolyn
Last Name : McGuire

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am opposed to Alternative 3 - The Long Island option. This option will ruin the village of floral park, destroy
many businesses and demolish homes. It is also extremely expensive.
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RUBY SEIGEL: Thank you. Okay. Yes.

I see a hand in the crowd. All right. Come on
up. Just make sure you give us your name and
affiliation so we know who you are.

BOB MCGURK: Could we bring up pages 13
and 14 of the atlas, map atlas?

RUBY SEIGEL: I actually don't have the
ability to do that.

BOB MCGURK: Okay.

RUBY SEIGEL: But you're welcome to
give comment, and we're welcome to talk to you
about it in the other room if you like.

BOB MCGURK: Okay. Good evening. My
name's Bob McGurk here on my own behalf. I'm a
registered professional engineer in Delaware.

Primarily here to talk about freight
access for users on the Delmarva Peninsula and
in Delaware County.

I would like to thank the Northeast
corridor FUTURE Team for taking a good look at
the alternatives and develop- -- and paring them
down and really presenting them in a very
easy-to-understand format that can be easily
evaluated by the general public and also by
property owners and potential investors.

I do think as a taxpayer alternative 3
is a little over and above what is realistic
from a financial perspective given the potential
corridor capacity, but I also think the
no-action alternative is disrespectful to the
current users of the system.

And, you know, alternative 1 and
alternative 2 are reasonable and prudent
alternatives that should be considered for
further development and refinement.

Regarding the alternative 1 plans

between Perryville and we'll say the Delaware/PA
line in Claymont, further expansion of the third
and fourth rail along the Chesapeake connector,
I think that's great. We're expanding capacity
in that area. That is definitely a known
chokepoint, and eliminating those chokepoints is
really going to cost effectively expand
passenger service for the area for the corridor.

However, some of the alternatives
presented -- or some of the improvements
presented in alternative 2, especially the
off-alignment alternatives, really hinder
potential expansion and connectors for freight
rail.

We're considering investment in the
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port of Wilmington, and key to that is
double-stacked, 24-hour freight rail access.

You know, it -- it -- there are issues when you
have freight and passenger rail on the same
tracks sharing -- you know, sharing time. Both

freight and passengers lose efficiency. So

providing alternate corridors for them to use,
such as CSX corridor from Perryville all the way
up through to Philadelphia as a dedicated
freight rail corridor through there with some
clearance projects through Delaware County, that
corridor. And then can be double-stacked clear,
and that opens up double-stack clear for CSX
from Baltimore all the way on up north.

Partner that with a loop rail at -- on
the property that MARC is currently considering
for a maintenance yard just east of Perryville.
A loop connector between Norfolk Southern Port
Road and the CSX rail and a clearance project in
Chambersburg could provide both Norfolk Southern
and CSX double-stacked, 24-hour rail access to
the Boxwood facility all the way out to Chicago.
And that route for CSX through reciprocal
switching would only cost them an extra
ten miles rather than having to go through
Baltimore, yet they can realize double-stacked
access. Something that if you -- if you watch

CSX rail going through Delaware County and
through New Castle County, you know, those
containers aren't double-stacked, and that's
wasted dollars right there. That's wasted
movements and, you know, additional cost for
users, shippers, and ultimately the consumer and
taxpayers.

So we'd like to see further investment
in freight rail on that CSX corridor, but the --
especially along the Perryville to Newark route.

In alternative 2, it calls out for an
off-alignment split from Perryville to move up
to Route 40 through Northeast, and then switches
over to the CSX rail up through Newark crossing
back over and joining in Newark. And that —--
that off-line or new segment would really hinder
the use of C- -- of the CSX rail for -- for
unrestricted freight access.

We'd also like to see further
consideration of connectors across the Northeast
corridor. Freight users in Delaware and



Delaware County have major issues getting across
the Northeast corridor, because, number one, we
don't have 24-hour rail access. And, number
two, we don't have double-stack access. And
that can really open up opportunities
economically for properties along the Delaware
River, in Delaware County, New Castle County,
and further down in Sussex and Kent and down the
Delmarva Peninsula.

So as we move forward -- or as the
Northeast corridor team moves forward with those
alternatives, please consider specific access
improvements for freight that enable separation
of passenger and freight rail so that ultimately
both freight and passenger can thrive.

Thank you.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1858 DETAIL

Status : (Eshdingy

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Eileen
Last Name : Mclnerney

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Re: NEC Futures Alternative 1

This option proposes to install new tracks, beginning in Old Saybrook, proceeding across the Connecticut River
shaving about a half hour off the time between Washington DC and Boston.

Other project options with the exception of doing nothing are estimated to be more expensive. The price of
being a half hour faster seems to be unreasonable given the costs, the environmental, economic, historic,

educational impacts yet to be defined.
Please keep me informed.

James Mcinerney

Old Lyme CT 06371

Sent from Windows Mail



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1756 DETAIL _|
Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : James
Last Name : Mcinerney

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Re: NEC Futures Alternative 1

This option proposes to install new tracks, beginning in Old Saybrook, proceeding across the Connecticut River
shaving about a half hour off the time between Washington DC and Boston.

Other project options with the exception of doing nothing are estimated to be more expensive. The price of
being a half hour faster seems to be unreasonable given the costs, the environmental, economic, historic,
educational impacts yet to be defined.

Please keep me informed.

Re: NEC Futures Alternative 1

This option proposes to install new tracks, beginning in Old Saybrook, proceeding across the Connecticut River
shaving about a half hour off the time between Washington DC and Boston.

Other project options with the exception of doing nothing are estimated to be more expensive. The price of
being a half hour faster seems to be unreasonable given the costs, the environmental, economic, historic,
educational impacts yet to be defined.

Please keep me informed.

James Mclnerney

Old Lyme CT 06371



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2161 DETAIL

Status : ]
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Anne-Marie
Last Name : Mcintyre

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. We need to save these special schools!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2209 DETAIL

Status : Banding b
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Aaron
Last Name : Mckee

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose a high speed rail that will displace the Lyme Academy of Fine Arts. Please find another path for the
rail to take. The art school is an important institution, and needs to stay where it is!



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2968 DETAIL

Status : Asiion Gompiatss
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Jody

Last Name : McKee

Stakeholder Comments/issues ;

This cannot happen! The impact on the environment and historic districts is too great! Let alone the expense.
Too much money has already been spent on a poirly laid out "plan".



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2021 DETAIL ]

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Mark
Last Name : McKee

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 #888 DETAIL

Status : JaptionCompletsd)
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Kathleen

Last Name : McKeever

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please take this proposal off the table. Old Lyme's historic district is a beautiful, SMALL, area in Old Lyme. |f
this proposal goes through, it will RUIN this area of town.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #243 DETAIL

Status : Pending?
Record Date : 1/23/2016
First Name :  Marie
Last Name : McKeon

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Strongly opposed to Alternative 1. It makes no impact on increased passenger use and stands to disrupt our
community irreversibly.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #449 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Marie
Last Name : McKeon

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a 4th generation resident of Old Lyme, not only do | strongly oppose Alternative 1, | question how this ever
came to be an option.It clearly would be a waste of taxpayer money with no significant change or improvement
for rail travel. It would however destroy a very beautiful small town with protected wetlands, diverse wildlife and
an historic art community. | would really like to know by name, the party or person who came up with this.
There is no logic behind it.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #36 DETAIL

Status : ]

Record Date : 12/3/2015
First Name : Eugene
Last Name : McKeown

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The new tunnel under the Hudson is needed - URGENTLY

It will cut down on auto emissions, and improve the economy of New Jersey and New York

| go from Shenzhen China to Chaoshan China on a high speed train. They built tunnels and bridges for this
high speed line. It use to take by car 7 hours, now | do it in 2 1/2 hours - that is why China is becoming a
powerful nation. We can't even build a high speed line or tunnel in the Northeast



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #539 DETAIL

Status : phAction Completed s

Record Date : 2/4/2016
First Name : Barbara and James McKie
Last Name : McKie

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

We urge you to find a different route than the one currently being proposed
for re-routing the railroad tracks through the center of Old Lyme, ruining
the town's historic and art districts.

A letter with more detail is attached.
Barbara and James McKie

mckieart@



Name Barbara and James McKie
Address
City Lyme, CT (right on the border of Lyme and Old Lyme

Date: February 4, 2016

NEC FUTURE

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

New York, NY 10004

RE: Federal Rail Administration NEC Draft Plans
To Whom It May Concern:

As a resident of the Town of Lyme just next to Old Lyme, we want to express opposition to the
Northeast Corridor Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement “Alternative 17
proposal. Our concern lies in the fact that this proposal will significantly alter the historical and
art oriented areas in the beautiful town of Old Lyme. It will give great problems to residents, and
the plan has the train going through the beautiful Lyme Academy of Fine Arts where both of us
studied art.

We sce no need to make a trail into the historic and artistic parts of Old Lyme only to go
diagonally across the river, versus going next to the current track! It would not only ruin the
town, and the school, but also cost more money to build!

Moving the Amtrak tracks inland through Old Lyme would have severe social and
environmental impacts on our town. As “Alternative 17 currently stands, these impacts would
include the potential for destruction of homes, businesses, and the Old Lyme Historic District
(which includes our town hall, schools, library, art galleries, shops, homes, the Florence
Griswold Museum, and the Lyme Academy of Fine Arts) and it would have significant
environmental impacts such as additional pollution and the removal of wetlands, open space, and

natural resources.
We therefore request that the proposed rail changes that affect Old Lyme be removed from
‘Alternative 1’ and I urge you to look at other solutions regarding improving the Northeast

Corridor. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara and James McKie




NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1227 DETAIL

Status : 4
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : McKillop

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

Opposition to NEC rail expansion through Old Lyme is short sighted. The future economic benefits of a high
speed train (stopping in Saybrook) far outweigh the relatively modest dislocation. Much of the land in question
had already been set aside for the expansion of 195 in the 1960's. It hardly cuts Old Lyme in haif as it is next to
a highway that did that generations ago and no one has objected in 70 years. Old Communities that will be
serviced by this train will be at the center of growth in decades to come. Those not, will be economic
backwaters.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2032 DETAIL

Status : AclionDompistEd)
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Craig

Last Name : Mcknight

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative #1 for the rail expansion project because it would destroy a portion of the historic village,
would bisect the Lyme Art Academy campus and would endanger nearby wetlands. Alternative #2 makes the
most economic sense for our state, connecting both Hartford and the UCONN campus to Providence, New
Haven and Boston. This will provide the economic driver we need for CT to be competitive in the Northeast.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #583 DETAIL |

Status : (Action Complaten
Record Date : 2/7/2016

First Name : Nicholas

Last Name : McKnight

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| have been a resident of Old Lyme, CT for over 20 years and would like to ensure that my town is not changed,
nor the environment harmed by the process of modernizing the rail system. | understand a need for better
railway, and support that. | just would like to see minimum damage to our beautiful home and the Old Lyme salt
marshes.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1091 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Nicholas
Last Name : McKnight

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

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

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

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

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

Thank you for your attention.

Nicholas McKnight



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1813 DETAIL

Status :

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

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 #801 DETAIL

Status : e

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Susan
Last Name : McKnight

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

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

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

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

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1216 DETAIL

Status : _

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Tory
Last Name : McKnight

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

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

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

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

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

Thank you for your attention.

Tory McKnight



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1714 DETAIL

Status : oPEnding )

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Tory
Last Name : McKnight

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| strongly believe that Alternative 1 will rob Connecticut of more than it will give us. Alternative one is barely
faster than 2 and 3, but will bisect the town of Old Lyme and ruin its character and historical value. The historic
district of Old Lyme would be bisected by alternative one; this district was an epicenter for impressionist art and
is known as an "artist colony". The Congregational church in the historic district of Old Lyme is the most painted
church in Connecticut. This district is also home to the Lyme Academy of Fine Art, the Florence Griswold
Museum, and the Lyme Art Association. Other than that, the other issue is that this railroad will bisect the
marsh ecosystem. This marsh is a breeding ground for the osprey, which are an endangered preditory sea bird.
These osprey which have cripplingly low populations in the world, actually THRIVE in Old Lyme, but they will
leave or die if their home becomes bisected by a 150mph train. These populations will not be able to be
sustained elsewhere, and we will drive them even closer to extinction... The Old Lyme marsh is also home to
one of the most amazing wildlife phenomenon in North America: the Swallow Murmuration. | would urge you to
look this up on youtube, as it is one of the most amazing wildlife phenomena you will ever see. At dusk and
dawn in August and September, half a million swallows swirl together in a tornado formation and swoop and
twirl in unison over the marsh of Old Lyme CT. It is mindblowing, and has attracted attention from tourists
world-wide. The train would disrupt these birds home, and potentially stop the murmuration forever...I would
strongly urge you to consider the cost of Alternative 1 in terms of things which truly matter, like history, heritage,
endangered wildlife, and enchanting phenomenon like the murmuration, which will no longer be possible.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #302 DETAIL

Status : cfstisnCompleted,

Record Date : 1/27/12016
First Name : Darie
Last Name : McLaughlin

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The effect needing study is China's rescinding of the one child policy and its affect on how the public will be
introduced to a once a year commute as the only realistic use for upgrading the rail system in the east and
connecting L.A. with San Francisco in the west.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1120 DETAIL

Status : r

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Matthew
Last Name : McLaughlin

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am looking into investing in some more property along the shoreline in southeastern CT. | will not do so if
there is a chance that a rail line might suddeniy appear in the backyards- That would ruin property values. Why
can't the existing rail lines be improved? That would have to cost far less money and take far less time; I'm sure
there are many places along the NEC that need the money more. | hope there will public meetings and
discussions far in advance of any possible decisions. Thanks



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #514 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/3/2016
First Name : Marcia
Last Name : McLean

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The current plan for the NEC (Alt 1) which will go through the center of the historic village of Old Lyme, is not
only devastating to the community, but also impractical. The historic district of the town is in the center of the
proposed rail bed, this includes an art museum, a college of fine arts; historical houses and the town's only
commercial district. This plan will ruin the small businesses that are located in town and will eliminate the
historic district, a place of national importance to the American Impressionist movement. If the intention of the
plan is move the rail beds away from the shoreline and the potential for flooding, storm damage etc. moving
them parallel to 195 does nothing to accomplish this goal. The center of town is also within a flood zone due to
the number of rivers that flow into the Connecticut River - the Lieutenant River, Duck River, Back River and
other small tributaries are all in or very close to the center of town and run under the 1-95 corridor. | understand
the need to modernize the existing bridge crossing the CT river, but there is no need to spend millions of
taxpayer dollars on rerouting the entire NEC. What does this accomplish? The desire to move Amtrak service
closer to Hartford is not served by moving the rail beds further north by less 10 miles, and Hartford is a city that
is in decline. Connecticut's high corporate tax is not going to attract business anytime soon, so why cater to a
declining population?? What benefits are had by moving the rail beds to the center of an historic village - | can't
think of one, but | can certainly think of many disadvantages. If the bridge needs updating that is
understandable, and it can be replaced, but spending millions of money to redesign the entire NEC seems like
government bureaucracy at its best.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1644 DETAIL

Status : WJhtead’

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : McMahon

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am opposed to NEC Future Alternative . It effectively decimates the historic district of Old Lyme and its only
commercial district. | am concerned about the environmental impact as well.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2495 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Joyce
Last Name : McMullen

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 University of New Haven strives to continue furthering the education of all students whom have enrolled for
a better academic career and to disrupt it with a railroad is inexcusable. There must be alternative routes that
can be implemented.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2990 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Martha
Last Name : McNair

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| grew up in Old Lyme, and when the center of town became an historic landmark, we children were told that it
would be preserved by the government from all future attempts to modernize. Is the government planning on
going back on its word?



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1846 DETAIL

Status : % Pending “»
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Kasey
Last Name : McNatt

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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

Sincerely,

Kasey McNatt



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1831 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Dennis
Last Name : McNerney

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| 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 #1466 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : McNiff

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please don't consider alternative one as it would not offer much improvement and would seriously and
negatively impact the Ct shoreline. The area around the CT river where it joins Long Island Sound, in
particular, is a great natural and historical treasure and should be preserved from the disruption which would be
caused by Alternative One. On the other hand Alternative Two would link CT's capital city to the NEC and have
far greater overall benefits, including creating alternative routes to northern NE.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1103 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : McQuade

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

STOP, STOP, STOP this plan which would have horrific effects to our historic district and our local environment
which has been an inspiration to artists for generations, it would decimate the only business area our small
town has and for what? I/2 hour decreased time on the Washington, DC to Boston route!! --and for 60 billion
dollars? You can't destroy an entire town for so little gain!!



KNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #560 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/5/2016
First Name : Susan
Last Name : McQuade

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

It is absolutely unconscionable that Amtrak would think to re-route their tracks through the center of Old Lyme. |
grew up in Old Lyme and have a cottage at the beach. Old Lyme is a very small community and your
proposition to re route through the center of the town would totally destroy the entire town as it has been and
we know it. It will have to be re-built elsewhere causing great financial stress for the residents & business
owners. Secondly re routing the tracks would cause irreparable harm to the marshes, wildlife and the CT river
banks. Amtrak use the tracks that are currently in place!



dependent on mobility options. Further, these studies should also review the potential for
implementing this stop in the near future, not waiting until the completion of the Gateway
project. This essential piece in realizing the potential of the Lautenberg Station as a critical
regional hub must be recognized and implemented as soon as possible.

We also want to emphasize the importance of the Bergen Loop in the future regional rail
network. This improvement merits a somewhat minor mention in the DEIS, but is a significant
element for thousands of New Jersey commuters.

We appreciate this opportunity to comment, and offer to meet at your convenience to discuss the
MRC’s perspective on the NEC improvements.

Chief Executive Officer

JK/It



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #396 DETAIL

Status : JAction Compietert,

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Jennifer
Last Name : Michelson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

We should do our best to preserve historical districts



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2746 DETAIL

Status : (hread 5

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Taritha L.
Last Name : Middleton

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As you know, two years ago, the University formed a partnership with Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts, a
leading fine arts school in Old Lyme, Conn. The development of this affiliation can be described as nothing
short of extraordinary, highlighted by enroliment growth and the creation of new, innovative programs at our
main campus in West Haven and our satellite campus in Tuscany, Italy.

However, a recent development is threatening the long-term vitality of this picturesque campus in Old Lyme.
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) has proposed building new train tracks in the area, and one of the
alternatives calls for tracks to run directly through our campus. We believe these plans are unacceptable as
they would destroy the campus community, endanger the federally protected areas of the Connecticut River
Estuary and ruin the aesthetic quality of Old Lyme's nationally recognized historic district. Other proposed
alternatives make far more sense, such as one that would head north along 1-91 to Hartford and then on to
Providence and Boston, providing much-needed train access to inland areas.

You can help show your support for Lyme Academy College by visiting http://iwww.necfuture.com/get_involved
and expressing your opposition to Alternative 1 of the FRA’s Northeast Corridor Futures proposal. You can do
this by submitting a simple statement that says the following:

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2833 DETAIL

Status : Betion CampletE

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Said
LLast Name : Mikki

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #238 DETAIL

Status ‘hction Complefg”

Record Date : 1/22/2016
First Name : Michael
Last Name : Milardo

‘Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I am a resident of old Lyme

| am 68 years old and still working !!!

| just moved to old Lyme in May of 2015

After years of work and smart investments......... | finally saved enough money to buy the house | always
wanted in what is considered one of the best neighborhood in old Lyme......... Now only to find that my property
values will be trashed if this plan goes through !!!!

| am definetly very unhappy about this and will do everything in my power as a concerned resident of old Lyme
...... To see that this plan gets defeated !!!

MICHAEL A MILARDO



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1849 DETAIL

Status : ‘Pefding =

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Lorraine
Last Name : Miles

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| see no justification for NECFutures
alternative 1 since it would have such negative impacts on the environmental, economic & historic aspects of
Old Lyme, CT



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2573 DETAIL

Status Ao GapietEd

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Anne
Last Name : Miller

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

While | welcome any upgrade of passenger rail in the northeast, | can't believe that the plan for high speed rail
bypasses the major urban area of Springfield, MA, instead creating an entirely new route through a rural part of
northern CT that does not even have an existing right of way. A recent forum in Palmer, MA concerning a
possible passenger rail stop there had over 100 people attending. We have collected over 5,000 signatures in
just a few months since then from local small businesses and individuals. And that's just Paimer--there is
enormous support in the areas surrounding our small town, some of whom have representatives who have
contacted us and are also interested in a Palmer stop, and we intend to expand our campaign to those areas
soon. Please reconsider running the high speed line via Springfield and Palmer to Boston.



LNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2403 DETAIL

Status : ARGt ampleted:

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Colleen
Last Name : Miller

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To the 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.”

Colleen Miller
Class of 1992



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2085 DETAIL

Status : ‘Aduon Completest)

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jeremiah
Last Name : Miller

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #472 DETAIL

Status : TAGlion Completes,
Record Date : 2/1/12016

First Name : Laura Lee

Last Name : Miller

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a resident of Old Lyme, CT, | am vehemently opposed to this plan to disrupt and alter the community of Old
Lyme which is an historic CT village and the home of the CT River Artists' Colony dating back to 1900. The
existing train line is in the least disruptive location and should remain so. We will fight this plan and will not
surrender our town, homes and the historic value of this famous CT. shoreline community.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2773 DETAIL

Status : “ActignComplgled
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Libby

Last Name : Miller

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose the proposed route.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1431 DETAIL

Status : (Ao Gomplefed |

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Pam
Last Name : Miller

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I do not support alternative 1. Aside from the impact on old lyme, | believe more connectivity is important.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1358 DETAIL

Status : tUnrad.?
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Cynthia

Last Name : Miller-Aird

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| was just told about the proposal to build a high speed train through the center of our historic downtown. | am
shocked and saddened by that option. Old Lyme is one of the most beautiful shoreline communities and the
center of our town is filled with historic homes, our town hall, dozens of art galleries and one of the most
important art museums in the state of CT. | commute into NY City out of Old Saybrook on a weekly basis and
find the current transportation options more than adequate. | think the idea to destroy a downtown just to
improve the speed of a train between NY and Boston reprehensible.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3071 DETAIL

Status : ol
Record Date : 2/17/2016
First Name : Richard

Last Name : Miller-Murphy

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."

Richard Miller-Murphy (Rich)
Director of Marketing
Blood, Laboratory and Medical Services

New York, NY 10065
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This email transmission and any documents, files or previous email messages attached to it may contain
information that is confidential or legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient or a person responsible
for delivering this transmission to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you must not read this
transmission and that any disclosure, copying, printing, distribution or use of this transmission is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify the sender by telephone or
return email and delete the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving in any manner.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2914 DETAIL

Status : S@gtion Gompletet
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Peter

Last Name : Trentacoste

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please be advised that this firm represents the Incorporated Village of
Mineola (Village). The attached comments are respectfully submitted on
behalf of the Village

Peter S. Trentacoste, Esq.

Spellman Rice Gibbons

Polizzi & Truncale, LLP

229 Seventh Street - Suite 100

P.O. Box 7775

Garden City, New York 11530

516-592-6835

This email and the documents accompanying it contain information which is
confidential and/or legally privileged. The information is intended only



for the use of the individual or entity addressed on this email. If you are
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any reliance on the
contents of this information is strictly prohibited, and that the documents
should be returned to this firm immediately. In this regard, if you have
received this email in error, please notify us by phone at 516-592-6800
immediately so that we can arrange the return of the documents.

Attachments : Village of Mineola.pdf (85 kb)



INCORPORATED VILLAGE OF MINEOLA

Written Comments Concerning
the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS

February 16, 2016

Introduction

The following comments are submitted by and on behalf of the Incorporated Village of
Mineola (Mineola) with respect to the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement

(NEC Future).

NEC Future is a planning effort to define, evaluate, and prioritize future investments in
the Northeast Corridor (NEC) from Washington, D.C. to Boston.

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) has developed three distinct Action
Alternatives for evaluation in the NEC Future.

Alternative 1 maintains the role of rail as it is today in the region, with the level of rail
service keeping pace with the growth in population in the Study Area.

Alternative 2 grows the role of rail, expanding rail service at a rate greater than the
growth in regional population and employment.

Alternative 3 transforms the role of rail, supporting trips over longer distances and to
places not currently connected by passenger rail, thereby positioning rail as the dominant mode
for Interregional travel to urban centers along the NEC. Alternative 3 includes new route options
operating between Washington, D.C., and Boston separate from the existing NEC. Specially,
Alternative 3 proposes high speed rail service via Long Island by providing service through Long
Island and northern New Haven and Hartford Counties, CT.

These comments are intended to assist the FRA in the preparation of an appropriate and
useful EIS so that both the lead agency and the public may properly evaluate any proposal for the
NEC, especially Alternative 3 as it relates to Long Island. In the absence of a formal detailed
plan and based upon basic information provided in the Draft EIS, Mineola provides the
following comments.

1. Based upon the information provided, the NEC Future is insufficient in evaluating the
significant impacts which will occur in the communities through which the project
will extend. For example, traffic impacts may (and will) occur beyond the limited
study area both during construction and on a permanent basis. Impacts upon
businesses outside the proposed limited study area may well flow from activities



which occur track-side. NEC Future should take into account the unique arrangement
of each individual community involved, the individual dynamic of each community
and the natural relationship which each community has with public transportation,
especially rail transport.

2. NEC Future must consider all potential property acquisitions needed. One of the
driving forces in determining the impacts of and thus the construction feasibility of
different design (or no-action) alternatives will be the economic effects upon local
communities, especially with regard to loss of real estate assessed valuation. This
same principle applies to potential temporary takings for construction period
purposes.

3. NEC Future must consider all neighborhood and community disruption. Every
development has a neighborhood impact. Those impacts must be considered.

4. NEC Future must consider traffic impact and conduct an appropriate traffic analysis
and study.

5. NEC Future must consider the noise impact and conduct an appropriate noise analysis
and study.

6. NEC Future must consider the impact in parking and conduct an appropriate analysis
and study.

7. NEC Future must consider if advancement will result in any loss of assessed
valuation in the communities, and a method to compensate those communities on a

permanent basis for such Joss must be devised.
8. NEC Future must conduct a careful analysis of impacts upon businesses.

9. NEC Future must consider the impact on public safety and security and conduct an
appropriate analysis and study.

It is respectfully suggested that the FRA give significant weight and attention to
Mineola’s above comments.

Conclusion

Commentary upon the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement prior to
any presentation of a potential design for the proposed project is a very difficult chore. Without
design detail (or even concept), one is left only to surmise what is proposed. Such surmise has
not been made here. As a result, further comment will be made once a design shall have been
proposed.



Long Island is a special place. The residents of Long Island strive to preserve and
promote a quality of life which focuses upon safety, security, fine homes, manicured lawns,
uncluttered roads, culture, recreation, education and a sense of community. Any project
proposed for Long Island must also protect and promote that quality of life.

Long Island also has a special business community. The business owners and
professionals in the village are committed to complementing the residential community in
promoting Long Island as a wonderful place to visit or in which to live or work.

It is urged that the environmental review of the proposed NEC Future take into
consideration and share in, at every phase and in every category of review, the promotion of the
dearly-held values of the Long Island community.

Respectfully submitted,
Scott P. Strauss,

Mayor
Incorporated Village of Mineola



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2080 DETAIL

Status : céction Cormpiéied)

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Virginia
Last Name : Millhiser

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

I oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. It will also destroy the views and quiet of the
Lieutenant River, one of the last underdeveloped areas in and around Old Lyme.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2438 DETAIL

Status : P
Record Date : /16/2016

First Name : Robert
Last Name : Mills
Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2186 DETAIL

Status : L ]

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Travis
Last Name : Minetti

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 #808 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Bonnie Gallo
Last Name : Minkler

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

11 February 2016

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:

Please, please, no! Not another shortsighted state project that puts natural places and wildlife at risk and as a
result, diminishes our world and our lives!!! 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 ill-advised proposal would chop off and destroy 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.

The laws that established National Wildlife Refuges state that the land should not be used for purposes OTHER
than 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.

Sincerely,
Bonnie Gallo Minkler
Baltimore, MD



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3077 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/17/2016
First Name :

Last Name : Peter

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,

Peter Minkler



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #652 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/9/2016
First Name : Joseph
Last Name : Miragliuolo

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| understand there is an option being considered, which entails going through rural northeastern CT. That would
radically change (read: ruin) a beautiful, bucolic area with absolutely no gain for the residents. We already have
a suitable corridor, which is already dedicated to transportation--Route 95. If the rural route is acted upon,
there will be more than considerable resistance from a well-educated, vocal population.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2063 DETAIL |

Status :

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

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. As a long time professor at the college | have
seen the extraordinary lives of our students grow and thrive, the college build strong relationships and support
from local community, who become part of our students lives. With the new merger with University of New
Haven the college continues to grow, to develop a unique and powerful arts program. our students go on to
major graduate programs with full scholarship, and create dynamic lives in the arts all over the country. Only
recently new dorms were built, and our community is truly a testament to the arts and culture of CT. In addition,
the town of Old Lyme remains historically important to the history of the arts in America, with a long tradition
going back to the American Impressionist movement. To put a rail line right through it would devastate its
historical significance, along with our very special school.



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2259 DETAIL

Status : Fanang:
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Stephanie
Last Name : Miranda

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| strongly oppose Alternative 1 of the NEC futures proposal because it would destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1923 DETAIL

Status : _

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Pouya
Last Name : Mirmahboub

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1132 DETAIL

Status : e
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : arthur

Last Name : misiaszek

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alternative 1 includes a proposed alignment through my community of Old Lyme, CT. Additional engineering
and reasonable mitigation is required to make this alternative acceptable to me and my family. We support the
vision of NEC Future and understand and support the proposed improvements in the NEC.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1309 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Peg

Last Name : Mitchel

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am writing to you today to express my opinion about the possible impact of the proposed rail line which would
cut through several towns in our area. Of major concern is your proposal known as 'Alternative 1' which
proposes the addition of a new rail segment between Old Saybrook Station and Kenyon, RI. This plan shifts the
rail line northward of the current route and will run through several communities in Southeastern CT but it's
potential impact on historic Old Lyme Village and the natural resources surrounding the area where the
Connecticut River meets Long Island Sound is unthinkable.

The Lower Connecticut River Valley has been recognized by many state, national and international
organizations as ecologically important and is considered to be one of the Western Hemisphere's forty "Last
Great Places." It is one of our most important natural, recreational and scenic areas in the Northeast and
many communities have not only worked hard to protect this natural resource but preserve their town's
historical character. Old Lyme is a "jewel" In the Ct River Valley and this proposal will surely comprise the
historical significance of this picture perfect community and the natural resources surrounding it.

| understand the importance of improving and expanding our railway systems but not at this expense. Careful
planning is key to any good decision. | encourage you to visit our beautiful area and hope that you will see why
this proposal must be stopped.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Peg Mitchel



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1033 DETAIL

Status : cion Campieed

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Alison
Last Name : Mitchell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am 84 years old and a native of Old Lyme Connecticut. | am deeply distressed that the proposed Alternative 1
will virtually disect the town that is a gem of small town America. It has been a flourishing cultural community
and has an impressive history since its establishment in the 1600s. It stands proudly guarding the mouth of the
Connecticut River.

I find the lack of communication with town officials and citizenry appalling. Please do not destroy my faith in the
democratic process. As | have said to my friends and neighbors | plan to fight this proposal in any way that |
can. The plan is so poorly conceived that | cannot believe that anyone involved at NEC has ever stepped foot in
our town. Please go back to the drawing board and put your glasses on. Thank you for listening.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #986 DETAIL

Stats iaciion Copleted!

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Pamela
Last Name : Mitchell

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The destruction of Old Lyme, CT in favor of NEC's Alternative 1 is an abomination. I'm crying at the thought.
Old Lyme has such history, grace, and beauty and is a glorious piece of the small-town America fabric. Please,
please stop the madness!



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1384 DETAIL B

Status : LY
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : SANDRA
Last Name : MITCHELL

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| STRONGLY OPPOSE ALTERNATIVE | FOR THE NORTHEAST CORRIDOR. THE TOWN OF OLD LYME
IS AN HISTORIC AND IMPORTANT TOWN KNOWN FOR ITS PLACE IN AMERICA'S ART HISTORY. IT
ALSO HAS A FRAGILE ECOSYSTEM.
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MR. MITCHELL: Hello. I'm Steven Mitchell. I'm

kind of a complicated sort. 1I'm on the board of directors of
the East Coast Greenway, and I'm a car dealer.
I rode my bicycle across country when 1 was 20, I

went backwards through the windshield of a car when I was 32
years old. Being on the board for East Coast Greenway for the
past six years, I got to see amazing cities, and multimodal is
the way to go, it's the way of the future.

Just as a little preface to the Millennials here,
we drove the other night to Bikes vs. Cars, the movie here in
Hartford the other night, and we used a new Volvo hybrid, and
we used zero gasoline. The electricity we used for that car
came off of the solar panels on our Volvo showroom. SO the
Volvo was powered by the sun. Pretty cool stuff.

So in the essence of this, I also have done a walk
of shame, I was explaining on the way in. I rode my bicycle
from Baltimore to Washington, D.C., and I tried to take an
Amtrak back from Washington back to BWI, and I was told to get
off the train, because I had a bicycle on the train. And the
train had already left the landing, and I had to walk about
400 yards back to the platform. That's unacceptable.

So for the future of Bmerica and again for many
people in here, most people are here from the State of
Connecticut, people are leaving the state. I think we all get
that. And for us to attract young people, it's going to be
difficult for Connecticut, because we're competing with
Boston. My son, who went to San Francisco, is now in Boston.
and that's why, the cities that have become bicycle friendly
communities, it all comes together. And not to dis cars too
bad. But it's a system that has to work. Thank you.

HEARING OFFICER SIEGEL: Thank you. I see a hand.

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



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #416 DETAIL —[

Status : (Mistion Gompleted

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Daniel
Last Name : Mittelman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please recommend alternative 2 or 3. Alternative 1's cost and disruption are not justified by the relatively minor
reduction in travel time.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1339 DETAIL

Status : L

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Joyce
Last Name : Mietschnig

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Old Lyme is one of the last great places in Conn. And should not be turned into a rail corridor. Old Lyme is a
historic art community as one of the birthplaces of American Impressionism and the Lyme Academy of Fine
Arts would be destroyed. Don't do this to our town!



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1386 DETAIL

Status : (UnrEsts>
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Peter

Last Name : Miletschnig

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please extend the public comment period for six months



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #232 DETAIL

Status : (ATt smptsteds

Record Date : 1/22/2016
First Name : Bradley
Last Name : Mock

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I have a concern about the placement of the rail in Alterative Option 1 as it pertains to the path through Old
Lyme.

The alternative 1 plan on Map Sheet 32 does not highlight any of the cultural significant locations within Old
Lyme as noted here:
http://www.oldlyme-ct.gov/Pages/OldlymeCT_Selectmen/FRA_DraftMapCTRiver121515.pdf

The "purple line" appears drawn rather cavalierly through the heart of downtown.
I sincerely hope this drawing is a "rough draft" and not an actual plan as this would completely decimate the
only commercial part of the entire town and runs right through the a college campus.

This rail provides nothing for the town of Old Lyme - there is no stop here. | strongly recommend that more
care be taken in the placement of any new rail. | understand that communities will be affected, but please
refrain from decimation.

Thank you.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1201 DETAIL

Status : _

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Bernecia
Last Name : Moeller

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The high speed express trains running through eastern Connecticut have already negatively impacted several
communities, and damaged shoreline habitat vital to fish and fishing in Long Island Sound. To further damage
our shoreline--and you must acknowledge it is damage, only justified as for the 'greater good'. This is not the

first time that negative impact has been so justified, and no greater good achieved, so that argument holds no

water.



INEC_ DEIS Comments - RECORD #1754 DETAIL

Status : <

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Mar
Last Name : Mogolion

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| strongly recommend present rail lines through the CT shoreline be made rails-to-trails and new rail lines
added along or between the present freeway 1-95 for minimal environmental impact. This would be a very
progressive move such as done in Chicago.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1753 DETAIL

Status : ZRending =
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Mar

Last Name : Mogollon

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| strongly recommend present rail lines through the CT shoreline be made rails-to-trails and new rail lines
added along or between the present freeway 1-95 for minimal environmental impact. This would be a very
progressive move such as done in Chicago.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #863 DETAIL

Status Action, Completed

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Nancy
Last Name : Mol

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a home owner in Old Lyme, CT, | am greatly distressed and concerned about the welfare of our town. | am
very much opposed to the Alternative 1 of the draft EIS for the NEC plan to improve rail service.

The Alternative 1 option would destroy our historical district and buildings, specifically The Florence Griswold
Museum. Our town's Art cornerstones, Lyme Art Association and Lyme Art Academy of Fine Arts would also

be decimated.

The environmental effects on Old Lyme would be devastating in terms of destroying wetlands, open space and
areas of archeological importance. Neighborhoods would be destroyed along with our town library.

The real estate value of our property would be greatly impacted.

Please reconsider and not move toward this Alternative 1 option of this plan. | am strongly opposed to
Alternative 1 and implore you to look into other solutions to improve rail service between large cities.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #205 DETAIL

Status : iActinn Gompletsd

Record Date : 1/20/2016
First Name : Andrew
Last Name : Moll

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I am a frequent user of the NEC trains. | think only Alternative 1 or some variation of it should be considered.
There is one bridge in Northern NJ that should be replaced, and the tunnels into NY Penn station should be
upgraded/maintained, perhaps also the tunnels in Baltimore. Doing or requesting too much is going to get the
entire project killed by Congress or local voters. Tell the public that this is a needed expense and people are
probably more likely to approve.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2458 DETAIL

Status : |

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jessica
Last Name : Monagle

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 #1497 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Kimberly
Last Name : Monson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Hello,

| am submitting this request for the NEC to change the plan to run a high speed train though historic Old Lyme
CT. It's an irresponsible choice. Old Lyme is the home of American Impressionism, artistically and historically
significant for those unaware (which this plan would suggest). Along the highway is the Lyme Art Association
the oldest national art association and a celebrated fine arts college, The Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts
that has been training artists traditionally for 40 years. Also along the highway, in the direct path of this bad
plan, is the Florence Griswold Museum, Miss Floence house every major impressionist worth a damn when
they came in to paint from NYC, Boston, and Philly. Many relocated or bought homes in Lyme or Old Lyme
because of the painterly light unique to this area reminiscent of the south of France, UNIQUE. It may seem
insignificant as art is not respected and beautiful places get overlooked. But this plan would destroy something
very special, fragile and beautiful. This plan is irresponsible and needs to be re routed. Do the right thing.





