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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. 

 
 



























































































































.~RegionalWaterA,uthori!y 

South Central Connecticlit Regional Water Authority 
90 Sargent Drive, New Haven, Connecticut 06511-5966 203.562.4020 
http://www.rwater.com 

February 16,2016 

Ms. Sarah Feinberg NECFuture V 
Administrator US Department of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue Southeast One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
Washington, DC 20590 New York, NY 10004 

RE: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Administrator Feinberg: 

On behalf ofthe South Central Connecticut Regional Water Authority, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 
Federal Railroad Administration's NEC Future Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS"). The DEIS is a milestone 
achievement that will enable the future development of the Northeast Corridor in a manner that improves passenger 
experiences and supports economic development. 

The South Central Connecticut Regional Water Authority is a non-profit public corporation and political subdivision of the 
State of Connecticut. We provide an average of 45 million gallons of drinking water a day to a population of almost 430,000 
consumers in 15 south central Connecticut municipalities. 

The DEIS presents three alternatives for consideration. Because the DEIS looks broadly over the entire system, no single 
alternative truly captures the essence of our community's core objectives, namely significantly-improved commuter travel time 
to New York City, together with improved travel times and more frequent service to Washington and Boston. In fact, one of 
the alternatives presented prescribes new alignments that could entirely bypass New Haven and some of the coastal corridor of 
Connecticut. 

I call your attention to Alternative 3 that re-aligns much of the existing NEC. This alternative is, by far, the most costly ofthe 
alternatives at an estimated cost of $267-$308 billion dollars. I urge you to reject Alternative 3 which, in our opinion, will 
negatively impact the economics of New Haven and other urban centers. It also has the largest environmental impacts and 
highest costs of the three alternatives. 

I encourage you to support Connecticut's center cities by focusing your recommendations on the existing coastal corridor and 
the Hartford-Springfield line. New Haven, and the other cities on these existing routes, need higher-speed, higher-frequency 
service in order to support economic development efforts and access to jobs. 

In closing, let me again express strong support for the DEIS process and future improvements to the Northeast Corridor. I 
encourage you to issue a fmal EIS that recommends: (1) dramatically improved commuter travel time from New Haven to 
New York City on the coastal route; (2) improved travel time and more frequent service to and from Washington and Boston 
on the coastal and Hartford-Springfield routes; and (3) a final decision that keeps urban areas, like New Haven, on the primary 
alignment. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

REGIONAL WAT9 AUTHORITY 

£/~r-p~~ 
Edward O. Norris, III, P.E. 
Vice President - Asset Management 

EON:vc 

cc Larry Bingaman 





































REX

REGIONAL ECONOMIC 
XCELLERATION 

Ms. Sarah Feinberg
 
Administrator
 
Federal Railroad Administration
 
1200 New Jersey Avenue Southeast
 
Washington, DC 20590
 

NEC Future
 
US Department of Transportation
 
Federal Railroad Administration
 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429
 
New York, NY 10004
 

February 10, 2016 

RE: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Administrator Feinberg: 

I am writing on behalf of REX Development concerning the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement. As a promoter
 
of economic expansion and retention, I am deeply concerned about FRA's intent to analyze future route alignments which bypass
 
Union Station in New Haven.
 

Future rail service must contribute to the nation's economic competitiveness and New Haven plays an important role in the nation's
 
economic recovery. The City's population grew 5% in the last US Census and the jobs base grew 2% in just the past year. The
 
significance of the center city - where Union Station is located - is equally important as approximately 60% of the region's available
 •jobs are also located in the center city. New Haven features one of the hottest rental residential markets in the country and our ..J 
major institutions, Yale University and Yale-New Haven Hospital, are global innovators that are succeeding in part because of their <C
location in the very heart of the City and at the very center of Connecticut's passenger rail network. -I ­
REX Development is a public/private partnership promoting economic development in South Central Connecticut. Funded by the Z 
towns of the South Central Regional Council of Governments and private sector partners, REX promotes programs and policies IIJ 
aimed at making the region more competitive in the global economy. REX also coordinates the development and implementation of I ­
the Comprehensive Economic Development Strategies. o 

D-
In no uncertain terms, intercity and commuter rail are essential to the economic development of our region. The highways are C
heavily congested; there are no major airports in the region; and there is an urgent need to upgrade the existing rail infrastructure. IIJ
The system must be viewed in its entirety and I urge you to work with the State of Connecticut and the Metropolitan Transportation I-
Authority to upgrade the eXisting Northeast Corridor in Connecticut and introduce any and all new service on this shoreline route. In ­
other words, do not analyze an inland route, which would bypass three of Connecticut's major economic centers - Stamford, -~Bridgeport and New Haven. Moving people in and out of New Haven on state-of-the-art rail systems is too important for us and for ..Jthe many other businesses that are grOWing in this region. Instead, I urge you to invest the nation's infrastructure resources in a 

Zmanner that supports the economic future of southern Connecticut. 
::J 

•
(/) 

truly Yours'I'~~! z..t 
~1V'-lV 

I 

3: 
~I yKozlpw o 

Executive Dir ctor I ­
REX Devef ent III545 Long Wharf Drive, 4th Floor ..­
New Haven, cr 06511 •
203-821-3682 Z 

o-C) 
IIJ 
IX545 Long Wharf Drive, 4th Floor, New Haven, CT 06511 

T 203821 3682 F 203 821 3683 W'N'N.rexdevelopment.org IIJ 
ZBETHANY BRANFORD EAST HAVEN GUILFORD HAMDEN MADISON MERIDEN MILFORD 

NEW HAVEN NORTH BRANFORD NORTH HAVEN ORANGE WALLINGFORD WEST HAVEN WOODBRIDGE o 













STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS 

HISTORICAL PRESERVATION & HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Old State House· 150 Benefit Street· Providence, R.I. 02903-1209 

TEL (401) 222-2678 FAX (401) 222-2968 

TIY / Relay 711 Website www.preservation.ri.gov 

23 December 2015 

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
NEC Future Program Manager 
USDOT - Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, New York 10004 

Re:	 NEC Future 
Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement & Revised Draft Programmatic Agreement 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

The staff ofthe Rhode Island Historical Preservation and Heritage Commission (RIHPHC) have 
reviewed the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and the Revised Draft 
Programmatic Agreement (PA) including the Rhode Island-Specific Appendix to the PA. We 
understand that the ongoing process for this project divides it into tiers, with Tier 1 as the "NEC 
Future Investment Program" consisting of the preparation of an environmental impact statement 
(EIS) and Tier 2 as future improvements (potentially including construction of new alignments) 
along the Northeast Corridor (NEC). 

At this juncture, the locations and scopes of future construction projects along the NEC have not 
been determined. In addition to work along the existing NEC segment in Rhode Island, 
additional routes through the state are being evaluated in the EIS. These routes have been 
presented to the RIHPHC only in maps at a macro scale, so the RIHPHC is not aware of the true 
location ofpotential new construction. 

The RIHPHC has not identified any changes that need to be made to the main body ofthe DEIS. 

Our only comment on the main body of the revised draft programmatic agreement is that the 
WHEREAS clause on lines 77 to 84 states that "FRA has taken steps during the Tier 1 process 
to ... assess potential effects on historic properties." This appears to be an overstatement - the 
only potential effects to historic properties that are mentioned in the DEIS are very general 
statements about potential effects to National Historic Landmarks. DEIS page 7.9-4 justifies the 
lack ofassessment of effects as it states: 

The information available in this Tier 1 process allows for the identification of 
potential effects on known historic properties, but the assessment ofeffects at Tier 
1 is constrained by (1) the limitations of existing records, which do not 
comprehensively identify all historic properties that may be eligible for listing in 
the NRHP; and (2) the level of detail known about the Action Alternatives, which 
are developed only at a conceptual level during Tier 1. 

In Appendix E: Tier I Consulting Parties List, the RIHPHC is listed as a consulting party. The 
RIHPHC agreed to be a signatory in a letter dated 8 January 2015 (copy attached). 



To: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 2 23 December 2015 
Re: NEC Future 

Revised Draft EIS and Draft PA 

In Appendix N: Section 106 Consultation for Tier 2 Undertakings in Rhode Island, we have the 
following comments: 

•	 Line 6: "State" should be inserted between "Island" and "Historic"; 

•	 Line 36: delete "Rhode Island Historical Preservation and Heritage Commission 
(RIHPHC)", as this is the RISHPO referred to in line 32; and 

•	 Line 74: there are other tribes listed in the DEIS page 7.9-8 which should also appear in 
this list. 

These comments are provided in accordance with the Procedures for the Registration and 
Protection ofHistoric Properties ofthe Rhode Island Historical Preservation Commission and 
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. If you have any questions, please 
contact Glenn R. Modica, Senior Project Review Coordinator of this office. 

Very truly yours, 

~/~, 
~ IC	 Edward F. Sanderson 

Executive Director 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

enclosure 

C:	 John Brown, Narragansett Indian Tribe 
Bettina Washington, Wampanoag Tribe of Gay Head (Aquinnah) 
Ramona Peters, Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe 
Brona Simon, State Historic Preservation Officer, Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Benny Bergantino, R.I. Statewide Planning, by email 

151223.05jde 



NEC Future Letter
 
CC List
 

John Brown 
NITHPO 
Narragansett Indian Longhouse 
4425-A South County Trail 
Charlestown, RI 02813 

Bettina Washington 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office 
20 Black Brook Road 
Aquinnah, MA 02535 

Ramona Peters 
Mashpee Wampanoag Tribal Community & Government Center 
483 Great Neck Road South 
Mashpee, MA 02649 

Brona Simon 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Executive Director and State Archaeologist 
Massachusetts Historical Commission 
220 Morrissey Boulevard 
Boston, Massachusetts 02125 

(()lorr 7 , 

CC-r'rJ 



























































STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS 

mSTORICAL PRESERVATION & HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Old State House· 150 Benefit Street· Providence, R.I. 02903-1209 

TEL (401) 222-2678 FAX (401) 222-2968 

TIT / Relay 711 Website www.preservation.ri.gov 

23 July 2015 

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
NEC Future Program Manager 
USDOT - Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, New York 10004 

Re:	 NEC Future 
Revised Draft Programmatic Agreement 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

The staff of the Rhode Island Historical Preservation and Heritage Commission have reviewed 
the Revised Draft Programmatic Agreement (PA) and Rhode Island-Specific Appendix 
(Appendix) to the PA. We understand that the ongoing process for this project divides it into 
tiers, with Tier 1 as the "NEC Future Investment Program" consisting of the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) and Tier 2 as future improvements (potentially including 
construction of new alignments) along the Northeast Corridor (NEC). 

At this juncture, the locations and scopes of future construction projects along the NEC have not 
been determined. In addition to work along the existing NEC segment in Rhode Island, 
additional routes through the state are being evaluated in the EIS. These routes have been 
presented to the RIHPHC only in maps at a macro scale, so the RIHPHC is not aware of the true 
location of potential new construction. 

The RIHPHC has not identified any changes that need to be made to the main body of the 
revised draft programmatic agreement. In Appendix N: Section 106 Consultation for Tier 2 
Undertakings in Rhode Island, we have the following comments: 

•	 Line 50: "Gloucester" should be corrected to "Glocester" 

•	 Line 52 should read "Hopkinton Historic District Commission" 

•	 Line 54, "New Shoreham Historic District Commission": delete. New Shoreham is the 
town that makes up Block Island, approximately 13 miles off the coast of mainland 
Rhode Island. The NEC Future project will have no impacts in New Shoreham. 

•	 Line 56 should read "North Providence Historic District Commission" 

•	 Line 57 should read "North Smithfield Historic District Commission" 

•	 Line 58 should read "Pawtucket Office of Planning and Redevelopment" 

•	 Line 83 should read "forms and/or other" ... 



To: Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 2 23 July 2015 
Re: NEe Future 

Revised Draft Programmatic Agreement 

•	 Line 97: Final reports should be sent in both hard copy and electronic fonnat (pdf or 
similar depending on the generally accepted fonnat ofthe day). Draft reports should be 
sent in hard copy and editable electronic fonnat (Microsoft Word or similar). 

Section IV ofAppendix N should include the following language:
 
"Archaeological investigation of project areas within Rhode Island shall be conducted under the
 
Performance Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology in Rhode Island (RIHPHC, June 2015).
 
Sh<;mld burial sites or human remains be encountered within Rhode Island, these Standards and
 
Guidelines describe the procedures and protocols to be followed."
 

These comments are provided in accordance with the Procedures for the Registration and
 
Protection ofHistoric Properties ofthe Rhode Island Historical Preservation Commission and
 
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. If you have any questions, please
 
contact Jeffrey Emidy, Project Review Coordinator of this office.
 

Very tru~~~oursa 

11fWkJ/.~
ItI//	 I ~~~ 

Fufl...	 Edward F. Sanderson 
Executive Director 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

150723.01jde 





























































The Connecticut River is the longest and largest river system in New England. This 400, 
mile long river and its expansive watershed, contribute 70% of the fresh water that drains 
into Long Island Sound. The proposed bridge infastructure will directly impact this 
meeting of the waters. The CRE is a highly sensitive and critically important estuarine 
ecosystem, where the salt water of Long Island Sound meets the fresh water emptying out 
of the Connecticut River watershed. 

In the decades preceeding 2016, it has been repeatedly documented and widely 
acknowledged that disturbing tidal wetlands is not acceptable and is simply not conceivable 
from an ecological, environmental, economic and sociological perpsective. Layers of 
regulation now prohibit the purposeful destruction of coral reefs in tropical waters. 
Activists mount global campaigns to protect rain forests. The New England equivalent to 
these internationally recognized ecosytems is the salt marsh, tidal wetland, or estuary 
ecosystem. Consequently, state and federal governments regulate against purposely 
disturbing estuaries and tidal wetlands throughout the nation and in New England. From 
the standpoint of biodiveristy, coastal resiliancy, carbon sequestration, ecological 
productivity, and economic viability, estuaries are off limits for habitat disturbance. 

Researchers from Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute to Boston College, to Wesleyan to 
UMASS/ Boston to UCONN have secured multimillion dollar grants for the long tenn 
study and investigation of the productive and highly valued waters and wetlands of the 
CRE. Ornithologists have documented the importance of the CRE as a critical stopover 
place for migratory speices as well as an important nesting habitiat for breeding bird, 
including robust populations of Osprey and Bald Eagles. The annual congregation of 100s 
of thousands of migratory Tree Swallows to the CRE, is an ecological phemomenon of 
global significance attracting media, scientists and people from across the nation. Scores of 
shoreline and estuary bird species rely on the CRE for cover, breeding and foraging 
habitat. Several species of special concern nest here including the Piping Plover, the Sharp­
tailed sparrow and the Seaside sparrow, as well as many elusive rail species, and wading and 
shore bird species. 

The emerging importance of salt marsh ecosystems as highly functioning carbon sinks and 
buffers for sea level rise essential for coastal resiliancy, can not be understated. Tidal 
marshes are extremely productive habitats that remove significant amounts of carbon from 
the atmosphere, large amounts of which are stored in marsh plants and soils. Not only do 
tidal marshes help protect uplands from stonn events, but they continue to take carbon 
from the atmosphere as sea levels rise. The significant input of mineral sediments from the 
vast CT River watershed builds up marsh soil and helps to keep pace with sea,level rise. 
The biomass of phytoplankton, submerged aquatic vegetation, and above and below 
ground salt marsh plant life, combines to sequester significant amounts of atmospheric 
carbon that offset the harmful affects of climate change. Local, state and federal 
governments agencies, academic institutions and nonprofits are uniting to actively 
communicate the complexities of climate change, coastal resiliency and carbon 
sequestration. Protecting the CRE is of highest priority in this effort to safeguard 



watershed residents, maintain the sustainability of the ecosystem and reduce the 
contributing factors of climate change. 

National and international recognition of the Connecticut River Estuary (CRE): 

•	 The Connecticut River Estuary is the least disturbed, major river delta in the 
United States without a port at the river mouth. 

•	 The Ramsar Convention designated the CRE a UWetland of International 
Importance". The CRE is one of only 34 U.S. sites among 2,000 designated. This 
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance is an intergovernmental 
treaty that provides the framework for national action and international 
cooperation for the conservation and wise use of wetlands and their resources. 

•	 Nature Conservancy included the Connecticut River tidelands on its list of the 
Western Hemisphere's 40 "Last Great Places." 

•	 US Fish & Wildlife Service designated the Connecticut River as the first and only 
designated National Blueway River in the United States. 

•	 American Heritage Rivers Protection Program designated the Connecticut River 
as an American Heritage River authorized by President Clinton in 1997. The 
initiative was intended to deliver federal resources more efficiently and effectively 
in support of community efforts to protect rivers or river segments. 

The town, the nation and the world recognizes the unique ecological value and the fragility 
of Old Lyme's estuary location. Universally, this bioregion is heralded for its conservation 
and economic value, its scenic beauty and the resources that have been dedicated to its 
protection in perpetuity. 

Purposely destroying America's natural and cultural heritage safeguarded for centuries here 
in Old Lyme, would be a travesty for our town and our country. 

Sincerely, 
Eleanor Robinson 
Co-Chair 
Roger Tory Peterson Estuary Center of the Connecticut Audubon Society 
860-460-9668 

















































































































































































































































































SOUTHEASTERN CONNECTICUT COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
 
5 Connecticut Avenue, Norwich, Connecticut 06360
 

(860) 889-2324IFax: (860) 889-1222/Email: office@seccog.org
 

9 February 2016 
NEC Future 
USDOT, Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, New York 10004 

SUBJECT: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

The Southeastern Connecticut Council of Governments (SCCOG), serving as the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization representing 22 cities, towns, and boroughs, wishes to submit 
the following comments concerning the NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

First and foremost, the SCCOG understands and appreciates the purpose and need of the 
project as stated in the EIS. The improvement of and extension of rail service to and from our 
region is consistent with our Long Range Regional Transportation Plan. We fully agree with the 
finding that the Northeast Corridor is critical to the future economic growth of this part of the 
country. We note that due to the general nature of a Tier 1 EIS, it is difficult to make specific 
comments about specific components of the project, and we do recognize that further analysis will 
be provided in the future pending the outcome ofthe alternative selected in the Record ofDecision. 
However, we do have some concerns as to how the project might impact our region which we 
would like to express. 

In Alternative 1, a new segment would be constructed through our region (Old Saybrook, 
CT to Kenyon, RI) and we are concerned about how this new segment would relate to/disrupt 
existing land uses in this corridor; its impacts on environmental resources; and the potential for 
fewer trains having stops in New London, both intercity and regional, to be scheduled in the future 
along the existing shoreline route. 

In Alternative 2, a new route is proposed that would run northerly from New Haven 
through Hartford to Providence. The Tier 1 EIS identifies this route being provided to serve 
Intercity-Express, but again we are concerned that if constructed, it could result in less regional 
trains running along the shoreline route having stops in New London. 

In Alternative 3, four new route options are being considered for north ofNew York City, 
all of which would travel through Hartford before continuing to Boston via either Providence or 
Worcester. As all ofthese options would create a new rail line north ofthe existing shoreline route, 
we are concerned about the impact it could have in the future on the level of investment in the 

Member Municipalities:	 Bozrah * Colchester * East Lyme * Franklin * Griswold * Borough ofJewett City * City ofGroton *Town of 
Groton * Lebanon * Ledyard * Lisbon * Montville *New London *North Stonington * Norwich * Preston * 
Salem * Sprague * Stonington * Stonington Borough * Waterford * Windham 

Si necesita asistencia de language, parfavor comunique se a: 860-889-2324 



existing line through southeastern Connecticut and the number of trains that would stop in New 
London. 

Table 5.17 of the Draft EIS indicates that both Intercity and Regional rail service will 
expand in New London under all ofthe Action Alternatives when compared to the No Action 
Alternative, but this is counter-intuitive in a time of diminishing financial resources available for 
rail service and is contradictory to the finding on page 4-49 of the EIS, which in reference to the 
new segment from New Haven to Hartford to Providence in Alternative 2, states that this new route 
would "remove train traffic from 120 miles of the Shore Line route that has capacity-limited, 
movable bridges and over which Providence and Worcester, MA freight trains operate in addition 
to Shore Line East and MBTA regional rail services." We would hope that no matter what 
Alternative is selected as an outcome of this EIS process, that further study be conducted to 
quantify the impact that new segments will have on existing rail service and funding. 

Finally, we wish to express support for the position on this Tier 1 EIS taken by the State of 
Connecticut and the Connecticut Department ofTransportation, specifically that the FRA initiate a 
phased Tier 2 EIS, with the first phase addressing projects critical to maintaining a state of good 
repair along the entire Northeast Corridor. This first phase of a Tier 2 EIS program would enable 
advancement of already planned and ongoing projects in Connecticut such as the historic inland 
route from New Haven-Hartford-Springfield-Boston. The Tier 2 EIS process must then ensure that 
federal funding sources will be available to advance new projects in the selected Alternative only 
after funding for ongoing projects is committed and appropriated. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important and ambitious rail 
improvement plan. We stand ready to work with FRA, other federal agencies, and the State of 
Connecticut on the next steps required to see this important transportation plan implemented. 

Sincerely, 

AdUl:-P-H-
Marian Galbraith, Mayor 
City of Groton 
SCCOG Chairman 

Member Municipalities:	 Bozrah * Colchester * East Lyme * Franklin * Griswold * Borough of Jewett City * City of Groton * Town of 
Groton * Lebanon * Ledyard * Lisbon * Montville *New London * North Stonington *Norwich * Preston * 
Salem * Sprague * Stonington * Stonington Borough * Waterford * Windham 

Si necesita asistencia de language, porfavor comunique se a: 860-889-2324 





























































































SCRCOG
 
SOUTH CENTRAL REGIONAL COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

Planning for Our Region's Future 

Bethany Branford East Haven Guilford Hamden Madison Meriden Milford
 
New Haven North Branford North Haven Orange Wallingford West Haven Woodbridge
 

Carl J. Amenta, Executive Director 

February 16, 2016 

Ms. Sarah Feinberg 
Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue Southeast 
Washington, DC 20590 

NEC Future 
US Department ofTransportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

RE: NEe Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Administrator Feinberg: 

On behalf of the South Central Regional Council of Governments, we thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on the Federal Railroad Administration's NEC Future Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS"). The DEIS is a milestone achievement that will 
enable the future development ofthe Northeast Corridor in a manner that improves passenger 
experiences and supports economic development. 

The South Central Regional Council of Governments represents the fifteen municipalities in the 
greater New Haven region. 

The DEIS presents a series of alternatives for consideration. Because the DEIS looks broadly 
over the entire system, no single alternative truly captures the essence of our region's core 
objectives, namely dramatically improved commuter travel time to New York City together with 
improved travel time and more frequent service to Washington and Boston. We feel strongly 
that the DEIS should address those areas that must be addressed to meet these objectives. In fact, 
some ofthe alternatives presented still present new alignments which bypass New Haven and/or 
the entire coastal corridor of Connecticut. These bypass routes do not support the knowledge­
based and innovative economies of southern Connecticut, nor do they merit further consideration 
by the FRA based on the technical analysis presented in the DEIS. 

We call your attention to the significant environmental impacts associated with the Alternative 3 
route through central Connecticut, which is anticipated to affect over 42,000 acres of developed 

127 Washington Avenue, 4th Floor West, North Haven, CT 06473 

www.scrcog.org T (203) 234-7555 F (203) 234-9850 camento@scrcog.org 



land and another 30,000 acres ofundeveloped land (Page 7.2-5). Such a pronounced change in 
development in largely rural portions of Connecticut is inconsistent with the State of 
Connecticut's Conservation and Development Policies, which calls for the State to "conserve 
and restore the natural environment, cultural and historical resources and traditional rural lands." 
Our State, furthermore, places a high emphasis on its existing urban centers, with focused 
reinvestment in center cities, inner ring suburbs and transit-rich environments. 

Rather, we urge you to support Connecticut's center cities by focusing your recommendations on 
the existing coastal corridor and the Hartford-Springfield line. The South Central region, along 
with New Haven, and the other regions and cities on these existing routes, need higher-speed, 
higher-frequency service in order to support economic development efforts and access to jobs. 
Many ofNew Haven's neighborhoods are economically distressed. From an environmental 
justice perspective, it is equally important to support these communities and not circumvent them 
through bypass alignments. 

In closing, let us again express strong support for the DEIS process and future improvements to 
the Northeast Corridor. We encourage you to issue a final EIS that recommends (1) dramatically 
improved commuter travel time from New Haven to New York City on the coastal route, 
including the necessary infrastructure improvements; (2) improved travel time and more frequent 
service to and from Washington and Boston on the coastal route, Hartford-Springfield route; and 
(3) a final decision to not move forward with the Central Connecticut alignment. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

~ 
Carl Amento 
Executive Director 

cc: SCRCOG Chief Elected Officials 






























	Comment Summary Report Appendix
	Q
	R
	S



