




















































Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 
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Jeffrey D. Knueppel, PE. 

1234 Market Street • 10th Floor • Philadelphia, PA 19107-3780 
Office (215) 580-7333 

February 12,2016 

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
NECFUTURE 
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

The Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA) offers the 
following comments in response to the Federal Railroad Administration's Tier 1 Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Northeast Corridor (NEC FUTURE). 

About SEPTA 

The Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA) was formed by an 
act of the Pennsylvania General Assembly in 1964 to provide public transportation 
services to the five counties of Southeastern Pennsylvania (Bucks, Chester, Delaware, 
Montgomery and Philadelphia). Between 1964 and 1983, SEPTA assumed ownership 
and operation of various transportation companies, including the Philadelphia Transit 
Company (PTC), the Philadelphia and Western Railroad (the P&W or Red Arrow), 
and a commuter railroad system from Conrail that was originally constructed by the 
Pennsylvania and Reading Railroads. Today, SEPTA is the sixth largest public 
transportation operator in the country. SEPTA's service territory serves four million 
people living across 2,220 square miles, with service extending to Trenton and West 
Trenton, New Jersey and Wilmington and Newark, Delaware. SEPTA provides more 
than one million daily unlinked passenger trips on a multi model transit system that 
includes 118 bus routes, two heavy rail lines, thirteen Regional Rail Lines, eight 
Trolley Lines, three Trackless Trolley Lines, and one inter-Urban High Speed Rail 
Line. Annual ridership across all modes has increased by 40 million since 2006. 
Regional Rail Ridership was 37.4 million trips in FY2015. 

General Comments 

The Northeast Corridor is a vital transportation asset for Southeastern Pennsylvania. It 
is utilized by six of SEPTA's 13 Regional Rail branch lines including the busiest line 
in the system - the Paoli-Thorndale line. The Northeast Corridor is an integral part of 
the region's transportation network and economy and the chosen investment program 
as selected through the EIS process must guarantee its future. SEPTA recognizes and 
appreciates the efforts of the FRA for having worked in an inclusive and partnered 
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approach with the Regional Rail carriers - which transport the majority of ridership on 
the Northeast Corridor - for the development of the DEIS alternatives. Of primary 
importance to SEPTA is that the Northeast Corridor attain a state of good repair so 
that existing service can continue to be provided with increased safety, performance, 
and reliability. The No Action Alternative within the DEIS fails to bring the NEC into 
a state of good repair which is not an acceptable outcome. Continuing to let the NEC 
deteriorate, which has been the inevitable practice through under-investment over 
many years, would degrade SEPTA service significantly impacting our customers and 
the economy of Southeastern Pennsylvania. 

SEPTA acknowledges the efforts of the FRA to evaluate and present issues that 
impact both Regional Rail and Intercity Rail. However, it should be noted that 
alternatives with features that create more capacity on the corridor clearly benefit all 
users, but alternatives with features designed for higher speeds primarily benefit 
Intercity Rail service, as provided by Amtrak. This DEIS and the associated service 
development plan and record of decision which will result from it should recognize 
that Regional Rail agencies are not endorsing investments that primarily benefit 
intercity service. 

Federal funding is necessary to make the implementation of any of the Action 
Alternatives successful. Under the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act 
(PRIIA) and the resultant Cost Allocation Policy, owners and operators are committed 
to investments that ensure the NEC remains in a state of good repair. That 
commitment assumes that the backlog of major capital projects, which has been 
identified at $52 billion, and includes such projects as the replacement of river bridges 
in Connecticut, the Baltimore and Potomac tunnels and the Hudson River tunnels, will 
be completed. The sustainability and resiliency of the infrastructure on the Northeast 
Corridor has to be a priority. Therefore any path forward for the future of the NEC 
must include a significant federal role in dealing with such backlog and improvements 
while recognizing that the stakeholders in the corridor are handling their normalized 
replacement obligations. 

Recognizing the above principles, SEPTA supports an alternative that can meet the 
future rail demand of the Northeast Region and Southeastern Pennsylvania in 
particular. Given the long time horizon and uncertainty about funding, no alternative 
should limit the ability for future investments to meet the changing conditions and 
need for rail service. With SEPTA's Regional Rail ridership having grown at an 
unprecedented rate over the last decade, it is important for infrastructure 
improvements to keep pace. 
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Specific Comments 

30th St. Station is an important intermodal hub for SEPTA service, where the 
Authority's regional rail lines operate in addition to the Market Frankford (heavy rail) 
line, five trolley routes and seven bus routes and a local circulator. In addition, there is 
the Keystone Corridor service as well as Amtrak intercity service at 30th Street Station. 
Any investment under Alternative 3 to improve intercity speed by introducing a new 
alignment with a station stop at Market East/Jefferson Station in Center City 
Philadelphia should not diminish the importance of service to 30th St. Station. 

Alternative 2 contemplates a new ten mile segment of the Northeast Corridor directly 
serving Philadelphia International Airport. This concept requires significant 
integration of long range planning with the Airport, the City of Philadelphia, Delaware 
County and SEPTA, so that intercity, regional passenger and freight rail service can 
co-exist. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the DEIS. If you have questions or require 
clarification, please contact me or Byron Comati, Director of Strategic Planning. 

fJ:Iee.relnIIJ~ iJ
f'--:-~I{ t1- .. IrcJ fI. '1t'2- , ~ 

Jeffrey D. Knueppel 
General Manager 

cc: R. Burnfield 
R. Lund 
P. McCormick 
T. McFadden 
C. Popp-McDonough 













































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































The Northeast Maglev, LLC 
1212 New York Ave NW Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20005TNEM (202) 499-7933
THE NORTHEAST MAGLEV 

http://northeastmaglev.com 

January 14, 2016 

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
NEC Future 
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea; 

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

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

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

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

sineerelfA~bb 

Nazih K. Hadd~ 
Executive Vice President 



























TOWN OF OLD LYME
 
OFFICE OF THE SELECTMEN 

52 Lyme Street 
Old Lyme, CT 06371 
www.oldlyme-ct.govMarch 23, 2016 

Tel. (860) 434-1605 
Fax (860) 434-1400

By Electronic and Regular Mail 

Mr. David Carol 
Joint Venture Program Manager 
Parsons Brinkerhoff/AECOM Joint Venture 
NEC Future 
4528 Binfords Ridge Rd. 
Charlotte, NC 28226 

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
Northeast Corridor Joint Program Advisor 
USDOT - Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Re: J\TEC Future 

Dear David and Rebecca: 

Let me begin by thanking both of you, as well as Becky Blatnica, Deputy 
Program Manager, Amishi Castelli, Environmental lead, from the John A. Volpe 
National Transportation System Center, U.S. Department of Transportation, and Ruby 
Siegel, AECOM, for meeting with us in Old Lyme on March 11. Our discussion of the 
NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and the potential effects 
of the concepts addressed therein on the town of Old Lyme and the surrounding region 
was very helpful. \Ve truly appreciated your time and effort in coming to Old Lyme, the 
wealth of information you provided to us, and your sincere willingness to listen to our 
input and address our concerns. I would like to describe in this letter the most important 
understandings we took away from that meeting. 

The Process 

The Tier 1 EIS is intended to be a very high level, conceptual "vision" for 
addressing the northeast corridor's current and future rail needs. The FRA will now 
proceed to develop a prefened alternative, which is expected to be publicly announced 
this summer. Whether public comments will be solicited has not yet been decided. 
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Next fall, the FRA will publish a Tier 1 Final EIS and a Record of Decision 
(together, the "Tier 1 Record"), which will set forth in detail the analysis and rationale 
underlying the EIS and will serve to direct and inform the Tier 2 EIS. The Tier 1 Record 
will clearly note the importance of the Connecticut River Estuary and its environmental1 

concerns. 

In the first half of 20 17 the FRA will publish a "Service Development Plan," 
effectively a blueprint for implementation of the Tier 1 EIS. This plan will propose the 
phasing of the Tier 2 EIS projects, taking into account on all relevant factors, such as 
levels of service, funding, state government input and railroad input. Once the Service 
Development Plan has been finalized, the Tier 2 process will be introduced and will 
proceed on a project-by-project basis over an extended time period as dictated by future 
events, including service demand and funding availability. Each Tier 2 EIS will address 
in detail all project elements, such as the specific location, design and construction 
features, will include a detailed environmental impact statement, and will have a life span 
of three years. 

Alternative 1 

Alternative 1 in the Tier 1 Draft EIS contemplates a new bridge over the 
Connecticut River from Old Saybrook to Old Lyme and then an aerial structure over the 
western portion of the town, including the Historic District. If this section of Alternative 
1 (the Old Saybrook to Kenyon, Rhode Island bypass) remains part ofthe preferred 
alternative in the final Tier 1 EIS, then in all events this section of the route will be 
constructed utilizing an underground turmel instead of a bridge and aerial structure. The 
tunnel will be bored, not "cut and covered," and will likely extend from the Old Saybrook 
train depot (probably using the THcon Aggregate site as a staging area) to the 
Whippoorwill Road abutment on the north side of Interstate 95 in Old Lyme. The precise 
route of the tUIlllel, and the location of necessary ventilation shafts, will be determined in 
tr..e applicable Tier 2 EIS, taking into aCCoullt ha...'111 and disruption to the environment, 
historical properties and the town during and after construction. 

The Preferred Alternative 

In developing the preferred alternative the FRA will analyze further the three 
alternatives set forth in the Tier 1 Draft EIS and will take into account, among other 
things, the policy objectives of the FRA and the Department of Transportation, all of the 
public comments, and other input received. In evaluating the Old Saybrook to Kenyon 
bypass portion of Alternative 1 for inclusion in the preferred alternative, the FRA will 
carefully consider the following: 
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(a) Information from us and the federal Environmental Protection Agency 
regarding the potential environmental impact on the Connecticut River Estuary. In 
particular, it will evaluate the potential impact on the estuary according to 
established criteria--ecologically sensitive habitat, threatened and endangered 
species, and an essential fish habitat, and the estuary's designation as a Ramsar 
Estuary of Global Importance and, potentially, as a National Estuarine Research 
Reserve.2 Representatives from the Connecticut River Council of Governments, the 
Nature Conservancy, the Connecticut Audubon Society, the Roger Tory Peterson 
Estuary Center and the Old Lyme Land Trust will compile for your review detailed 
infonnation regarding the potential impact of the proposed tunnel on this estuary, 
fu"1d the FRA will advise us of its conclusions regarding the relevance of this 
infonnation; 

(b) The National Register of Historic Places-listed properties as well as the 
National Historic Landmark-listed properties, as contemplated in the Section 106 
procedures in the Federal Registry and the statements of the Advisory council on 
Historic Preservation. The FRA will also consider the significance of Old Lyme 
being listed as a Preserve America Community. \Ve would also appreciate advice 
from the FRA regarding this analysis. We understand that the impact of construction 
activity, including vibration and displacement, on historic structures will be 
evaluated as part of the Tier 2 process; and 

(c) The impact on residential areas, open space and archeological sites. 

The FRA anticipates that the preferred alternative will incorporate elements of 
each of the three alternatives presented in the Tier 1 Draft EIS. lfthe preferred 
alternative does not include the Old Saybrook to Kenyon bypass, then it will no longer be 
reflected on EIS plans and maps and the public will be able to rest assured that the FRA 
].,·"s.a...." ~ef';nl·t.j,/:o,lv 

J. IO.+~-.,g,
':>h~n,d"'n,,,d 

l,.J,.A.Lu V.~.L.L ..-.... .J V.LJ..""U 
+1,;,<, r~"+e 

i1••'-I... .. 

Curren.t Shoreline Route 

The current train service on the Connecticut shoreline (Shore Line East and 
Amtrak) will be continued and enhanced, regardless of the nature of the preferred 
alternative. Each of the three proposed alternatives contemplates, and the preferred 
alternative will include, substantial upgrades to the existing rail system sufficient to 
restore the system to a state of good repair arld harden the line for improved resiliency. 
The amount allocated to this work is $20 billion. 
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* * * 

Please contact me with any questions or comments you have regarding this letter, 
including particularly any ofour understandings that you believe may be incorrect. We 
would greatly appreciate the opportunity to be updated by your team as the preferred 
alternative is developed, especially as you address the Old Saybrook to Kenyon bypass. 
\Ve will, of course, respond promptly to any questions or issues that arise and, if it would 
be useful, we would meet with you in Washington or elsewhere. 

Thank you very much. 

Very truly yours, 

~Q.~ 
Bonnie A. Reemsnyder 
First Selectwoman 

cc:	 Sam Gold, Executive Director, RiverCOG 
John Forbis, Old Lyme 
Bennett Bemb1um, Old Lyme 
Board of Selectmen 



EXHIBIT A 

CT River Designations from RiverCOG HE Conservation Plan 

The member land trusts of the l TE have charged themselves with protecting the natural assets of the 

RiverCOG Region, an invaluable environmental and recreational area of global significance that 

surrounds the lower 36 miles of the Connecticut River from the river's mouth at Long Island Sound to 

the northern borders of the municipalities of Cromwell and Portland and over 20 miles of long Island 

Sound coast line from the western border of the town of Clinton, to the eastern border of the town of 

Old lyme. It is home to many of the State's parks and forests and portions of two Refuges, the 

Menunketesllck/Duck Island complex and the Salt Meadow Unit of the Stewart B. McKinney National 

Wildlife Refuge and the southernmost 354 sq. miles of the Connecticut River watershed based Silvio O. 

Conte National Fish and Wildlife Refuge. This area of the Conte Refuge is now home to the Roger Tory 

Peterson Division, the Salmon River Division, and the Whalebone Cove Division; the Wild and Scenic 

Eightmile River; five Connecticut State designated greenways -the Menunketesuck - Cockaponset 

Regional Greenway, the Connecticut River Gateway Zone Greenway, the Eight Mile River Greenway, the 

Old lyme Greenway, and parts of the Blue Blazed Trail System Greenway. The estuary of the lower river 

was designated as a Ramsar Estuary of Global Importance (1994), has been proclaimed by The Nature 

Conservancy to be one ofthe World's last Great Places, and is listed as a long Island Sound Stewardship 

Site (2005) by the long island Sound Stewardship Initiative. In 1998 the Connecticut was designated as 

an American Heritage River, one of 14 in the country. Running through the Region is part of the 

Metacomet, Monadnock, Mattabesett Trail System designated in 2009 as the New England National 

Scenic Trail that strives to extend over 200 miles from Massachusetts to long Island Sound; the Region 

also surrounds the Connecticut River Gateway Conservation Zone, a 30,000 acre area surrounding the 

lower 30 miles of the Connecticut River, from the nearest ridge top to nearest ridge top across the 

length ofthe lower river. Since 1974, the Connecticut River Gateway Commission has been charged with 

protecting the scenic and ecological properties of this unique landscape. Most recently the lower 

Connecticut River region was identified by The Nature Conservancy as a focal area in their report 

entitled Resilient Sites for Terrestrial Conservation in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic Region and the 

Connecticut River watershed was named the Nation's first National Blueway as part of the Dept. ofthe 

Interior's Americas Great Outdoors initiative. 



TOWN OF OLD SAYBROOK· 
Office of the Board of Selectmen 

302 Main Street. Old Saybrook, Connecticut 06475 
Telephone (860) 395-3123. FAX (860) 395-3125 

November 13,2015 

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Re: NEe Future 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea, 

I have received and reviewed your brochure entitled "Our Future on Track". Thank you for 
sending this to me. Also, I attended a Federal Rail Administration (FRA) meeting in Hartford 
concerning this topic some time ago. 

Obviously, investing and upgrading the NEC passenger rail line is critical to regional mobility, 
as the FRA points out in the report. However, in reviewing the options presented I fail to see the 
Old Saybrook Train Station listed on any of the Alternatives. I do note that not all stations are 
shown on your maps. Old Saybrook's absence may simply be due to space saving on the map. 

You should be aware of the dramatic improvements that have been made and will be made next 
year at and near this train station. First, the State of Connecticut has built a new 199 space 
parking lot so that this busy train station will have much improved free parking options. Second, 
a new 186 unit apartment complex is being built (construction starts Monday, November 16, 
2015) within walking distance of the train station. Lastly, the Town of Old Saybrook will be 
widening and rebuilding North Main Street, the main artery serving the Amtrak train station. 
There will be sidewalks and ample lighting on both sides of the street. This will provide an 
excellent connection to Old Saybrook's vibrant downtown which is within easy walking 
distance. Governor Malloy recently hailed all this activity as a model transit oriented 
development, a trend in both Connecticut and our neighboring states. 

All in all, we expect to see train station ridership in Old Saybrook pick up significantly over the 
next few years as a result of these improvements. Amtrak service is vital to both the town and the 
ridership. Please contact me should you care to discuss this issue. Thank you for your attention to 
this matter. 

~elrL-- y
 
Carl P. Fortuna, Jr.
 
First Selectman, Town of Old Saybrook
 



:!70«H1/ f/joautof @~f!l]ay 
Rebecca M. Alesia	 TOWN HALL (516) 624-6302 

Councilwoman	 OYSTER BAY, NEW YORK 11771-1592 Fax (516) 624-6147 
ralesia @oysterbay-ny.gov 

February 4, 2016 

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea, NEC Future Program Manager 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Re: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

Attached is correspondence from the Oyster Bay Town Board 
regarding the above referenced subject. 

Please be apprised that I have coordinated the Town's 
review of the NEC Future DEIS through discussions with my colleagues 
on the Town Board. As such, I would be happy to serve as the Town's 
point of contact for this matter. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any 
questions. 

Very truly yours, 

~.rlit/i£-
REBEC;CA MOALS IA 
COUNCILWOMAN 

Recycled paper Please recycle again 
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Rebecca M. Alesia TOWN HALL (516) 624-6302 
Councilwoman OYSTER BAY, NEW YORK 11771-1592 Fax (516) 624-6147 

ralesia@oysterbay-ny.gov 

February 2, 2016 

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea, NEC Future Program Manager 
U.S. Department of Transportation
 
Federal Railroad Administration
 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429
 
New York, NY 10004
 

Re: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

Thank you for your letter to the Town of Oyster Bay dated 
November 10, 2015 regarding the Northeast Corridor (NEC) Future 
initiative. We appreciate the opportunity to review the DEIS. 
A representative from the Town also attended the public hearing in 
Mineola on January 12 th 

• 

Please accept these comments from the Oyster Bay Town 
Board, submitted on behalf of the approximately 300,000 residents we 
represent. We ask that you give this correspondence, and all public 
input you receive on the DEIS, due consideration as you decide how 
to proceed. 

Clearly, any of the action alternatives for the NEC Future 
project would be an ambitious undertaking. Even Alternatives 1 and 
2, which respectively are titled "Maintain" and "Grow", would entail 
large capital expenditures and major construction for existing NEC 
facilities spanning from Washington, D.C., to Boston. However, 
Alternative 3, "Transform", which potentially would include the 
installation of a new "spine" for the NEC on Long Island, a segment 
of which would lie in the Town of Oyster Bay, is of the greatest 
interest to us and is the focus of these comments. 

The Oyster Bay Town Board supports the NEC Future's 
overall goal of improving rail connections and capacity to advance 
the regional economy. However, the information provided in the DEIS 
regarding Alternative 3 is so nebulous that it is difficult to see 
how it can provide a suitable basis for decision-making. 

Recycled paper Please recycle again 
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The DEIS vaguely indicates that the potential new route on 
Long Island would be installed in a "trench" through the Town of 
Oyster Bay, between Garden City and the Main Line of the Long Island 
Rail Road in Farmingdale. The DEIS does not even include a generic 
discussion of how this physically would be accomplished in an area 
that is already essentially fully built-out; nor is there even the 
most basic description of methods that could be used to accomplish 
this type of construction, where it has been successfully 
implemented in a similar setting, or how potential impacts during 
construction and operation would be mitigated. Although the DEIS 
prominently highlights the expected socio-economic benefits of the 
proposed action, information regarding anticipated adverse effects 
is almost completely omitted, making it problematic to arrive at 
fully informed and properly balanced findings. 

We recognize that a "Tier 1" DEIS is intended to provide a 
broad basis for programmatic decisions. However, in the absence of 
meaningful impact assessment the subject DEIS does not seem to 
establish the necessary foundation for effective deliberations. 
Accordingly, we urge you to complete appropriate analyses of 
potential environmental impacts and present same for public review 
and comment before any decision is made to pursue Al ternative 3. 
Although detailed, site-specific investigations may not be required 
or feasible at this time, technically valid, generic impact 
evaluations are practicable and should be completed to ensure that 
all relevant factors are taken into consideration in choosing the 
most appropriate course of action. 

We await the outcome of your review of the comments 
submitted on the DEIS and we look forward to continuing 
participation in the public process for this important project. 
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ANTHONY D. MACAGN<)NE 
COUNCILMAN 

C~~CM~~CHRIS J. CSCHIGNAN .. ~~ 
COUNCILMAN COUNCILMAN 

~~ ~~Ik~
REBEC M: ALESIA MIlIELE M. Jo'Hii~j? 
COUNCILWOMAN COUNCILWOMAN 
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