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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 30™ 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.

Q Y fonda)

Jeffrey D. Knueppel
General Manager

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









[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1657 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Kathy
Last Name : Shannehan

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This would be a travesty to the town of Old Lyme-
Destroying the historical area which comprises Lyme Art Academy,
Florence Griswold Museum,etc. not to mention its affect on real estate values in this beautiful seaside town.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2778 DETAIL

Status : [ctinn Completsd>

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Ramesh
Last Name : Sharma

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 #748 DETAIL

Status : (Mo Complatel
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Lawrence

Last Name : Shaw

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

After reviewing the alternatives it is clear to me that | fully and strongly support Alternative 3. My company's
travel to NYC has become nearly 100% Amtrak and that will only be aided by Alt 3. However the reduction in
pollution from air travel and the lessening of airport congestion and noise are significant beriefits.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1006 DETAIL

Status : Acton Completed

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Benjamin
Last Name : She

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

These are comments regarding the planned improvements to Philadelphia 30th St Station, with respect to:
Appendix B.07, Stations Location and Access Analysis Technical Memorandum and B.05, Service Plans and
Train Equipment Options Technical Memorandum (section 4.6.2)

It is not immediately clear what exactly is proposed with the 30th St facility and track/approach improvements in
4.6.2, and what, if any, improvements are included in Alternative 1 as opposed to 2. There is a particular
concern whether this Tier 1 EIS coordinates at all with the plethora of station improvements suggested in
chapter 5.0 of the 30th St Station District Plan, Draft Physical Framework Report published by SOM in
association with Amtrak, PennDOT, SEPTA, Drexel, etc. Most notably, the expanded northern concourse and
direct platform connections, as well as the planned bus terminal should be considered in context.

--Not enough detail was given how the Penn Coach Yards might need to be expanded or modified to
accommodate additional origin-destination trips with increased service, and how that might potentially affect the
plans to cap the train yards for future development.

--The reverse move required for Keystone Service trains originating from or continuing to New York was
mentioned but not seen as a crucial issue to be addressed in the alternatives, but today this is a major source
of needlessly lengthened trip times, and strategies to mitigate it, such as quickening the reverse maneuver, or
creating a turnback loop as was originally considered by the Pennsylvania Railroad.

--New trains that originate and terminate in Philadelphia should be considered as to whether they can run
across 30th St's upper level and terminate in the underutilized terminal tracks at Suburban Station, providing
direct Center City service in lieu of the Alternative 3 Market East tunnel.

It is rather unfortunate that the capital costs required for station-specific improvements could not be directly tied
with capital-cost estimates for NEC FUTURE. For Philadelphia, these improvements are perhaps more
important and immediately solvable than mitigating ZOO Interlocking or building a highly costly Market East
tunnel.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1444 DETAIL

Status Btion Compieted)

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Georgiana
Last Name : Shea

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alt 1 makes no sense at all. It cuts up Old Lyme with very few benefits for the future of rail travel.
alt 2 at an absolute minimum and alt 3 makes the best economic sense for making rail impt and reducing
pollution &traffic!!



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1137 DETAIL

Status : L]
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Thomas
Last Name : Shea

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please, no new rail lines through Old Lyme, CT.
This would completely devastate a cultural heritage site.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1113 DETAIL

Status : SR

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : John
Last Name : Sheehan

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

NEC Future Alternative 1 needs significant modification. It should not pass through the heart of Old Lyme and
destroy the historic structures residing there. You should consider a more northerly route to miss that section
of Old Lyme by crossing he CT River more to the north in Old Saybrook and the meet the Thames River as
currently planned.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2104 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Shehu

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 #4065 DETAIL

Status : Ao Completeo

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Gary
Last Name : Sheldon

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Would like to see those of us living up and down the 1-395 corridor having and or reaping the benefit of traveling
by rail . The tracks are here and there are over 45 sidings and or interlockings between new London and
Worcester , no need for two tack system . Some of us are traveling 45 mins to get to a train station. Train
stations are still in existence in most towns on this corridor let's get it together for eastern CT.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1654 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Ed and Joyce
Last Name : Shensie

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This project is so unnecessary and a total waste of money for Conn.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1154 DETAIL

Status : Fending )

Record Date : 2/13/2016

First Name : PHYLLIS

Last Name : SHEPARD-TAMBINI

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am an 80 year old woman who has lived in Old Lyme since 1939. If you have ever visited OLD LYME ,you

OLD WEST fighting the government about railroads. As the great granddaughter of David C. Shepard of St
Paul Minn. whose company built 600 miles of the Great Northern Railroad | say SHAME ON YOU!!!!



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2591 DETAIL

Status : {800 Goriates

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Emmal.add
Last Name : Shepherd

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| live in Monson, MA (next door to Palmer). The Federal Railroad Administration has a plan called: NEC Future.
The plan is an ambitious one to upgrade passenger rail in the Northeast Corridor, including a high speed link
from Boston to New York, but NOT via Springfield and Palmer.

Please look again at this plan.

There is already a high speed rail plan from Boston to Worcester. Extending this the 55 miles through Palmer to
Springfield would not cost as much as the 3 mile extension of the green line of the MBTA in Boston (millions
instead of billions). And there would be a huge number of potential riders in the area.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1428 DETAIL

Status : {iiion Completel

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Philip
Last Name : Sheridan

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am very concerned about the environmental impact as well as the way the community of Old Lyme will be
affected by alternative 1. By choice, Old Lyme has remained quiet and has a historic and art based Main Street
that offers a quaint lifestyle to its population. As a homeowner | am very opposed to the change that is being
proposed for the railroad.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1737 DETAIL

Status : {Endina),

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Claudia
Last Name : Sherman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This would destroy a way of life here. Please do not build this railroad track.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2925 DETAIL

Status : L

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Virginia
Last Name : Sherrick

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am against the proposal for the railway to go through Milford Harbor. The construction of a tunnel would be
detrimental to the ecosystem of the sound as well as the protected lands on Charles Island and those in the
Gulf Pond. | grew up in Milford and it has taken DECADES, literally, to finally see an impact on the
improvement of the quality of the water and wildlife in that area. You would be going backwards are for a 1/2
hour of 'progress'. It's not worth it.



MR. SHIELDS: It seems like it does.

THE MODERATOR: Okay.

MR. SHIELDS: My name is Eric Shields. I am with Riders
Alliance, but I'm also here on my own reconnaissance to try to
keep myself filled in.

Based on the video, it seems that, you know, it brought up
several important points in regards to aging infrastructure and
things that are hundreds -- a hundred or more years old and that
have kind of fallen under the weight of increased ridership. I
see this all the time.

And I want to focus on what you guys said about the three
alternatives. I, personally, and as well as I've -- given all
the ways I've traveled, transforming I feel would be a good way
to start because things change. You know, sometimes what worked
may still continue to work. But in some cases it may also -- it
may also help to think of what else you can do.

For example, I notice the transform option pointed out
different areas that are actually already served by a number of
commuter railroads. And I notice that when you put a railroad
or any transportation option; bus, subway, whatever, into a
certain neighborhood, the neighborhood, more than likely, tends
to benefit from it. Because where there's transportation,
there's foot traffic, and businesses like along Main Street,
Broadway, or in Albany, whatever, tends to directly benefit from
that.

So I feel as though if, you know, if a transform idea is
considered, not only would it look at new options, it would look
at fortifying the existing options like the kinds that would be
vulnerable to future storms like the one that caused so much
damage for the subway system three years back.

Another thing, materials I feel is alsoc important. A lot
of this is aging infrastructure uses metalloids and other
materials that are not only prone to corrosion but, also, have
a negative impact on the environment. So maybe investing in a
different kind of material that is not only more resilient but
also stronger and more aesthetically pleasing so as not to
disrupt national landmarks. Because, you know, sometimes
there's structures that take your eye off of something, you know,
you want to be able to appreciate what a city or a town has to
offer without what's supposed to help you also getting in the



way.

That's it.

THE MODERATOR: That's it.

MR. SHIELDS: Yeah. I think it would be better if I
listened to everybody else.

THE MODERATOR: Excellent.

Well, thank you very much.

MR. SHIELDS: You're welcome.

THE MODERATOR: Okay. That's excellent.

Thank you. Thank you, Debra.
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Oh, wait. ©Not you, Scott. Hold on Scott.

MR. MAITS: Oh, you got somebody?

THE MODERATOR: No, I'm sorry. Eric had his hand up first.
I saw him first.

Eric, do you want to come back up?

MR. SHIELDS: Yeah.

THE MODERATOR: That's all right, Scott. We'll have you
come back next. You're very patient.

THE STENOGRAPHER: Just give us your name again.

MR. SHIELDS: Eric Shields.

Eric Shields, I'm speaking for myself, although I am
affiliated with Riders Alliance.

I do a lot of traveling between Dutchess and actually all
the way out to Suffolk. But I usually move around using only
public transportation so it's kind of an immersive thing for me.

And when I say transform, I don't necessarily mean it
exactly, I mean looking at alternative options.

I also look at the fact that when we build things over other
things, it tends to disrupt. Somebody here mentioned the
residential properties and commercial properties. Never should
we build something at the expense of somebody else. Because you
know, like it's kind of like, you know, shut the stairwells in
Brooklyn. The population's growing. Not bad with bottleneck,
one entrance, for example. That doesn't help. And the
businesses that don't get that foot traffic, suffer.

We shouldn't make progress at the expense of others. What
I mean by transform is looking at options we already have.
Clearly, it's not a bridge, it's not going to appear to connect
Connecticut to Long Island. Other than the Port Jefferson
Ferry, you know, why not build it off of what we already have.
You know, I look at the tram in Roosevelt Island and wondering
given that hurricane sea decline latitude gets higher and higher
every year, I don't think we should even be investing in
underground routes.

Long Island, especially Islip, seems to be buried by every
rainstorm, snowstorm, tropical storm. You know, what I meant by
looking at infrastructure and what we're using to make materials,
how are we're putting it in place is also important. You can't
repeat the same mistakes because it's only going to get worse
after that.

So instead of like building bridges out of materials that
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are not, you know, building them out of materials that are native
to the landscape, using masonry, terra-forming certain sections
of the Sound, that way materials that are used there will
cooperate with existing graphite. You don't put a metal out
there. Maybe big stones that were with that -- with that water
because I realized something happened there a few years ago, or
maybe recently, that's already been threatened, the
environmental sustainability of the Long Island Sound.

And further, somebody mentioned here about like people
being in the know, you know, not being told about this in advance
enough. Local cohesion, you know, you have cities, you have
towns at the base of representative structure, you can't just
throw something out there and just give somebody a little bit
amount of time to see.

I feel that cohesion could make projects happen faster.
Because like there's several agencies I travel through between
Dutchess County and here and if nobody's on the same page,
nothing's going to get done as quickly because everybody has to
like do something differently.

I look at the situation like one agency is -- one agency
may put emphasis on buses more than trams or rails. And if we're
trying to build a rail through, you have to look at what they've
built and what they haven't. And if they haven't built it, that
is going to cause disruptions for a neighborhood. That's going
to make some noise. That's going to invite trouble.

So like, for example, if a coaches is a small suggestion,
if the coaches that operate in the city, you usually refer to
them as X, QM, BM, one could say expanding those beyond the city
lineS so that maybe while projects are being linked, we can pretty
much give people an idea of what's connected by using what we
already have. You know, the buses are designed to go modest
distances. You know, I look at the city, the same buses that
go five miles from one neighborhood to another, go 25 miles from
White Plains to the Putnam border.

If we had the same technology, we should be using it the
same way. You know, leave nothing out and that way, you
know -- and, also, while we're making things, make the parts
interchangeable. If you're going to buy things or put investments
in things, make sure that everybody's making the same thing for
the same part. Like a bunch of giant Legos, make sure that
everything fits and can be swapped if it breaks so that we don't



24

have to buy something completely new to fix what we could have
done with interlocking parts. You know, being resourceful.

And in the presentation you mentioned public transportation
is the path for the Northeast economy. If anything, total
emphasis and right-of-way, no pun intended, should be put on it.
I see almost toomany —-- like, you know, traffic ordinances, laws,
by smaller towns and villages that hamper the sustainability of
public transportation.

In a sense, I'm kinda of against
alternate-side-of-the-street parking in Manhattan because the
buses have a hard enough time cramming through and, you know,
all the planned parades and special events and cultural
gatherings, that makes it all the more harder.

For some people it may seem unreasonable, but parking
garages exist all over the City. Some of them maybe get
subsidized. It depends. You know, where there's one option,
there's always another, you know,

THE MODERATOR: Great.

Thank you. Thanks, Eric.

Scott, did you want to come back up?

MR. MAITS: Yes.

THE MODERATOR: Before Scott comes up, hold on just a
second, Scott. You're so patient.

Thank you.



32

We have repeat customers. Okay.
I think Eric has been waiting so, Eric, do you want to come
up again.

MR. SHIELDS: Okay.

THE MODERATOR: 1I'm going to allow the people to keep
commenting as long as they want because that's why we're here.
At six o'clock, we'll take a break and because we do want to re-run
the presentation for people who came in late but there's no reason
to stop you from commenting.

So come on up, Eric and try to keep it to three minutes so
we can let other people speak.

MR. SHIELDS: Absolutely.

THE MODERATOR: That's all right. Don't worry too much
about it. 1I'll watch you.

MR. SHIELDS: Okay. Once again, Eric Shields. Although
I'm here on my own reconnaissance, I'm also a member of Riders
Alliance.

I wanted to, also, somebody mentioned their childhood in
Long Island and a lot of areas that have been taken over by
projects that have been, you know, -- and somebody mentioned a
sled hill and someone else mentioned certain structures that were
taken down in the name of progress.

I feel as though, as I said earlier, before we start just
marching an entire rail through, we have to remember what went
wrong. Like, Islip is very much like a kitchen sink. You're not
going to tunnel in places like that because if the rain goes down,
everything else will -- so.

And on a different level, somebody mentioned trains and
Japan and stuff, you've got todraw a line of idolatry. You know,
as much as we would like to reach the benchmark or -- of someone
we know or idolize who is very good at public transportation,
we need to know where our capabilities are and what we're working
with. You know, as an island and we are working with multiple
islands like Japan, but these islands are attached to a larger
mainland and there's some things that Japan can do that they have
been able to do, that we shouldn't even try.

And looking at the recent issue of, I believe, we asked them

if it happened in the Northeast Corridor -- I'm no big fan of
increasing speed right away but rather what stations are stopped
at. For example, in the morning you'll have an E train that goes

directly -- that hops at multiple stations to get to areas that
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would have a lot of ridership.

In a similar concept, instead of immediately thinking about
a third or fourth rail, putting some of those trains on a
different priority. You know, we have three Metro North lines
east of the Hudson, not all of them made local stops. Some of
them jump and then they make local stops or the other way around.

You know, as much as you'd like to have rails, sometimes
it's not easy to just throw the track down. You know, you have
to consider who you're going to -- who you're going to displace
and what else is going to happen.

I actually look at a lot of the Amtrak rails, you know, at
Yonkers, which is the Amtrak connector, I looked at the four rails
that go through the station, the two, I believe that were directly
affected by the Spuyten Duyvil mess, those were changed and they
actually were a little healthier than the Amtrak rails
back -- this is the middle. So if we —-- even if -- these are not
preventative measures, but if we see something happen, like for
example, if an agency like Amtrak sees that the MTA ran a train
into a river, even i1if the tracks are by failure on their side,
they should take the precaution of repairing the tracks just in
case. Because sometimes, you know, things tend to happen when
you say oh, now we can put it aside until it happens and six people
get arrested.

And in an any case scenario, you want to do something to
prevent something from happening. And from the posters I see
are common sense. You have -- you don't drive your car onto a
railroad tracks that are spanning a road. So in some cases, you
can't just point a finger at a transit agency, you have to
understand that people need to be better informed and exercise
better judgment. Like littering, you know, or just a bunch of
cans on the tracks. You —-- you just have to understand that you
can't scapegoat it, you have to understand where you fall on it.

If you keep pointing a finger or in some cases, idolatry,
I say, well, they've got this and they've got that. Why can't
we? Sometimes it doesn't work. Kind of like, you know, if you,
you know, the things that are between Chicago and New York. Some
things work in Chicago that don't work here. You have to
understand that every city, even the large ones, are different.
They have different needs.

And I look at the subway system, the largest in the world,
I have 469 stations and, you know, you will -- you can't just
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fix all of them. Sometimes, you know, you have to disrupt
service to put service back. And I kind of look at it as, you
know, rolling a rock up a hill and then it falls back down. But,
you know, I also want -- that's also why I said, if we go notice
something going wrong, we should -- agencies that cooperate along
the rail should make repairs for the heck of it. Because
sometimes it may affect them later.

Kind of like, you know, like, you know, rain, I look at the
City, they're trying to be storm ready and we've had several rain
storms since September and now and half of 7th Avenue just has
a stroke or shuts down or what happened in Kings Highway a few
weeks earlier that caused F trains to stop there and N trains
to screw around with the D line.

You know, that inconveniences people and you know, it leaves
to no end to complaints and it frustrates people when an issue
is mentioned or noted and we notice the symptoms to a problem
but we don't reach out to solve it before it becomes a nightmare.

And I will let you know that the projects that we're
proposing, I also think we should fix what we have first. The
Second Avenue Subway project, for example, grand. I wish it was
above ground so you could walk down to the great smells but hey,
they chose to dig under. And in a sense, looking at, like I said,
the hurricanes. We should stop digging after a certain point
because there's going to be points where the weather is going
to worsen and sea levels maybe could rise in the future.

And some methods of transportation are not going to be
feasible. And I notice that Manhattan used to have elevated
tracks. I went through the history myself and many of them were
torn down for fancier looking skyscrapers.

I spent a childhood on Long Island too, 15 years ago. But
if anything, it has changed and some things have changed that
have a negative impact that don't do certain things any justice.
You know, you have to make a place appealing to more than one
kind of interest. You can't just put a rail there and just not
have a sled hill -- not that there's been any snow this year.

And if anything, I also want -- not want, but would like
to see cohesion. You know, as much as I took the pains of getting
here, this card (indicating) is only accepted by three agencies
in the whole -- in other areas. What I mean by cohesion is that
everybody puts their differences aside and thinks about the
reason why public transportation exists for the public, maybe.
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And in a sense, you know, like other agencies have slightly
better technology than this but in a sense we should be sharing
ideas, we should be making these fair for the end person to
actually get around. That way we -- and somebody mentioned
tickets should be modular. Like if you need to get on multiple
methods of transportation, there should be a seamless ticket that
you —- like a form, they will direct you to different areas of
the form. So if you want to get, let's say, Pennsauken, which
I believe if you were coming from Queens, you need to take seven
different methods of transport, at a minimum five or four. You
want to have a ticket that covers all four of them instead of
having separate forms. I'm sure we've all had that moment where
the ticket we need slips out of our pocket, gets banged up and
you need to submit it anyway. It happens.

So in a sense keeping it consolidated and even better,
voucher. So if someone buys the ticket, they could send copy or

proof to the -- something that it could print just in case it
doesn't work.
THE MODERATOR: Okay. Thank you.

How are you holding up, Marc?
THE STENOGRAPHER: I'm okay.
THE MODERATOR: Okay.

Okay.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1929 DETAIL

Status : C ]
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jack & Csilla
Last Name : Shinkle

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

We as residents of Old Lyme, CT, oppose Alternative 1 for high speed rail between New York City and Boston,
particularly the proposed segment from Old Saybrook, CT to Providence, RI. That segment will cause a new
high speed rail line to be built from Old Saybrook over the Connecticut River and through the heart of the 350-
year-old town of Old Lyme. This project will damage the cultural, educational, civic, business and
environmental assets and attributes that consdititue the historical heritage and current life of our community.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1027 DETAIL

Status : et CampeTEs
Record Date : 2/12/2016

First Name : Patricia

Last Name : Shippee

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please see www.lymeline.net, and publisher Olwen Logan's comments which reflect the opinions of citizens of
the Town of Old Lyme....its history and way of life you are suggesting to destroy....at tremendous costs.
P.M.Shippee

Sent from my iPad



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #273 DETAIL

Status : Cistion Gompletesl

Record Date : 1/25/2016
First Name : Patricia M
Last Name : Shippee

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Although rail transportation indeed requires updating, the suggested routing through our town is absolutely
unthinkable. Our citizens are extremely conscious of the environmental and historic and cultural nature of this
area and have worked diligently to maintain that quality of life. There must be another way than your current
proposal.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2951 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Gerald
Last Name : Shippen

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I live in Wyoming yet | love to visit Old Lyme College of Fine Art in Old Lyme, Connecticut. As a former visiting
professor | know first hand what a valuable resource the College is to Connecticut and the field of Art. As an
artist, | spent parts of 6 summers traveling to Old Lyme to work and teach. The setting of the school which
was built with special attention to its unique surroundings and historical placement will be lost! Old Lyme with its
river estuaries and surrounding country are so ideal for an art school. It's unique history as a place where artists
have worked and continue to work brings character to the region. The Florence Griswald Museum is
unparalleled in its 19th Century a

American Art collection. You must consider all this, Americas history is being destroyed in this move to put a
high speed rail line there. SOS! "Save Our School"!!!



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1179 DETAIL

Status : S
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Donald
Last Name : Shirer

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a frequent visitor to Old Lyme, CT, | was disheartened to hear that your NEC Alternative 1 proposal would
relocate tracks directly through the town, demolishing historic buildings and disrupting a peaceful residential
neighborhood. Please rethink this proposal to find a more viable alternative.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1752 DETAIL

Status : iy
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Cheryl
Last Name : Shirley

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am opposed to Alternative 1, as it will take away the historic culture of Old Lyme.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1165 DETAIL

Status : s
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Thomas
Last Name : shivers

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

If the tier1 draft is to cut through communities and have a negative impact on historic places | would suggest an
alternative plan that does not do this and causes as little of an envirnomental impact as possible.l do believe
that the rail lines need to be updated so as to take as many trucks off the highways as possible.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2837 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Rebecca
Last Name : Shorette

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

We need rail service in Springfield and Palmer Massachusetts too. Western MA suffers from a very poor
economy. Bringing daily rail service here would benefit not only Western MA but the entire state. The only
train that comes through here now is the Lake Shore Limited and only once a day East and West. Please don't
let this important opportunity to improve the state's economy pass us by. We need Rail Service in Springfield
and Palmer MA.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1274 DETAIL

Status : i
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Richard
Last Name : Shriver

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am firmly opposed to FRA's option 1 that would destroy my home town. More importantly, the project as
designed would have a major negative impact on one of the world's environmental treasures, the Connecticut
River Estuary, a unique area that has been restored and preserved with great public and private effort. There
is a better solution to this problem, but those most affected by the FRA plan have not had time to help develop
a better way. That is the tragedy.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2724 DETAIL

Status : S

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Mike
Last Name : Shugrue

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As a member of a neighboring town I'm highly opposed to this potential plan. Southeastern CT small town
character is constantly being eroded and degraded. Pushing through historic Old Lyme simply is unacceptable

at any level.



JNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #868 DETAIL

Status : @ctivmComplsted’

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : N
Last Name : Shyloski

Stakeholder Comments/lssues :

Why would this rail be of value to the shoreline when Hartford would gain so much more from this venture?



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #478 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Skip
Last Name : Sibley

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please acknowledge receipt & register attached document.

Thank you,

Skip Sibley

Attachments : NEC FUTURE. U.S. DOT Federal Railroad.02.01.16.pdf (99 kb)



February 1, 2016

NEC FUTURE

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

New York, NY 10004

To whom it may concern,

My name is Skip Sibley and I’'m writing to you both as a citizen and an Old Lyme Selectman. | echo the
comments already submitted by my two fellow BOS colleagues: Ms. Bonnie Reemsnyder & Ms. Mary Jo
Nosal. | strongly object to the proposal as outlined in “Alternative 1”, in which the current train tracks
would be relocated through the center of Old Lyme.

Additionally | find it incredible that a $30 million study using taxpayer dollars was already conducted
producing a 1000 page report without any correspondence to the impacted towns. It was only a “tip”
given by an outsider that Old Lyme even became aware of this initiative by the NEC corridor agency. I'm
glad that an extension was given for folks to post their comments.

The rail path for Alternate option # 1 cuts through the heart of our historic district, potentially causing a
devastating impact to residents, businesses, museums and schools. And | can’t imagine the damaging
impact it would have on our environmentally sensitive areas.

Before moving forward in your plan and spending more dollars, | strongly encourage that a public
hearing be scheduled so that other concerned citizens could voice their opinions as well. Please keep me
informed on my request.

Respectfully submitted,
Skip Sibley

Old Lyme Selectman



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2675 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : James
Last Name : Sicilia

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

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



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #554 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/4/2016
First Name : Kirsten
Last Name : Sicuranza

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alternative 1 is presented as a "maintenance” proposal yet threatens to irrevocably alter the entire town of Old
Lyme, CT. | see no benefit gained for such a huge cost. Needless to say, | am adamantly opposed to this
option.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #812 DETAIL

Status : Acton Completed)
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : : Omar

Last Name : Siddique

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 Maryland resident and lover of natural, outdoor places, | am in
opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

As you surely know, the Washington DC / Baltimore corridor is extremely
developed, criss-crossed with roads, with one of the higher regional
population densities in the US. The few remaining natural areas are small,
and often isolated segments. A window-seat on an outbound flight shows this
truth all too starkly.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge which
includes 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 that can scarce afford to lose more green and
wild spaces, 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.

That's not merely my interest speaking, but the purpose of the the Patuxent
Research Refuge which was established 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.Workable and less destructive alternatives to incising a

wildlife refuge exist. Please choose an alternate that does not disturb a
national treasure.

Thanks for your time,
Omar Siddique

Ellicott City, MD 21043



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1010 DETAIL

Status : [Aelion Compised)
Record Date : 2/12/2016

First Name : Derek

Last Name : Siemon

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

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.

My wife and | live in Crofton Md and despite the fact that | am bothered by
having to drive "the long way around," using the D.C. beltway to get to
Rockville, Gaithersburg, etc., my annoyance is a pittance compared to
preserving the habitat of that which is an *avowed act of stewardship.*
The destruction of natural habitat in the state of Maryland over the past



20 years is a disgrace and a permanent loss. | experience a bittersweet

moment when | look at the state's website and tourism documents. They

always show the Northern Oriole, marshes, and other natural scenes. Ha! *What
a farce*. What a sham. Nothing could be further from the truth, in fact.

Derek Siemon

Crofton MD 21114



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1221 DETAIL

Status : R
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Lois

Last Name : Sigman young

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The local communities must be consulted and all factors considered before plans are made. Haste makes
very angry citizens!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1735 DETAIL

Status : L

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Kyle
Last Name : Signora

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

By building the Northeast Corridor track through Old Lyme, many people, including myself, believe that the
plan would destroy the iconic reputation of many historic landmarks located in the Old Lyme area, including the
Florence Griswold Museum, the Lyme Art Association, and the Lyme Academy of Fine Arts, located right down
the street from the Lyme Old-Lyme High School. Not to mention that the project is estimated to cost around $62
billion dollars, as well. Adding this train track to Old Lyme would greatly hurt our local economy and greatly
diminish Old Lyme's well-known reputation as a small, rural town.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1701 DETAIL

Status : N
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : MclLean
Last Name : Signora

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Regarding Alternative One for Old Lyme, CT

I am very concerned about the high speed rail going through town for a few different reasons. The first one is
that this isn't even going to help anyone in Old Lyme. Connecticut is a pass through state, so unless we go way
out of our way, we aren’t even going to board this train. The second concern of mine is the environmental
issues. We cannot risk polluting/ damaging the Connecticut River Estuary. Everyone should be worried about
that. The third concern that | have is that many businesses will either be shut down or moved, and do you know
what's funny? The Federal Railroad Administration has completely ignored the protective designations that
have been set on many places in Old Lyme, as they are Historical Districts. An example of this is that if they
decide to use Alternative 1, it will destroy one of the most historic places in Old Lyme, the John Sill House on
the campus of the Lyme Academy of Fine Art. | am 11, and even | can see that this is a messed up plan to
destroy half of our town, with nothing that is helping us. You are destroying businesses, land, Historical
Districts, and most important of all, our home. Thanks for trying to ruin my home and destroy everything that |
love.

-McLean Signora



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1521 DETAIL

Status : _

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Walter
Last Name : Signora

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

RE: Alternative 1 - Old Lyme, CT

From my standpoint, it is very clear that the impact of the segment for Old Lyme, CT has not been fully
researched to appreciate what this will do to our community. It appears someone simply drew a convenient line
along the shoreline next to i95. This proposed segment goes right through the historic downtown area. Please
take the time to visit Old Lyme to actually see the ramifications of this proposal. Thank you for your
consideration.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #754 DETAIL

Status : @i Completad

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Irwin
Last Name : Silber

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Sir;

I hike in the Patuxent Wildlife refuge. When we stop for lunch we look forward to watching the birds.

We enter the refuge through Croon Rd and cross rail tracks there. That low habitation area, and reutilization of
those tracks, seems a far better location for a new railline than attacking a wildlife refuge.

Irwin Silber



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #210 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/21/2016
First Name : Ed

Last Name : Silk

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I have been a property owner and resident of Old Lyme for over 17 years who has reviewed the NEC Rail
Investment in much detail and am compelled to advise you that Alternative #1 is not acceptable due to the
negative impact that the new section of track that is to run from Old Lyme through to the Rhode Island. The
planned insertion of the new track the entire length of Old Lyme, even if it involves aerial suspension of track,
will permanently disrupt a number of existing commercial and private sites, protected open space and also
disturb numerous historic and cultural landmarks unique to Old Lyme. | would appreciate an e-mail
acknowledgement of your receipt of this comment.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2844 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Gordon
Last Name : Simerson

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. The town of Old Lyme likewise should not be
impacted this way. The northern alternatives are better.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #664 DETAIL

Status : (AClion LompEtEd )
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Susan

Last Name : Simler

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Why is there not a detailed map of this project on display at every town hall of impacted towns? Why have
those maps not appeared in local newspapers? Exactly where will the tracks begin to veer north in Old
Saybrook and where will the new bridge leave OS? How will it impact OS's Mariner's Way development?
Where exactly will the new bridge join Old Lyme? How high will the bridge need to be and where will the "ramp"
that gives track the necessary gentle slope to climb that height begin and end. How is a bridge that crosses the
CT River on a diagonal practical? What is the exact path to be taken through the heart of Old Lyme and towns
to the east?

The last info session in CT passed before any of this "leaked" to the public. We have an issue with the width of
195 in Old Lyme that needs to be addressed as well.

The thought of devastating the heart of Old Lyme to make it easier and faster for people to pass by and our
state is exteremely upsetting. Small towns are what make Connecticut. Don't trample over us.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1584 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Hugh
Last Name : Simmons

Stakeholder Comments/issues :
?
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 tolt 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 promuigating 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,

Hugh Simmons
Phoenix, Maryland



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #703 DETAIL

Status : AN Gompisted
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Ellis

Last Name : Simon

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Three weeks ago | drove from Long Island to Boston to spend the day with my daughter. The trip took more
than four hours each way.

On the way home, | was thinking how wonderful it would be to hop on a high-speed train in Mineola or
Hicksville and be in Boston in under two hours.

We need Amtrak to bring high-speed rail to Long Island which why | support that alternative route. However,
instead of crossing Long Island Sound near Port Jefferson and New Haven, cross from Greenport to East
Guilford. The tunneling would be shorter and less expensive and you will be able to serve all of Long Island.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1700 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Donna
Last Name : Simpson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| believe New London should continue as a stop(the colleges, Coast Guard museum, ferry port and casinos).
Groton is a great add that would eliminate the need for the Mystic stop while serving more people convieniently.
Adequate parking at or very close to stations is imperative.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1842 DETAIL

Status : (FEndmg )
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : James
Last Name : Simpson

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 of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1220 DETAIL

Status : ]
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Victoria
Last Name : Sims

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

You can't build this because it would destroy the wetlands of Old Lyme, therefore disrupting several
ecosystems as well as interrupting the absorption of ground water, blocking the natural process of water
filtration. These ecological services provide enormous monetary benefits to the residents of Old Lyme and the
surrounding areas. The taxes would also go up for residents.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #241 DETAIL

Status : o Sompleisg

Record Date : 1/23/2016
First Name : Majbritt
Last Name : Sinay

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The plan which proposes to eliminate the main commercial area and the historic district of Old Lyme is very
poorly thought out Well publicized hearings need to be held locally with environmental, engineering, tourism
etc impacts



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1869 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Lisa
Last Name : Sinclair

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 #2411 DETAIL

Status : {Astion Gomplated
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Sheila

Last Name : Skahan

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Nuts!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1553 DETAIL

Status : SPendifng- s

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Douglas
Last Name : Skeen

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please continue to improve the North East Corridor with such things as fencing to keep people off the tracks,
tunnel replacement, reducing dangerous speed restricted curves, track upgrades and a new designed
passenger car. | know that some of these are very expensive items but improvements can be incremental
which will add up in the long run.



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #672 DETAIL

Status : SACHOR Qompielel
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Robert

Last Name : Skomorucha

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I am a working professional who for reasons of convenience and medical necessity relies on AMTRAK and
SETPA transit to commute from Wilmington, Delaware, to East Falls, Philadelphia, Pennsyvlania.

Having read the Tier 1 Draft EIS | write to express my support for Alternative 3. My reasons align with those
offered by others in support of Alternative 3; in the interest of brevity | will not repeat them here.

| do want America to become the best it can be and that includes tremendously improved infrastructure and
certainly improved assets related to all aspects of inter- and intra-city passenger rail.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2342 DETAIL

Status : (Ao Compleied
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Andrea

Last Name : Skwarek

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

i would be totally opposed to the running a trail way through old lyme



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2838 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Heidi
Last Name : Slaney

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Alternative one (the option that routes through the historic district of Old Lyme, CT) is a travesty. You would be
decimating the culture and income of an entire community (tourism is a huge part of the local economy) for little
purpose other than convenience. For shame.

Conversely, | would be in favor of rebuilding the lines between Danbury, Waterbury, Hartford, and Worcester
with possible spur lines through Storrs and Providence. This is a heavily traveled corridor paralleling I-84 and
would get a large amount of both commuter and freight traffic. There also are remnants of old rail and trolley
lines that could be utilized without cutting out huge swaths of the cultural centers of our state.

Come on, NEC. Get your act together and start more actively informing the locals in CT. The first Alternative is
not the way to go. My vote is for Alternative Three, with the stipulation that you listen to all the stakeholders
involved before putting down track.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1660 DETAIL

Status : rread s
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : janet
Last Name : slater

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Pure madness to destroy one of the most beautiful historic small towns in Ct.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #710 DETAIL

Status : Rehion CompleEs
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Wayne

Last Name : Slater

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It is critically important that everything reasonable be done to support and expedite the NEC FUTURE planning
process. The US has much catching up to do on the quality of passenger rail service in both NEC and the rest
of the country.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #329 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/27/2016
First Name : Frank
Last Name : Slattery

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

We need to build an Elevated Mag Lev Train from Boston to Washington, possibly to Richmond, Va.

We need to upgrade our national power grid. Can we do both by using the Elevated Mag Lev Train as a center
for the power grid upgrades? The cost would be spread out among the power companies and government.

Sincerely,
Frank Slattery



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1897 DETAIL

Status : CRERgEing s
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jamie
Last Name : Slenker

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 #2529 DETAIL

Status : Wation Compleedt

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Sloane

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear FRA:

| 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 the other important features of this
community. | have frequently visited this area and it is a local treasure with both historic and aesthetic
significance. This rail service needs to go up the 1-91 corridor and across the state iniand. The shoreline area
as a tourist area is very important to Connecticut and the less disturbance it gets, the better.

Yours truly, Dave Sloane



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #555 DETAIL

Status : @Eplicn GCompiated
Record Date : 2/4/2016

First Name : Caroline

Last Name : Sloat

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| would like to point out that the route between UConn (Storrs, CT) and Providence has already been the
subject of scrutiny and rejected for an Interstate Highway. Routing through the protected wetlands area on the
CT-RI border requires more careful study, and the result will quite likely be the same--that at the end of the day,
it is not feasible.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1360 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Smari Jr

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Just let the railway go it will most likely be the least cost.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #426 DETAIL

Status : Jaslion Compléted)

Record Date : 1/31/2016
First Name : Damon and Patricia
Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

We are vehemently opposed to Alternative 1 and the consequent destruction of a national treasure, Old Lyme.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2525 DETAIL

Status : #iion Compleied

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Frederick
Last Name : Smith

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 #2222 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Kathryn
Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am writing to echo the comments delivered by various Lyme/Old Lyme organizations on February 10, 2016,
opposing the plans outlined in Alternative 1. This alternative would be devastating to the towns of the
shoreline.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2338 DETAIL

Status : B GompetedT,
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Karen

Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am strongly opposed to alternative one. As a resident of Old Lyme, | am against the destruction of our only
commercial area as well as our beautiful historic district.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2490 DETAIL

Status : _
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Karen
Last Name : Smith
Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. Please try to find an alternate solution that will
not impact this program that supports so many young artists and provides a learning opportunity for students of
all ages in the arts for surrounding communities. Thank you.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #320 DETAIL

Status : {Action Toimplate™

Record Date : 1/27/2016
First Name : Kelly
Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| believe wholeheartedly that the proposed high speed rail network through the heart of Long Island would have
a devastating effect on communities.

| am particularly opposed to Alternative 3 for the terrible changes in the quality of life it would create throughout
Long Island.

Furthermore, to date, this project has not included enough outreach to, or input from community members, who
should certainly be consulted prior to spending billions of tax dollars.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #112 DETAIL

Status : L]
Record Date : 1/7/2016
First Name : Laird
Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

If NEC goes beyond New England, the most pressing rail transport problem is
the circa 1907 tunnel system under the Hudson. If NEC Future is strictly

for New England, could a little re-ggirening of the NYC subway tunnels

allow a few Metronorth trains access to NY Penn Sta.? Amtrak would hate
this as it can now charge a lot for thru service New England to Phila and
points South without the inconvenience of a station change in New York.

Or, expand the number of Amtrak stops in New Rochelle -- albeit only a
small step toward lower fares from North to South. Or have metronorth
shuttles from New Rochelle to NYP. Laird Smith, Chester, CT



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2530 DETAIL

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Phillip R
l.ast Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Having recently used high speed rail service in China, | strongly advocate bringing such service to New
England. Beware of building surface level tracks that destroy existing property and buildings, as these features
are emotional triggers for dissent. Elevated lines work well and are only built once, are easier to maintain (less
wear and tear from traffic), and provide an element of safety not present with the current lines. | live next to the
train tracks and am pleased with the limited noise electric trains produce.



Roger M Smith

2/12/2016

Re Federal Rail Administration NEC Draft Plans

To Whom It May Concern:

As a resident of Old Lyme, | am submitting testimony in opposition to the
Northeast Corridor Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
“Alternative 1” proposal.My concern lies in the fact that this proposal will
significantly alter the lives of residents of Old Lyme and decimate my
community.

The impacts to my community include the potential destruction of homes,
businesses, the Old Lyme Historic District {which includes our
schools,Library,the Florence Griswold Museum , The Lyme Academy of
Fine Arts and many, the Town Hall and many businesses. In addition it
would have significant environmental impacts including the removal of
wetlands, open space and natural resources.

There have to be ways to improve transportation in the Northeast Corridor
that can be accomplished without destroying this valuable community.

) o L T
72 WATF

Thank You,




NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2750 DETAIL

Status : L

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Sharon
Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This tunnel under Long Isiand Sound is preposterous, both in terms of its cost and its impact on communities
on both sides of the Sound. Spend your time thinking up something more sensible.



JNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1443 DETAIL

Status : AEToN COmMEEE)
Record Date : 2/14/2016

First Name : Terry

Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The high speed line through Old Lyme is a terrible idea. Speed should not trump our history and quality of life.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1473 DETAIL

Status (Adion Completed

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Tia
Last Name : Smith

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The small straightening of the route suggested by this change would not warrant the huge disruption of historic
Old Lyme. | am completely against this land grab.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2309 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Joseph
Last Name : Smolinski

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 #1569 DETAIL

Status : R

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Michele
Last Name : Snitkin

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| support the improvement of our railway system and currently use trains in preference to an automobile when
possible.

Having read the 3 alternatives for the NEC, | prefer #2 since it opens up train travel to UCONN as well as
avoiding what
would be a devastating and destructive route through Old Lyme and beyond proposed in #1. The investment in

the second
alternative is worth the additional price in providing expanded service, speed and safety through 2040 (and

likely beyond).

Sincerely,
Michele Snitkin

Niantic, CT 06357



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2386 DETAIL

Status :

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern:

I write to oppose Tier 1 EIS Alternative 1 not only because of its obvious detrimental impact on the local
economy, environment, and cultural history, but also for the local community that it will impact as they engage
in a long battle to fight its imposition (that in the end will benefit no one but the teams of attorneys who will
engage in this conflict).

Please withdraw Alternative 1 from consideration.

Respectfully,

Carol Snow
Madison, CT



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #239 DETAIL

Status : RSO Camplated)

Record Date : 1/23/2016
First Name : Cynthia
Last Name : Snow

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As frequent Amtrak riders and avid bicycle travelers, we encourage the roll-on service for bikes on Amtrak. We
have used the service on the Downeaster between Boston and Maine and the Cascade service in the Pacific

Northwest to good advantage.

The service MUST include recumbent bikes—at least those that are no bigger than regular bikes. Even better
would be allowances for tandems, bike trailers and longer recumbents where baggage service is available.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #945 DETAIL

Status : AEion Oampletes:

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Jamie
Last Name : Snurkowski

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This plan will devastate our small town, ruining it's character and history. My family and | highly oppose routing
a train through the middle of our town's main street, disrupting a college, residences, a museum, and wetlands.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1304 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Margaret
Last Name : Sola

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

“"Maintain" should not be an option as it is shortsighted and a waste of money that could go towards the more
sustainable options of "GROW" OR "TRANSFORM".

While | love the idea of "Transform", | am opposed to any plan that calls for a bridge or tunnel affecting Long
Island Sound. If that were not part of the deal, | would vote for "transform" as all evidence is pointing to people
wanting to get out of their cars.... especially Millennials who have opted out of the car culture. Any auto-less
proposal that brings people to economic centers, and educational centers, is the way to go. | have been
commuting 40+ miles up Route 9 to Hartford for over 30 years and would welcome a train alternative.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2035 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Mayur
Last Name : Solanki

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| support Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will allow more passengers to
travel major cities between Boston and Washinton DC. It will definitely help to reduce lots of traffic on 1-95 and
that needs to be done cause 1-95 is being too much conjugated. Also it will help to prevent environmental
pollution since more people will travel by Northeast Corridor. It will help university students commuting between
main campus and the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



IﬂEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1941 DETAIL

Status : (AelionCompleted
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Mayur

Last Name : Solanki

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| support Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will allow more passengers to
travel major cities between Boston and Washinton DC. It will definitely help to reduce lots of traffic on 1-95 and
that needs to be done cause 1-95 is being too much conjugated. Also it will help to prevent environmental
pollution since more people will travel by Northeast Corridor. It will help university students commuting between
main campus and the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



LNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2039 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Mayor
Last Name : Solanki

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

I support Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will allow more passengers to
travel major cities between Boston and Washinton DC. it will definitely help to reduce lots of traffic on 1-95 and
that needs to be done cause 1-95 is being too much conjugated. Also it will help to prevent environmental
pollution since more people will travel by Northeast Corridor. It will help university students commuting between
main campus and the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2041 DETAIL

Status : @cHun Completed
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Mayur

Last Name : Solanki

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| support Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will allow more passengers to
travel major cities between Boston and Washinton DC. It will definitely help to reduce lots of traffic on [-95 and
that needs to be done cause 1-95 is being too much conjugated. Also it will help to prevent environmental
pollution since more people will travel by Northeast Corridor. It will help university students commuting between
main campus and the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #300 DETAIL

Status : rigtinh Conpletet’

Record Date : 1/26/2016
First Name : Sheila
Last Name : Solari

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I urge the powers that be to STOP the plan for high speed rail through CT. It would negatively impact the
environment, ecology, and cultural landscape of our CT, in particular Old Lyme, CT.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2241 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Somers

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 #1815 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Donejia
Last Name : Somerville

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 #1899 DETAIL

Status : (Fending )

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jamess
Last Name : Somppi

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 #2076 DETAIL

Status : tibn Compled,

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Ope
Last Name : Sonusi

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.”



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1390 DETAIL

Status : (llnrdaa

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Anita
Last Name : Soos

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| strongly oppose The Alternative 1 proposal that would necessitate cutting a wide swath through Old Lyme,
CT. Old Lyme is one of the oldest Art Colonies in the United States and boasts three venerable institutions - the
Lyme Academy of Art; the Florence Griswold Museum, and the Lyme arts Association, not to mention the
pastoral settings which supply the inspirations for countless artists today. The entire character of this small
community would be completely destroyed.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2902 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jonathan
Last Name : Tarr

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| favor Alternative 3. However, should the construction of new trackage and stations be pursued, local residents
must be engaged earlier and more fully into the planning process.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1177 DETAIL

Status : CEengpay
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Anne

Last Name : Cote Taylor

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alternative 1 plan for Old Lyme and its impact on surrounding communities will be catastrophic.People live here
for the beauty of nature and the "relative” peace and quiet of an historical town. This is a terrible idea whose
time has not come. History will not look kindly on you should you proceed with this proposal.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3078 DETAIL

Status : s
Record Date : 2/17/2016
First Name : Craig
Last Name : A Taylor

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To whom it may concern,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed re-routing of rail
service through Old Lyme (Alternative 1). As an Old Lyme resident, my
family and | frequently take advantage of the community offerings,
including the historic downtown, the abutting land trust properties, and
the shops and restaurants that originally attracted us to the area.

Based on renderings for Alternative 1, the proposed railroad route would
cut immediately through one of our favorite land trust properties
Champlain North, and the 16.5 foot oak tree, vernal pools, and wildlife
that inhabit the preserve.

As a daily commuter on route 95, | find it hard to believe that widening
the highway is too costly and politically challenging, but establishing a
new rail route through similar habitat is not. The cost benefit analysis

for a new rail system should be considered in conjunction with highway
improvement through the same area. Transportation funding for this area
of the state is limited and the order of magnitude cost for a slightly
shorter rail trip does not sound like the best allocation of resources for
the area residents.

While | support upgrades to rail service and planning for future growth,

the proposed route has too many drawbacks to give my support. | hope you
consider alternative, less drastic improvement projects for the north east
corridor

Craig A. Taylor

ctaylor! @ s



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #371 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/29/2016
First Name : Cynthia
Last Name : Taylor

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Option 1 would completey devastate the town of Old Lyme, how many homes, not to mention the historical
district, and the college would be destroyed? There must be a better way more closely following the current
tracks.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1896 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Winthrop
Last Name : Taylor

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a New England native of 10 generations, | oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal
because it will not only destroy the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New
Haven, it will adversely impact this historically significant venue. Please work with these folks to find an
acceptable alternative.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2288 DETAIL

Status : <Pendings

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Carole
Last Name : Teller

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

In planning for the expansion of a high-speed rail, it is imperative that the least amount of destruction to the
existing communities and ecology be of tantamount importance. The Old Lyme Historical district cannot be
moved or replaced---if destroyed, a priceless piece of Americana is lost and a treasure of a campus mutilated.
| oppose the NEC Alternative 1..

Please consider another, less objectionable route.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2019 DETAIL

Status : cgdlion Completed!

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Lisa
Last Name : Tellier

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am writing to voice my opposition to alt. 1 regarding rail expansion that would cut through the historic district of
Old Lyme. While | do enjoy traveling by rail, | find it hard to believe that anyone would seriously entertain
destroying an area that is so important to the tourist industry of south eastern connecticut. There must be

another way.
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NEC &=
FUTURE Card

If you have a comment on the NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, please fill out this
comment card and hand it to an NEC FUTURE team
member, or mail it by January 30, 2016, to the Federal
Railroad Administration, using the address on the reverse
side of this card. You can also submit comments through
the project website at www.necfuture.com or via email to
comment@necfuture.com.

Thank you for your interest and input!



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #183 DETAIL

Status : _

Record Date : 1/15/2016
First Name : Rich
Last Name : Terrana

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Not liking the plan to put Amtrak trains through Long Island. Terrible idea, bad plan, not needed.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2965 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Robert
Last Name : Terry

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

NOT THROUGH OLD LYME PLEASE



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #978 DETAIL

Status : ChctiomGompleted;
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Robert

Last Name : Terry

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

please don't do this, it will ruin the quiet lil town i've loved



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2834 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Terwilliger

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This comment relates to the proposals contained in the Northeast rail corridor (NEC) plan, called the "NEC
Future Tier 1 Draft EIS."

| fear that the Alternatives "No Action,” #2, and #3 are essentially "the hairy hand.” That is: that they are options
presented primarily for the purpose of being rejected, leaving only the intended Alternative #1 for serious
consideration.

Alternative #1 is flawed in two major senses. First, it is the least likely of the three so-called "Action Plans" to
achieve any significant improvement in high speed rail service between New York and Boston. Second,
Alternative #1 will utterly demolish the town of Old Lyme, turning one of the oldest and most storied towns of
this state into a hollow shell. As a resident of Old Lyme, | am dismayed at the prospect of my town's
destruction. As a citizen of the republic, however, | am *even more dismayed* at the cynical abandonment of
the goals of high speed rail in the Northeast Corridor that Alternative #1 clearly represents.

The NEC Future Tier 1 Draft EIS claims a gain of 30 minutes (sometimes 40 minutes) in the transit time
between New York and Boston with Alternative #1. A closer look casts serious doubt on such claims. Truly
significant and reliable improvements in service between Boston and New York can only be had by choosing
Alternative #2 or (far better) Alternative #3. Alternative #1 claims an improvement of 30 minutes, but in fact the
continued conflicts between the various owners and lessors of the rail lines in question will mean that such
improvements are dependent on Acela (or any other high speed train sharing tracks with other services)
keeping a perfect schedule. If the Acela should have fallen behind when it reaches any station on this stretch of
track (a thing largely dependent on conditions further south, for north-bound trains), the local trains will have the
right of way; and the Acela must then wait as long as it takes for the local to pass by -- and to go far enough
ahead of the Acela to make sure the local is in no danger of being overtaken by it. Based on historical
performance, the alleged 30 minutes' gain will be reduced to something more like 10 minutes on average. Ten
minutes. A pitiful gain for some $45 billion dollars over and above the cost of a fully-funded "No Action"
alternative.

Worse, the acceptance of Alternative #1 will slam the door on all further efforts to improve rail transit in the
Northeast Corridor for a generation or more. "Small reforms are the greatest enemies of large reforms" is a
commonplace of politics. Alternative #1 is a classic example of a "poison reform:" one whose main impact is to
forestall meaningful change.

As to the town of Old Lyme, | can only say that this place has been in the forefront of developments in
Connecticut from the very beginnings of English settlement on Long Island Sound. | won't rehearse her entire
history, but will only note that by the late 19th century, the town was considered to be so beautiful and so
welcoming that it attracted some of the best painters in the United States to come here and practice their craft -
- and that American art has not been the same since. Alternative #1 would destroy every vestige of the town



that attracted these painters (men and women) to what is now, was once, and (God willing) may yet be a
remarkably beautiful place.

I do not shrink from sacrifice for the public good. | was taught that sacrifice is a part of the price of living in a
republic; and | accept that price. But | must question, and (in this case in particular) | must *protest most
strongly* against what | consider to be an ill-thought-out and ineffective course of action -- one whose only
lasting impact will be the derailment of TRUE "high speed rail" and (as a sort of bitter "collateral damage" of the
debate) the destruction of one of Connecticut's most beautiful and historic towns. Alternative #1 demands the
death of Old Lyme: a sacrifice that might be worthy, if only the object were worthy of such a price. But, in fact,
the sacrifice of our town's life would only serve to temporarily advance the careers of a few politicians while it
undermines the happiness of future generations throughout the Northeast! That is an unworthy sacrifice.
Alternative #1 is simply not right.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1381 DETAIL

Status : “unread.
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Emrys
Last Name : Tetu

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose option 1 and any plan cutting through historic Old Lyme, CT. Thank you.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #75 DETAIL

Status : «Hending

Record Date : 12/16/2015
First Name : Lois
Last Name : Bruinooge

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The Last Green Valley, Inc. is the management entity for The Last Green Valley National Heritage Corridor in
eastern CT and south central MA. Both Alternatives 2 and 3 would directly affect the Corridor yet we just found
out about this project and the Draft EIS last week. We will likely be submitting more detailed comments but
wanted to let you know that Section 107 of our enabling legislation, Public Law 103-449 as amended, requires
"Any federal entity conducting or supporting activities directly affecting the Corridor shall consult with the
Secretary [of the Interior] and the management entity with respect to such activities to minimize any adverse
effect on the Corridor."

Please contact me to discuss. Thank you.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #281 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/25/2016
First Name : Edward
Last Name : Thereault

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Running a high speed rail one through the environmentally sensitive estuaries and historic landscape of old
Lyme is ludicrous. While public transit is a much needed piece of infrastructure, it serves no purpose to destroy
a town and an ecosystem to do so. Visitors from around the world come to the lower CT River valley and the
mouth of the Lieutenant River to eagle and osprey watch, visit the landscapes made famous by the American
impressionists of the Old Lyme School, and visit the 18th and 19th century inns and museums the remain much
as they were when Childe Hassam, Willard Metcalf and their fellow painters came to stay at Miss Florence's
boarding house.

After you run a rail line through the lawn at the Whitehouse, the national mall, and across the tidal basin in
Washington DC come talk to us here.

Our region is as much a national treasure as they are.

| urge you to find a less intrusive and culturally violent place to run the rail line.

Doesn't the Acela train line already suffer from the congestion of our coastal towns? Why build a train that
needs a safe, open space to travel at high rates of speed through these very busy towns on the coast?



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #225 DETAIL

Status : ¢ Asion.Gompleie ]

Record Date : 1/21/2016
First Name : Deborah
Last Name : Thibodeau

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| agree with the East Coast Greenway Alliance's recommendations for the NEC plan to include improved and
expanded bicycle parking and roll-on service for multi-modal users, plus complete corridors ~ shared-use
trails along active rail lines, highways, utility corridors, or waterways including bridges designed for bicycle and
pedestrian river crossings.



LNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2489 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Nellichery
Last Name : Thiyagarajan

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.”

Please be aware that the deadline for comments is Tuesday, Feb. 16, so please act now and share this
information your with friends, colleagues and family.

Thank you for helping us protect and preserve Lyme Academy College of the University of New Haven.

Nellichery Thiyagarajan



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #317 DETAIL

Status : «giion Gomplefes »

Record Date : 1/27/2016
First Name : John
Last Name : Thomas

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

In the sense of planning for the future, Alternative 3 is the best plan. It will alleviate all of the present problems
and extend service to new areas.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2456 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Brett
Last Name : Thompson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| strongly oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy irreplaceable
cultural assets and one of Connecticut's most historic communities.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2765 DETAIL

Status : (At Gompietert |

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Claudia
Last Name : Thompson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Old Lyme is one of the most beautiful, peaceful, historic towns, bordered by Long Island Sound and the
Connecticut River and has drawn its character for centuries from an artist colony which developed there
BECAUSE of the beauty and tranquility of the area. It is a unique gem visited by thousands of tourists yearly
now and | can't believe there isn't some way of improving the rail service without destroying the heart of this
classic, uniquely American historic town--PLEASE TRY!



‘NEC DE!S Comments - RECORD #1480 DETAIL

Status : (Aiation Gompleted

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Geoffrey
Last Name : Thompson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| assume rumors are accurate and this is a $60 billion project. The nation can not afford it. Certainly this will fail
the fiscal test. This project tears up the greater Lyme community with its museums, traditions, history and
beauty.....improve the current line is a better way



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #262 DETAIL

Status : wastion Gompleled=>

Record Date : 1/25/2016
First Name : Tanya
Last Name : Thompson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The proposal is so outrageous and muddle-headed that several people to whom | forwarded it thought it
was some kind of early April fool's joke. To run a rail line through an historic village would be so deleterious to
the village that we would all be impacted severely. Hard to believe that anyone even came up with this.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1134 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Beverly
Last Name : Thornton

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The need for information is so important to the people that live in the state of Ct.This state is a pass way for all
of New England.Yet no inprovements have been made for the citizens who use the rails to and from New

York.Come and explain to us all.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #697 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Christine
Last Name : Thurber

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 former resident of Maryland and a lover of the 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.

I moved to Maryland in 2009 and worked at Patuxent Research Refuge. Following several internships and a
position with the Maryland Department of Agriculture, | chose to attend graduate school at Frostburg State
University and obtain a Master's in Conservation Biology and Applied Ecology. My thesis focused on a rare
warbler species, Cerulean Warblers, which you are lucky enough to have breeding in your state. This rapidly
declining species, along with many others, already faces so many perils along its migratory route. It astounds
me that this proposal is even being considered, as it would destroy even more habitat. You should be proud to
have a treasure like Patuxent in your backyard and strive to protect it. | was inspired by its beauty and value,
and along with many other students and young professionals lucky enough to spend time there, chose to
pursue a career protecting such areas.

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,

Christine Thurber

Worcester, MA 01606

Christine. Thurber @ NN < Mailto: Christine. Thurber QN>

unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the
law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have received this message in error,
please notify the sender and delete the email immediately.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2287 DETAIL

Status :

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

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

As a aiumnus of the University of New Haven I'm apposed to the current route offered which will adversely
effect our campas and Old Lyme, CT and feel that you can consider an altentive route.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2123 DETAIL

Status : —

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Karen
Last Name : Tichy, Esq.

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To the Federal Rail Administration,

| am in strong opposition to Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will effectively
destroy the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. This university is a
dynamic and expanding successful academic institution in the state of Connecticut. Please give this institution a
chance to prosper and grow. Its graduates make Connecticut proud and are gainfully employed in many
industries throughout this state. | respectfully propose that an alternate route be adopted, one that will not
negatively impact the University of New Haven.

Thank you for your consideration.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1285 DETAIL

Status : PRRdimg.

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : Timpanelli

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Old Lyme /Old Saybrook are one of the states most beautiful areas- to destroy the nature of these areas to gain
35 minutes of travel time is appalling !



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #851 DETAIL

Status Asiion Compieted

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Raphael
Last Name : Tisch

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

Hello,

I am writing you to express concern about a proposed railway line planned

to go through Patuxent Research Refuge. 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 proposed disturbance would significantly reduce the ecosystem value
this refuge provides to us and the wildlife the area sustains. Not only the
construction, but the long-term noise and pollution impact will be
unsustainable.l understand it's easier to plan to go through an area
currently without human population, but just as we need sensible public
transportation, we also need a healthy environment to survive, and
exploring already-disturbed areas should be a priority for this project.

Sincerely,

Raphael Tisch

Long Days and Pleasant Nights



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1061 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Bruinooge

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Sometimes no matter how hard we try, gremlins cause mischief with our work. There was an error in the first
paragraph of the comments submitted by The Last Green Valley, Inc. on January 13, 2016. | have attached
revised/corrected comments and ask that you delete the previous version. Thank you!

Lois Bruinooge, Executive Director

The Last Green Valley

203B Main Street (2nd floor)

P.O. Box 29

Danielson, CT 06239

860-774-3300; fax 860-774-8543
www.thelastgreenvalley.org<http://www.thelastgreenvalley.org/>
[TLGV MASTER_2PMS_3975378_30pct]

Attachments : TLGV Comments 2-12-16.pdf (302 kb)



NEC Future

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

New York, NY 10004

February 12, 2016 reen
SVAl ley

Re: Revised Comments on Tier I Draft EIS
Dear Colleagues:

The Last Green Valley National Heritage Corridor was designated by Congress in 1994 because
of its unique natural, cultural, historic, scenic, and recreational resources. The National
Heritage Corridor, known simply as The Last Green Valley, spans 1,100 square miles and
encompasses 26 towns in eastern Connecticut and 9 towns in south-central Massachusetts.

Alternatives 2 and 3 in the Tier I Draft EIS will directly affect and will substantially impact The
Last Green Valley, yet there is no mention in thousands of pages of documents of The Last
Green Valley’s existence. The purpose of this testimony is to briefly describe The Last Green
Valley’s resources, and to let you know that Section 107 of our enabling legislation, Public Law
103-449 as amended, requires that:

Any federal entity conducting or supporting activities directly affecting the Corridor shall
consult with the Secretary [of the Interior] and the management entity with respect to
such activities to minimize any adverse effect on the Corridor.

The Last Green Valley, Inc. (TLGV) is the nonprofit organization designated as the
management entity for the Corridor. Our work is governed by our Vision 2020 Management
Plan, available on our website, www.thelastgreenvalley.org.

As the management entity, TLGV respectfully requests consultation with FRA prior to any
decisions being made about preferred alternatives.

Both Alternatives 2 and 3 have the potential to significantly impact Last Green Valley
communities, yet there seems to be very little awareness about this project in our cities and
towns. The Tier I Draft EIS came as quite a surprise, and with public hearings and a public
comment period spanning the holidays, the timing could not be worse for real public
participation. Our second request to FRA is that the public comment period be extended and
that more informational meetings and/or public hearings be held outside of the major
metropolitan areas.

The Last Green Valley is 77% forest and farm land, a unique and rare landscape in the coastal
sprawl between Boston and Washington. Agriculture and forestry are important components of
the economy, as are recreation and tourism, drawing approximately 2 million visitors each year.

P 860-774-3300 E mail@tlgv.org thelastgreenvalley.org
203B Main Street (2" floor), P.O. Box 29, Danielson, CT 06239-0029 P.0. Box 186, Southbridge, MA 01550




The Last Green Valley’s forests are part of the Southern New England Heritage Forest, a large-
landscape scale initiative where dozens of organizations are working to preserve unfragmented
forest blocks because of their benefits to the wood products industry, agriculture (maple sugar)
recreation (fishing, hunting) wildlife habitat, water and air quality, climate resiliency, and
tourism (foliage). Alternatives 2 and 3 would bisect these resources.

The Last Green Valley is also home to a National Scenic Byway (Route 169), and 60 miles of
National Recreation Water Trail (the Willimantic and Quinebaug Rivers). Alternatives 2 and 3
would cross these resources, and would impact many more state and locally significant trails
and public lands.

The federal government has already invested more than $11 million in promoting and protecting
The Last Green Valley’s unique resources, leveraging more than $253 million in state, local,
and private dollars dedicated to the same. While there are certainly benefits to expanding high
speed rail service through the region, there are also tremendous costs. We simply wish all of
those costs to be recognized and become part of the decision-making equation.

We would also note that there are 49 National Heritage Areas in the country, and this project
directly impacts at least one more, the Blackstone Rivers Valley National Heritage Corridor to
our east, and likely crosses through other NHAs to our south.

In conclusion, TLGV requests that:

1) FRA begin the consultation process with us prior to making any decisions about preferred
alternatives;

2) The public comment period be extended and more informational meetings and/or public
hearings be held outside of the major metropolitan areas; and

3) The Last Green Valley National Heritage Corridor’s resources be recognized and accounted
for in the decision-making process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,

Lois Brujnogge
Executive

P860-774-3300 E mail@tlgv.org thelastgreenvalley.org
203B Main Street (2" floor), P.0. Box 29, Danielson, CT 06239-0029  P.0. Box 186, Southbridge, MA 01550



The Northeast Maglev, LLC

N\ 1212 New York Ave NW Suite 700
Washington, DC 20005

THE NORTHEAST MAGLEV (202) 499-7933
http://northeastmaglev.com

January 14, 2016

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

NEC Future

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

New York, NY 10004

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea;

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

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

We do agree with your assessment as stated in your report that Maglev levitation technology could be
used to develop a second spine in the Northeast Corridor and could result in providing future
transformative investment in the regional transportation system. However, we disagree with the
statement made that “advanced guideway systems, such as magnetic levitation technologies remain
under development”. The SCMAGLEV system has been fully developed and the Government of Japan
has approved the technology for revenue service operation. In December 2011, the Japanese Ministry
of Land Infrastructure Transport and Tourism enacted technological standards for the operation of the
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.

Sincerely,

" Nazih K. Hadd
Executive Vice President



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1910 DETAIL

Status : <aétor Conisied

Record Date : 271 5/2016
First Name : Richard
Last Name : Toce

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 #1292 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Todd

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please do not desicrate the pristine historic town and environs of Old Lyme, CT- we need preservation for
ourselves and those to come- so few left....and this one is a gem!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2114 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Louis
Last Name : Todisco

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor proposal, because it will destroy the Lyme Academy campus of
the University of New Haven.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #745 DETAIL

Status : (Action Completad,’
Record Date : 2/10/2016

First Name : Frances

Last Name : Toler

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol BraegelmannOffice of Environmental Policy and Compliance1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-
MIBWashington D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Braegelmann: As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places | am
writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan. This proposal would 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 degrade 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. | personally go multiple times a year to Patuxent Research
Refuge to look for birds, frogs, and other wildlife, and am very aware of the superior habitat in this location. It is
a point of pride to have such an ecologically rich area as this in a major metropolitan area! 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,

Fran Toler



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1592 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Christopher
Last Name : Toscano

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, a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places, and a hunter who values access to
the Patuxent Research Refuge, | 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
Chris Toscano

Columbia MD 21045



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1368 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Chris
Last Name : Toth

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #463 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Paige R.
Last Name : Bronk, AICP

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

NEC Future,

Please accept the attached comments on behalf of the Town of Groton, CT.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Thank you.

Paige R. Bronk, AICP

Economic and Community Development Manager
Town of Groton

Town Hall Annex

134 Groton Long Point Road

Groton, CT 063404873

(860) 448-4095
PBronk@groton-ct.gov<mailto:PBronk@groton-ct.gov>

Attachments : NEC Future Comments 01292016.pdf (95 kb)



TOWN OF GROTON

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

JONATHAN J. REINER | 34 GROTON LONG POINT ROAD, GROTON, CONNECTICUT 06340
DIRECTOR TELEPHONE (860) 446-597C Fax (860) 448-4094
JREINER@GROTON-CT.GOV WWW.GROTON-CT, GOV

January 29, 2016

NEC FUTURE

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

New York, NY 10004

Federal Railroad Administration:

On behalf of the Town of Groton, CT, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NEC
FUTURE plan as presented. We have reviewed the material and also attended a presentation
held on Monday, December 14, 2016 in New Haven, CT. :

We appreciate the FRA’s goal of planning for the long-term sustainability and viability of the
Northeast Corridor (NEC). Groton has taken a pragmatic perspective in reviewing this
massive project and realizes that funding limitations can significantly impact the long term
sustainability of the NEC. As a result, we believe the most pressing issues are the
preservation of the existing infrastructure line including needed repairs, upgrades, and
operations. The “No Action” Alternative has seemingly been dismissed as a non-option by
many, but unless a practical approach can be developed and approved by the federal
government, then the “No Action” alternative might indeed become reality. Even the “No
Action” alternative has a $9 billion base cost which basically only addresses deferred
maintenance.

The other three options include varying upgrades to the system, but none can be considered
low cost scenarios. They range from about $54 to $293 billion plus the “no action” base cost
of $9 billion. In viewing the fiscal record of past major infrastructure projects, most recently
in Boston, it is likely that actual costs will exceed current estimates. This is especially true
given the number of “unknowns” in difficult land and water study area geography. There
should be a healthy dose of skepticism in viewing budget projections due to past historical
precedent.

Groton is deeply concerned about the lack of resources historically allocated to the NEC for
both capital and operational improvements and the resulting impacts to the system.
Additionally, we know how much the NEC has historically benefitted our coastal region. We
desire to support the ongoing improvement effort for the existing system. Funding at all

“SUBMARINE CAPITAL OF THE WORLB”



NEC FUTURE 2 January 29, 2016
national levels has been impacted and there is reason to believe that funding will continue to be
a limiting factor into the future for projects such as the NEC.

As a result of fiscal constraints and Groton’s desire to promote the existing infrastructure, we
believe that Alternative #1 is the best option for the NEC. Alternative #1 addresses the needed
level of rail service required to support projected growth in population and employment. This
alternative inherently supports improvements to the existing and primary rail line connecting
coastal metropolitan areas. Alternative #1 expands capacity, adds tracks, relieves key
chokepoints, and serves the future of Connecticut well. This option is also by far the least
expensive of the three options that would advance the NEC. It also supports the existing
infrastructure line without comprising its integrity through planned reductions in service or
investment.

Specific to Groton, we also support Alternative #1 because it proposes new investment
including a new segment and potential new station somewhere between New London and
Mystic. We envision this new segment and station as a potential economic development
opportunity. Although we would like to know more details, we understand this EIS is a first
cut attempt at planning for the NEC. Our goal is to ensure various transportation options are
available for our area serving locals, our employment base, and visitors. Our hope would be
that if Alternative #1 is selected as the preferred option, impacted communities such as Groton
would have the opportunity to share local plans and knowledge prior to the development of

more detailed plans.

Additionally, it appears that if a new segment is constructed in the Groton area, the existing
line would remain. We have plans and desires to expand local commuter service for our
commuters who mostly work at Electric Boat, Pfizer, and the U.S. Navy Submarine Base.
We are hopeful that the new NEC rail segment might offer more flexibility to use the existing
line for other rail service. Regardless, we would like an opportunity to assist with the actual
placement of the new rail station in an area that complements our anticipated economic and
real estate growth in the Groton area. Qur transportation system involving highways, deep
water port, air, and rail is one of the best in the area and we hope to best integrate a new train
station into our system for maximum transportation and economic benefit.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and we look forward to future involvement as
subsequent stages of the NEC FUTURE progress. Please contact us if clarification or
additional information is required.

Paige Bronk, AICP
Economic and Community Development Manager

“SUBMARINE CAPITAL OF THE WORLD"



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #559 DETAIL

Status : {Action-Completed’

Record Date : 2/5/2016
First Name : Paul M.
Last Name : Shapiro

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Good Afternoon-

Attached please find the Town of Mansfield's official comments on the Tier 1 Draft EIS for the NEC Future
Project. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Linda

Linda M. Painter, AICP
Director of Planning and Development
Town of Mansfield

Telephone: 860.429.3330
Fax: 860.429.6863
Email: painterim@mansfieldct.org

Attachments : Signed Letter.pdf (130 kb)



TOWN OF MANSFIELD

SpLP

e
SElaie 2

Paul M. Shapiro, Mayor AUDREY P. BECK BUILDING
FOUR SOUTH EAGLEVILLE ROAD

MANSFIELD, CT 06268-2599
(860) 429-3330
Fax: (860) 429-6863

February 3, 2016

NEC FUTURE

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

New York, NY 10004

Submitted via email to: comment@necfuture.com

Subject: NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Administrator Feinberg:

The Town of Mansfield is cautiously optimistic at the possibility of introducing passenget rail setvice to out
community as part of the proposed Hartford to Boston via Providence routes as described in Alternatives 2 and 3
of the Draft EIS. While Mansfield remains largely a rural community, there is strong interest in having local access
to a multi-modal transportation system that will provide residents with options to use public transportation to travel
around New England and along the east coast. The Town has long suppotted the restoration of passenger rail
service from New London to Vermont along the existing notth-south rail corridor and plans for an east-west

corridot are encouraging,

The expansion of rail service contemplated in the Dyaft EIS would provide additional options for our residents,
improving access to nearby metropolitan ateas such as Hartford, Providence, Boston and New York. Additionally,
as home to the main campus of the University of Connecticut (UConn), and patticulatly as UConn continues to
grow its student population and expand its campus, thete is continual pressure on our rural roads from vehicular
traffic associated with this campus growth. The expansion of Nottheast Cotridor rail service to Mansfield would

likely help to mitigate traffic impacts associated with UCona.

It is our understanding that once a preferred altetnative is selected, a Tier 2 Environmental Impact Statement will
be prepared. Preliminarily, we raise the following issues and concerns and ask that these issues be fully examined

and addressed as part of any future EIS process. .

* Route and Station Location. Based on the maps of Alternatives 2 and 3 contained in Appendix A of the
draft EIS, it appears that the route segment running through Mansfield is located in a sutal area of town.
‘Ihis alignment not only will have significant impact on our neighborhoods, it will fail to provide rail service
to key employment centers in the area, thereby diminishing its impact. As the proposal contemplates a new
hub station in Mansfield, we would prefer that the alignment be shifted to coincide with one of the Smart
Growth Development areas identified in our Plan of Conservation and Development. One of the primary
goals of our future land use plan is to ditect new growth and development to these Smatt Growth
Development areas to protect the rural character of the rest of the community. These areas have been
designated for more intense growth based on the availability of public infrastructute (water and sewet
service) that can support higher densitics needed for transit-oriented development.

For example, a2 more northerly alignment through the Storrs area, being careful to avoid direct impacts to
1



agticultural lands, would provide direct access to the main campus of the University of Connecticut, a new
technology park planned at the University, and our new downtown. A mote southetly alignment in the
vicinity of Route 6 would provide access to the town’s other majos commercial area at the intetsection of
Routes 6 and 195 as well as access to Willitnantic, a historic downtown located in the Town of Windham to

out south.

* Impacts to Environmental Resources and Rural Character. The protection and conservation of our
natural resources and rural character is of paramount importance to out residents. Due to the high-level
natute of the analysis conducted as part of the Tier 1 EIS we are unable to detetmine the actual impact on
our community at this time. We strongly encourage you to select an alignment and station location that
minimizes impacts to out agricultural Jands, working farms, natural resources and rural character. We will
provide additional comments on impacts and mitigation measutes as patt of the Tier 2 EIS seview process.

* Rail Connections. The Town has been working with other communities and the New England Central
Railroad for many years to encourage restoration of passenger rail service between New London and
Vermont using the existing rail line in Mansfield. While the potential for this setvice is in the eatly stages of
evaluation, we believe that it offers tremendous oppottunity when paired with the Hartford to Providence
connection envisioned in the EIS. We hope that you will consider this potental and work with state
officials to explore that connection.

* Community Outreach, As you move forward with a Tier 2 EIS, extensive community outreach will be
needed in each of the affected communities to ensure that tesidents and other stakeholders have ample
opportunity to understand and comment on the proposed action and mitigation measures. This is
particulady critical in areas where new rail routes and stations are proposed, such as Mansfield.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Linda Painter, our Director of Planning and
Development at 860.429.3330 or linda.painter@mansficldct.org.

Sincerely,
Y {:

()a,_ﬁ T{L &LW !'KJT‘J/’(;/\in' %/ Zf,/((_,/

Paul M. Shapiro { ‘l’ yoodwin
Mayor _Chair, Mansficld PZC

Cc: Town Council
Planning and Zoning Commission
Transportation Advisory Cominittee



TOWN OF OLD LYME

OFFICE OF THE SELECTMEN

52 Lyme Street

0ld Lyme, CT 06371

March 23, 201 www.oldlyme-ct.gov
arch 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: NEC 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, We 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 preferred alternative, which is expected to be publicly announced
this summer. Whether public comments will be solicited has not yet been decided.



Mr. David Carol

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea
March 23, 2016

Page 2

Next fall, the FRA will publish a Tier 1 Final EIS and a Record of Decision
(together, the “Tier I 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 environmental'
concerns.

In the first half of 2017 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
Dievelopment Plan has been finalized, the Tier 2 process will be introduced and will
proceed on a project-by-project basis over an extended time pericd 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 of the preferred
alternative in the final Tier 1 EIS, then in all events this section of the route will be
constructed utilizing an underground tunnel instead of a bridge and aerial structure. The
tunnel will be bored, not “cut and covered,” and will likely extend from the Old Saybrock
train depot (probably using the Tilcon 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 tunnel, and the location of necessary ventilation shafts, will be determined in
the applicable Tier 2 EIS, taking into account harm and disruption to the environment,
historical properties and the town during and after construction.

The Preferred Alfernative

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:

! In this letter the term “environment” refers to ecological and hydrologic/water
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Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea
March 23, 2016

Page 3

(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.” 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
information regarding the potential impact of the proposed tunnel on this estuary,
and the FRA will advise us of its conclusions regarding the relevance of this
information;

(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. We 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. If the 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
has _djeﬁnitivély abandoned this route.

Current Shoreline Route

The current train service on the Connecticut shoreline (Shore Line East and
Amtrak) will be continued and enhanced, regardiess 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 and harden the line for improved resiliency.
The amount allocated to this work is $20 billion.

2 A description of the various designations applicable to the lower Connecticut River
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Please contact me with any questions or comments you have regarding this letter,
including particularly any of our 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.
We will, of course, respond promptly to any questiouns 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,

Py

Bonnic A. Reemsnyder
First Selectwoman

CC:  Sam Gold, Executive Director, RiverCOG
John Forbis, Old Lyme
Bennett Bernblum, Old Lyme
Board of Selectmen




EXHIBITA

CT River Designations from RiverCOG LTE Conservation Plan

www lcrclandtrustexchange.org

The member land trusts of the LTE 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, o the eastern horder of the town of
Old Lyme. {t is home to many of the State’s parks and forests and portions of two Refuges, the
Maenunketesuck/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 Whaiebone 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
Oid 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 of the World’s Last Great Places, and is listed as a Long Island Sound Stewardship
Site (2005) by the Long Island Sound Stewardship Initiative. in 1898 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, Mattahesett Trail System designated in 2009 as the New England National
Scenic Trail that strives to extend over 200 miles from Massachusetts to Long Isiand 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 of the lower river. Since 1974, the Connecticut River Gateway Commission has been charged with
protecting the scenic and ecclogical properties of this unigue 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. of the
Interior’s Americas Great Outdoors initiative.



TOWN OF OLD SAYBROOK
Office of the Board of Selectmen

302 Main Street o 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: NEC 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,
anew 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.
Sﬁ' ce_;rely//?/
i J

}
Carl P. Fortuna, Jr.

First Selectman, Town of Old Saybrook
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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 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,

Cldlesn T Aptir

REBECCA M. ALESIA
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%.

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



R. Reyes-Alicea, Federal Railroad Administration Page 2
NEC FUTURE Tier 1 DEIS February 2, 2016

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 vyou to complete appropriate analyses of
potential environmental impacts and present same for public review
and comment before any decision is made to pursue Alternative 3.
Although detailed, site-specific investigations may not be required
or feasible at this time, technically wvalid, 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 vyour review of the comments
submitted on the DEIS and we look forward to continuing
participation in the public process for this important project.



R. Reyes-Alicea, Federal Railroad Administration

NEC FUTURE Tier 1 DEIS

Page 3
February 2, 2016
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NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2630 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Tozzi

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 #1777 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Tran

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 #692 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Mark
Last Name : Traversa

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Putting a rail line through the Refuge is illegal and not in the best
interest of Marylanders.

Mark Traversa



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1984 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Raymond
Last Name : Tremaglio

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

ear 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 #1787 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Adriana
Last Name : Trigiani

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

This is unacceptable! Find another route for the train tracks! Lyme Academy is hallowed ground for artists and
art and the future! Adriana Trigiani



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #957 DETAIL

Status :

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

Last Name : Troy

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

One cannot intelligently ignore the future of the NEC; it is an extremely
important part of the transportation infrastructure in the Northeast US.

it is in, at best, poor condition, with numerous weak points that greatly

slow it down and reduce capacity. Some areas of needed importance seem
relatively small or short, such as the Penn Newark to Penn NYC corridor -
yet they are immensely critical. Worn out and outmoded infrastructure
needs to be replaced or greatly improved, and in some cases new routes
provided between 2 points. New routes, such as via Long Island (and Long
Island Sound) need to be seriously considered. Faster equipment needs to
be purchased, and slow points badly need to be eliminated. We probably
don't need such things as maglev - at least not yet, but we could greatly
gain by having our form of bullet trains that exceed 200 MPH, rather then
maybe doing 75, if that much. Plus we have to maintain whatever it is we
improve. And when people complain about cost, point out just how much more
expensive much slower roads are, and how fuel wasteful air traffic is.

Ron Troy

East Northport, NY 11731-5028
rtroy 56 @I



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2664 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Andrea
Last Name : Truax

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Re: Alternative 2, the Providence-Hartford-New Haven route: There are many towns between these two
locations that TODAY have neither bus nor train interstate service, but these areas used to be served by public
transportation - the Providence-Worcester Railroad. Now there is no interstate bus service at all in Windham
County, Connecticut. What, exactly, is the reason why the towns in this corridor cannot have public
transportation REESTABLISHED as it was previously? Even Peter Pan Providence-Hartford buses that pass
through the town of Danielson, Connecticut refuse to drop off or pick up passengers until they get to UConn.
Please add some local train stations and bus stops in between Providence and UConn. Public transportation
was much better in these areas 50 years ago.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3065 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/17/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Tuchmann

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea,

Please find attached a comment regarding the NEC Future Draft Tier 1 EIS.

Thank you,
David Tuchmann

David Tuchmann Vice President, Development
601 Thirteenth Street, NW, Suite 300 North, Washington, DC 20005
T 202.207.3926 E dtuchmann@akridge.com<mailto:dtuchmann@akridge.com>
Akridge.com<http://www.akridge.com/>
AKRIDGE
Invested.

Attachments : 16-0216 NEC Future Comment Akridge.pdf (106 kb)



AKRIDGE 601 Thirteenth Street, NW, Suite 300 North, Washington, DC 20005

Invested T 202.638.3000 Akridge.com

February 16, 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:

| write on behalf of Akridge in strong support of Alternative 3 as defined by the NEC
Future Tier 1 Draft EIS. Akridge is a full-service real estate development firm,
headquartered in Washington, DC since our founding in 1974. Akridge has invested
over a decade coordinating with Amtrak, the Federal Railroad Administration, and
the Union Station Redevelopment Corporation, to plan a 14-acre, 3 million square
foot air rights development over the Washington Union Station rail yard called
Burnham Place. We believe the transformation of the NEC into a high-speed, high-
capacity, premier rail corridor directly enhances the long-term value of Burnham
Place.

From the time our company first became involved with Burnham Place, we have
believed that improving the efficiency, quality and capacity of Union Station is crucial
to the long-term economic sustainability of the National Capital Region. Our region's
road network is stretched beyond capacity yielding some of the longest driving
commute times in the country. Our ability to attract businesses and residents in the
coming decades to this area is contingent upon strategic investments in intercity and
regional rail infrastructure, particularly at Union Station, to facilitate shorter trip times,
higher productivity and greater regional mobility. In turn, Union Station's success as
our region’s most economically vital transportation asset is contingent upon dramatic,
NEC-wide investments.

After assessing the Draft EIS Alternatives, we believe that only Alternative 3 provides
the level of rail service required to achieve the full economic potential of Union
Station and its impact on the regional economy. While the Draft EIS identifies several
regions north of Washington as having high potential for rail-investment based
economic value capture, the introduction of premium, high-capacity rail service in
Greater Washington would also have a transformational impact.

Decreased travel times, more frequent service, and greater reliability for Amtrak,
MARC and VRE are the key ingredients to catalyzing and leveraging substantial
private sector investments (such as Burnham Place) in our region. Similar to Grand
Central Terminal's position in New York City in previous decades, under Alternative
3, Union Station has the potential to serve as our region's transportation and
economic crossroads. Frequent and fast rail service to New York City, Philadelphia
and Baltimore will expand the perceived borders of our region making daily round
trips to these destinations more commonplace. Increased regional rail service will
make Union Station, and the areas accessible to it, a compelling place for



AKRIDGE

Invested.

businesses with a national presence to locate. Coupled with long-range, planned
improvements to our region's subway system, Alternative 3 would promote
enhanced, convenient access from Union Station to Reagan National, Baltimore
Washington International, Dulles International and even Philadelphia International
Airports. This access would allow downtown Washington to compete with any region
in the world to attract and retain global corporations.

Union Station today serves over 37 million visitors annually. Yet, the station's daily
heavy rail ridership is still represents a small fraction of what high-capacity,
intermodal stations throughout the world serve. Incremental investments in new
infrastructure throughout the NEC are insufficient to realize the station's long term
economic potential. The corridor necessitates sustained and transformational
investments as envisioned only in Alternative 3.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,//
7’., 1

David Tuchmann
Vice President, Development



AKRIDGE 601 Thirteenth Street, NW, Suite 300 North, Washington, DC 20005

Invested. T 202.638.3000 Akridge.com

February 16, 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:

| write on behalf of Akridge in strong support of Alternative 3 as defined by the NEC
Future Tier 1 Draft EIS. Akridge is a full-service real estate development firm,
headquartered in Washington, DC since our founding in 1974. Akridge has invested
over a decade coordinating with Amtrak, the Federal Railroad Administration, and
the Union Station Redevelopment Corporation, to plan a 14-acre, 3 million square
foot air rights development over the Washington Union Station rail yard called
Burnham Place. We believe the transformation of the NEC into a high-speed, high-
capacity, premier rail corridor directly enhances the long-term value of Burnham
Place.

From the time our company first became involved with Burnham Place, we have
believed that improving the efficiency, quality and capacity of Union Station is crucial
to the long-term economic sustainability of the National Capital Region. Our region's
road network is stretched beyond capacity yielding some of the longest driving
commute times in the country. Our ability to attract businesses and residents in the
coming decades to this area is contingent upon strategic investments in intercity and
regional rail infrastructure, particularly at Union Station, to facilitate shorter trip times,
higher productivity and greater regional mobility. In turn, Union Station's success as
our region's most economically vital transportation asset is contingent upon dramatic,
NEC-wide investments.

After assessing the Draft EIS Alternatives, we believe that only Alternative 3 provides
the level of rail service required to achieve the full economic potential of Union
Station and its impact on the regional economy. While the Draft EIS identifies several
regions north of Washington as having high potential for rail-investment based
economic value capture, the introduction of premium, high-capacity rail service in
Greater Washington would also have a transformational impact.

Decreased travel times, more frequent service, and greater reliability for Amtrak,
MARC and VRE are the key ingredients to catalyzing and leveraging substantial
private sector investments (such as Burnham Place) in our region. Similar to Grand
Central Terminal's position in New York City in previous decades, under Alternative
3, Union Station has the potential to serve as our region's transportation and
economic crossroads. Frequent and fast rail service to New York City, Philadelphia
and Baltimore will expand the perceived borders of our region making daily round
trips to these destinations more commonplace. Increased regional rail service will
make Union Station, and the areas accessible to it, a compelling place for
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businesses with a national presence to locate. Coupled with long-range, planned
improvements to our region's subway system, Alternative 3 would promote
enhanced, convenient access from Union Station to Reagan National, Baltimore
Washington International, Dulles International and even Philadelphia International
Airports. This access would allow downtown Washington to compete with any region
in the world to attract and retain global corporations.

Union Station today serves over 37 million visitors annually. Yet, the station's daily
heavy rail ridership is still represents a small fraction of what high-capacity,
intermodal stations throughout the world serve. Incremental investments in new
infrastructure throughout the NEC are insufficient to realize the station's long term
economic potential. The corridor necessitates sustained and transformational
investments as envisioned only in Alternative 3.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,//__
% e

David Tuchmann
Vice President, Development



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2308 DETAIL

Status : FAgtion Compisted

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Tracy
Last Name : Tupper

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 #1702 DETAIL

Status : sdneEad
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Allison

Last Name : Turkowski

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am opposed to the proposed railroad plan that would disrupt the small businesses, historic and educational
buildings and the beauty of Old Lyme, CT. Figure out a better plan please.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2022 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/20186
First Name : Bill

Last Name : Turner

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 #2768 DETAIL

Status : AStEComplEEa
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : David

Last Name : Turner

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| strongly oppose tunneling under the LI Sound through Milford Harbor.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #760 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Jeffrey
Last Name : Turner

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
1849 C Street, NW-MS 2462-MIB

Washington D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Braegelmann;

While | have long been a strong supporter of public transportation (|
worked for the US DOT in the 90s), | completely oppose devastating the
Patuxent Wildlife Refuge for rail use. Please use an option that does
not impinge on critical wildlife habitat in high density human
populations.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2871 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jeffrey
Last Name : Turner

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please bring rail to western Massachusetts. Thanks.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1355 DETAIL

Status : {Unread
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Molly

Last Name : Turner

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a permanent resident of Lyme, CT, and a part-time resident of Washington, DC, this plan is of great interest
to me. For Connecticut, | am most interested in Alternative 2. Our highways are overburdened, we need the
new inland rail lines, we and the connections with the Providence airport and with UConn (where | taught for
several years, and am very conscious of how isolated it is for a major state university). As a frequent passenger
on the entire corridor from Washington to Boston and all stops between, | would hope for the greatest
investment in the entire rail system, including the developments in CT. But | think that those developments are
the first priority, and | am uncertain about tunneling beneath Long Island Sound. So | would advocate for

Alternative 2.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2527 DETAIL

Status : SREIOR COMpIEtEs;”

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : susan
Last Name : turner

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.”



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2461 DETAIL

Status : (_Pendlig )
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Benjamin
Last Name : Turon

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hello,
| have attached my written comments as a pdf, and also pasted the text of my comments below.
Thank you very much.

Benjamin J. Turon
Ballston Spa, NY

12020

E-Mail: bjturon@ e

FROM
Benjamin J. Turon
Ballston Spa, NY

12020

TO
NEC FUTURE

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration



One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Dear Sir,

I would like to thank the individuals and organizations including Amtrak and the FRA who have done so much
hard work to get the ‘NEC Future’ EIS up to this point. | have try to carefully study the facts and proposals set
forth in the DEIS documents

Alternatives Costs/Benefits

To make costs more political palatable I think projects contained within the final recommended alternative
should be “unbundled”, so that each project can be judge individually on the merits of their costs/benefits.

The very large estimates for the various alternatives total project program costs | feel run the risk of being very
off putting to the general pubilic. Likely the average man and woman on street is not predisposed to support or
comprehend a single public works project costing not just many tens of billions, but hundreds of billions of
dollars. The falling public support for California’s HSR project seems to be directly a result of its very high price
of the final system, which has escalated much from its original estimates.

Breaking down the final alternative into specific individual projects with individual cost and benefit estimates for
each project should make the scheme for building HSR in the NEC much easier to understand for the average
citizen, and hopefully lead to greater public support.

I myseif am very concern about the costs of the three alternatives under consideration. | thought that in

Amtrak’s earlier “A Vision for High-Speed Rail” the proposal project cost of $151 billion was far too high to win
public support. The $290 billion cost of Alt. 3 in this DEIS is mind blowing even to a fierce HSR supporter such
as myself. | think the general reaction among the public will be a rolling of the eyes and then a forgetting of the



whole idea of significantly upgrading and expanding passenger rail service in the BosWash corridor.

It's for this reason that | will voice my support for Alt. 1. | think the $65 billion cost is within the realm of what
could win the necessary political support to be fully funded by a combination of federal, state, and private
money. It also is the alternative which leads to the biggest jump in ridership, with annual intercity passenger
increasing from today’s 11.7 million to 34 million. Commuter or “regional” ridership also sees a considerable
bump.

For the other two aiternatives (Alt. 2 & Alt. 3) | think you see a case of diminishing returns on investment. For
Alt. 1 if you divide the ridership by cost you get 523,000 passengers for each billion you spend, but in Alt. 2 only
another additional 43,000 per each billion after doubling the cost to $135 billion. Adding $155 billion in Alt. 3
gets you only another 5 million passengers annually over Alt. 2, at over quadruple the cost of Alt. 1.

True, you do see a big jump in regional ridership 72 million in Alt. 3 compared to Alt. 1; but perhaps this is
another reason to “unbundle” projects so that they can be judge on their regional impacts. They could part of a
a la carte menu of options to increase regional commuter rail capacity beyond the projects included in Alt. 1.

Overall | think it's important that the projects included in the final alternative be as cost efficient as possible, and
that “gold-plating” should be avoided at all costs. It seems to me that the overall project costs and the costs-
per-mile for HSR in the USA are much higher than for similar projects overseas. Why is this?

HSR Project Cost Comparison

HS-1 (UK)

Cost: $8.7 billion
Mileage: 68 miles
Cost per Mile: $128m

(Includes £800m on St. Pancreas Redevelopment)



Taiwan Shinkansen (Taiwan)
Cost: $18.0 billion
Mileage: 214 miles

Cost per Mile: $84m

LGV Est (France)
Cost: $6.0 billion
Mileage: 256 miles
Cost per Mile: $23m

(Project also includes an additional 128 miles upgraded 100-mph mainline track)

Hokuriku Shinkansen (Japan)
Cost: $15.4 billion

Mileage: 179 miles

Cost per Mile: $86m

(Nagano to Kanazawa with service to Tokyo via the 117km Nagano Shinkansen, planned future extension to
Osaka)

HS-2 (UK)
Cost: $50.1 billion

Mileage: 330 miles



Cost per Mile: $152m

(Includes Phase One & Two London- to-the-Midlands, connects to Scotland via existing ECML & WCML)

Linear Maglev Chou Shinkansen (Japan)
Cost: $74.7 billion
Mileage: 178 miles

Cost per Mile: $420m

California LA-SF HSR Project
Cost: $68.4 billion
Mileage: 520 miles

Cost per Mile: $131m

NEC Futures: No Action Alternative
Cost: $19.9 billion
Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $44m

NEC Futures: Alternative One
Cost: $64-66 billion
Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $143m



NEC Futures: Alternative Two
Cost: $131-136 billion
Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $294m

NEC Futures: Alternative Three
Cost: $267-308
Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $633m

Of course the mountainous terrain of California, the numerous river crossings of the NEC, and the heavily
urbanized regions that the proposed HSR projects in the Northeast and California are in part responsible. But
still, the alternatives under consideration are not just far higher than the TGV, but much higher than even
Shinkansen projects in Taiwan and Japan which are both mountainous and heavily urbanized nations.

Once again | support Alt. 1 because at about $143m per mile its costs are in line with the cost per mile of
Britain’s HS-2 which is $152m per mile adding up to a total project cost of $50.1 billion.

The history of HSR in the United States is not a happy one, outside the NEC no project as actually succeeded
and only recently in California has a project actually reached the construction phase. The future of the
California project seems very much uncertain given its falling political support, media hostility, growing public
opposition, and that no secure funding source large enough to complete it as currently envisioned as been
found.

The NEC of course has been chronically underfunded since the original Metroliner project of the 1960s. While
much as been accomplished including the rebuilding seen in the late 70s and early 80s funded by the NECIP
funded by Congress in 1976 and next the electrification of the New Haven-Boston segment including the



introduction of the Acela; the corridor overall has suffered from the deferred renewal of aging infrastructure
including several major tunnels and bridges.

To date Congress and the various state governments within the corridor have never found the sustain interest
or will power to properly fund this vital intercity and commuter rail corridor. A major political sea change would
be required for even Alt. 1 with its $65 billion cost to be implemented successfully, and the far higher costs of
Alt. 2 and 3 seem even far more foreboding.

In my opinion Alt. 1 realistically has the best chance of winning the necessary public and political support to be
successfully completed. The alternative would bring the NEC up to the level of intercity service seen on the
major trunk lines in the UK, where intercity ridership for the West Coast Main Line and Great Western Main
Line in 2012 was 30 and 35 million annually. That to me seems good enough for the foreseeable future.

Ways to Expand Capacity at Lower Costs

To reduce costs but increase capacity | think the study should consider ideas like utilizing multi-level trains and
alternative terminal stations for intercity service.

In Japan and France growing demand lead to the introduction of double-decker high speed trains like the TGV
Duplex which has a 46% greater capacity then single-level TGVs. It's cheaper to run trains carrying more
passengers then add new track to add more trains. Train length should also be increase to the maximum
allowable by piatform lengths. In Britain the Pendelinos of Virgin Trains on the West Coast Mainline are 11-cars
long. On the Tokaido Shinkansen the bullet trains are 16-cars long. We must not repeat the mistake of the
Acela, which has constrained capacity and stunted ridership and revenue due to its seven car length.

I think to avoid congestion at Penn Station that alternative New York City station sites for Amtrak service should
be explored that would supplement but not supplant Penn Station. The SNCF's low-cost TGV service 'Ouigo’
uses Marne-la-Vallee (Disneyland Paris) as its Paris terminus; the Réseau Express Régional (RER) rapid rail
transit system connects to the rest of the metropolitan region including the central city.

Not all Tokaido Shinkansen trains terminate at Tokyo Station due to capacity constraints. There are 15 Tokyo-



Osaka round trips per hour but only 11 end at Tokyo Station, the other 4 terminate at Shinagawa Station 9km
away. Terminating some trains at the newly built Shinagawa Station was cheaper than building more tracks into
the city center. The future Tokyo-Nagoya Chuo Shinkansen linear maglev will terminate at a station 40 meters
below the existing Shinagawa Station.

My question is do all intercity trains on the NEC need to terminate or transit thru Penn Station? With future
increases in capacity south and north of New York City could perhaps additional NEC or Empire Service
frequencies terminate at Grand Central Terminal or Hoboken Terminal instead of Penn Station? Both stations
have excellent rapid transit connections. At Hoboken the PATH system connects to both Midtown and
Downtown Manhattan. It has the Hudson ferries and NJT connections to northern New Jersey. And perhaps
one distant day the number 7 Subway will reach Hoboken.

Given that it will take well over a decade to build two new tunnels into Penn Station and then rebuild (taking out
of service) the two existing tubes; | could imagine Amtrak competing head one with budget coach services like
MegaBus by operating high capacity multi-level trains out of Hoboken to Washington, or Penn Station to
Albany-Rensselaer. Packing more passengers into the train thru use of multi-level coaches should allow a
lowering of ticket prices that would stimulate ridership while not lowering overall train revenues.

Moving on | feel more should be done to improve the intermodal connection between intercity rail and air travel.
We can see from Europe the benefits of including intercity stations in major airports for example at Frankfurt
Airport in Germany and Charles de Gaulie Airport in France where direct connections can be made between
airlines and ICE/TGV services thanks to codeshare agreements.

Could perhaps NEC intercity services be extended to JFK utilizing the right-of-way of the long “out-of-service”
LIRR Rockaway Beach Branch Line? At the very least the existing air-rail connections at Newark Liberty and
BWI should be further improved and promoted.

Amtrak’s New Haven—Springfield Line is currently being doubled-tracked: it should also | think be electrified as
part of the final alternative, eliminating the need to change engines at New Haven. Building a new segment of
high speed line between Hartford and Providence via the University of Connecticut in Storrs could provide an
alternative path and perhaps replace the need for the 50-mile ‘Old Saybrook-Kenyon’ new segment currently
included in Alt. 1. Some of the additional Boston-NYC frequencies of Alt. 1 could then be routed via Hartford
instead of the current coastal route.



Planning for Capacity Beyond 2040

Now the NEC Future DEIS states that Alt. 1 “lacks sufficient additional capacity to support growth in demand
after 2040". To that | would propose that given Alt. 3 essentially proposes building an entirely new double-track
high speed railway parallel to the existing corridor, then why not spin it off entirely as a completely separate
high speed ground transportation link along the lines of the Shinkansen?

Such new transport line could be conventional steel-wheel on steel-rail high speed rail technology or perhaps a
new technology like the Japanese Linear Maglev or even Elon Musk's Hyperloop. And it could be a project led
by the private sector with perhaps some public financial assistance and... right-of-way.

Currently there is an ongoing DEIS of a proposed maglev line connecting Washington DC, BWI Airport, and
Baltimore. The plans of the private company Northeast Maglev to eventually extend this “demonstration line”
northward to New York City. Could the NEC Future EIS be completed in such a way that would show a path
forward for either conventional very high speed rail service or the SCMAGLEV NYC-DC proposal?

The “new segment” right-of-way laid out in Alt. 3 including the new downtown routings and city center stations
could still if included in the final EIS, configured for use by a future Shinkansen or maglev system even if Alt. 1
is selected as the primary alternative.

If one-day after 2040 demand exceeds the capacity of the conventional NEC, then creating additional capacity
by constructing an entirely new high speed ground transport line will be much more economically possible if
much of the necessary planning and even land acquisition has been completed.

Conclusion

In my opinion Alt. 1 provides the “best bang for the buck” and should be the final alternative chosen. The costs
of Alt. 2 and 3 are so high that | fear public and political support would not be forth coming. In addition, the



biggest jump in intercity ridership occurs in Alt. 1 and despite the many tens of billions spent ridership only
marginally increases in Alt. 2 and 3, a case of diminishing returns.

| will indulge in the hope that the NEC Future EIS will win broad public support and thus liberal funding and not
suffer the fate of so many other HSR studies in this nation.

Sincerely,

Benjamin J. Turon

Attachments : NEC Future Written Comments 2016-02-14.pdf (551 kb)



Benjamin J. Turon
@1 Lewis Street )
Ballston Spa, NY

12020

NEC FUTURE

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

New York, NY 10004

Dear Sir,

[ would like to thank the individuals and organizations including Amtrak and the
FRA who have done so much hard work to get the ‘NEC Future’ EIS up to this
point. | have try to carefully study the facts and proposals set forth in the DEIS
documents

Alternatives Costs/Benefits

To make costs more political palatable | think projects contained within the final
recommended alternative should be “unbundled”, so that each project can be
judge individually on the merits of their costs/benefits.

The very large estimates for the various alternatives total project program costs |
feel run the risk of being very off putting to the general public. Likely the average
man and woman on street is not predisposed to support or comprehend a single
public works project costing not just many tens of billions, but hundreds of
billions of dollars. The falling public support for California’s HSR project seems to
be directly a result of its very high price of the final system, which has escalated
much from its original estimates.

Breaking down the final alternative into specific individual projects with individual
cost and benefit estimates for each project should make the scheme for building
HSR in the NEC much easier to understand for the average citizen, and hopefully
lead to greater public support.



| myself am very concern about the costs of the three alternatives under
consideration. | thought that in Amtrak’s earlier “A Vision for High-Speed Rail” the
proposal project cost of $151 billion was far too high to win public support. The
$290 billion cost of Alt. 3 in this DEIS is mind blowing even to a fierce HSR
supporter such as myself. | think the general reaction among the public will be a
rolling of the eyes and then a forgetting of the whole idea of significantly
upgrading and expanding passenger rail service in the BosWash corridor.

It’s for this reason that | will voice my support for Alt. 1. | think the $65 billion cost
is within the realm of what could win the necessary political support to be fully
funded by a combination of federal, state, and private money. It also is the
alternative which leads to the biggest jump in ridership, with annual intercity
passenger increasing from today’s 11.7 million to 34 million. Commuter or
“regional” ridership also sees a considerable bump.
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For the other two alternatives (Alt. 2 & Alt. 3) | think you see a case of diminishing
returns on investment. For Alt. 1 if you divide the ridership by cost you get
523,000 passengers for each billion you spend, but in Alt. 2 only another
additional 43,000 per each billion after doubling the cost to $135 billion. Adding
$155 billion in Alt. 3 gets you only another 5 million passengers annually over Alt.

2, at over quadruple the cost of Alt. 1.

True, you do see a big jump in regional ridership 72 million in Alt. 3 compared to
Alt. 1; but perhaps this is another reason to “unbundle” projects so that they can
be judge on their regional impacts. They could part of a a la carte menu of options
to increase regional commuter rail capacity beyond the projects included in Alt. 1.

Overall | think it’s important that the projects included in the final alternative be
as cost efficient as possible, and that “gold-plating” should be avoided at all costs.
It seems to me that the overall project costs and the costs-per-mile for HSR in the
USA are much higher than for similar projects overseas. Why is this?

HSR Project Cost Comparison

HS-1 (UK}

Cost: $8.7 billion

Mileage: 68 miles

Cost per Mile: $128m

{Includes £800m on St. Pancreas Redevelopment)

Taiwan Shinkansen (Taiwan)
Cost: $18.0 billion

Mileage: 214 miles

Cost per Mile: $84m

LGV Est {France)

Cost: $6.0 billion

Mileage: 256 miles

Cost per Mile: $23m

(Project also includes an additional 128 miles upgraded 100-mph
mainline track)

Hokuriku Shinkansen (Japan)

Cost: $15.4 billion

Mileage: 179 miles

Cost per Mile: $86m

(Nagano to Kanazawa with service to Tokyo via the 117km Nagano
Shinkansen, planned future extension to Osaka)

HS-2 (UK)

Cost: $50.1 billion

Mileage: 330 miles

Cost per Mile: $152m

{Includes Phase One & Two London- to-the-Midlands, connects to
Scotland via existing ECML & WCML)

Linear Maglev Chou Shinkansen (Japan)
Cost: $74.7 billion

Mileage: 178 miles

Cost per Mile: $420m

California LA-SF HSR Project
Cost: $68.4 billion

Mileage: 520 miles

Cost per Mile: $131m

NEC Futures: No Action Alternative
Cost: $19.9 billion

Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $44m

NEC Futures: Alternative One
Cost: $64-66 billion

Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $143m

NEC Futures: Alternative Two
Cost: $131-136 billion
Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $294m

NEC Futures: Alternative Three
Cost: $267-308

Mileage: 454 miles

Cost per Mile: $633m



Of course the mountainous terrain of California, the numerous river crossings of
the NEC, and the heavily urbanized regions that the proposed HSR projects in the
Northeast and California are in part responsible. But still, the alternatives under
consideration are not just far higher than the TGV, but much higher than even
Shinkansen projects in Taiwan and Japan which are both mountainous and heavily
urbanized nations.

Once again | support Alt. 1 because at about $143m per mile its costs are in line
with the cost per mile of Britain’s HS-2 which is $152m per mile adding up to a
total project cost of $50.1 billion.

The history of HSR in the United States is not a happy one, outside the NEC no
project as actually succeeded and only recently in California has a project actually
reached the construction phase. The future of the California project seems very
much uncertain given its falling political support, media hostility, growing public
opposition, and that no secure funding source large enough to complete it as
currently envisioned as been found.

The NEC of course has been chronically underfunded since the original Metroliner
project of the 1960s. While much as been accomplished including the rebuilding
seen in the late 70s and early 80s funded by the NECIP funded by. Congress in
1976 and next the electrification of the New Haven-Boston segment including the
introduction of the Acela; the corridor overall has suffered from the deferred
renewal of aging infrastructure including several major tunnels and bridges.

To date Congress and the various state governments within the corridor have
never found the sustain interest or will power to properly fund this vital intercity
and commuter rail corridor. A major political sea change would be required for
even Alt. 1 with its $65 billion cost to be implemented successfully, and the far
higher costs of Alt. 2 and 3 seem even far more foreboding.

In my opinion Alt. 1 realistically has the best chance of winning the necessary
public and political support to be successfully completed. The alternative would
bring the NEC up to the level of intercity service seen on the major trunk lines in
the UK, where intercity ridership for the West Coast Main Line and Great Western
Main Line in 2012 was 30 and 35 million annually. That to me seems good enough
for the foreseeable future.



Ways to Expand Capacity at Lower Costs

To reduce costs but increase capacity | think the study should consider ideas like
utilizing multi-level trains and alternative terminal stations for intercity service.

In Japan and France growing demand lead to the introduction of double-decker
high speed trains like the TGV Duplex which has a 45% greater capacity then
single-level TGVs. It’s cheaper to run trains carrying more passengers then add
new track to add more trains. Train length should also be increase to the
maximum allowable by platform lengths. In Britain the Pendelinos of Virgin Trains
on the West Coast Mainline are 11-cars long. On the Tokaidd Shinkansen the
bullet trains are 16-cars long. We must not repeat the mistake of the Acela, which
has constrained capacity and stunted ridership and revenue due to its seven car
length.

I think to avoid congestion at Penn Station that alternative New York City station
sites for Amtrak service should be explored that would supplement but not
supplant Penn Station. The SNCF's low-cost TGV service 'Ouigo’ uses Marne-la-
Vallee (Disneyland Paris) as its Paris terminus; the Réseau Express Régional (RER)
rapid rail transit system connects to the rest of the metropolitan region including
the central city.

Not all Tokaido Shinkansen trains terminate at Tokyo Station due to capacity
constraints. There are 15 Tokyo-Osaka round trips per hour but only 11 end at
Tokyo Station, the other 4 terminate at Shinagawa Station 9km away. Terminating
some trains at the newly built Shinagawa Station was cheaper than building more
tracks into the city center. The future Tokyo-Nagoya Chuo Shinkansen linear
maglev will terminate at a station 40 meters below the existing Shinagawa
Station.

My question is do all intercity trains on the NEC need to terminate or transit thru
Penn Station? With future increases in capacity south and north of New York City
could perhaps additional NEC or Empire Service frequencies terminate at Grand
Central Terminal or Hoboken Terminal instead of Penn Station? Both stations
have excellent rapid transit connections. At Hoboken the PATH system connects
to both Midtown and Downtown Manhattan. It has the Hudson ferries and NJT
connections to northern New Jersey. And perhaps one distant day the number 7
Subway will reach Hoboken.



To Albany

To Boston

Standard NEC
Service

Alternative NEC
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Penn Station

Hoboken

To Washington DC

Given that it will take well over a decade to build two new tunnels into Penn
Station and then rebuild (taking out of service) the two existing tubes; | could
imagine Amtrak competing head one with budget coach services like MegaBus by
operating high capacity multi-level trains out of Hoboken to Washington, or Penn
Station to Albany-Rensselaer. Packing more passengers into the train thru use of
multi-level coaches should allow a lowering of ticket prices that would stimulate
ridership while not lowering overall train revenues.

Moving on | feel more should be done to improve the intermodal connection
between intercity rail and air travel. We can see from Europe the benefits of
including intercity stations in major airports for example at Frankfurt Airport in
Germany and Charles de Gaulle Airport in France where direct connections can be
made between airlines and ICE/TGV services thanks to codeshare agreements.

Could perhaps NEC intercity services be extended to JFK utilizing the right-of-way
of the long “out-of-service” LIRR Rockaway Beach Branch Line? At the very least
the existing air-rail connections at Newark Liberty and BWI should be further
improved and promoted.



Amtrak’s New Haven—Springfield Line is currently being doubled-tracked; it
should also | think be electrified as part of the final alternative, eliminating the
need to change engines at New Haven. Building a new segment of high speed line
between Hartford and Providence via the University of Connecticut in Storrs could
provide an alternative path and perhaps replace the need for the 50-mile ‘Old
Saybrook-Kenyon’ new segment currently included in Alt. 1. Some of the
additional Boston-NYC frequencies of Alt. 1 could then be routed via Hartford
instead of the current coastal route.

Boston

Springfield

U Conn

O

Hartford

Electrifed Providence

New Haven-Springfield Line
Upgraded NEC

New Haven New London

Upgraded NEC

New York City

Planning for Capacity Beyond 2040

Now the NEC Future DEIS states that Alt. 1 “lacks sufficient additional capacity to
support growth in demand after 2040”. To that | would propose that given Alt. 3
essentially proposes building an entirely new double-track high speed railway
parallel to the existing corridor, then why not spin it off entirely as a completely
separate high speed ground transportation link along the lines of the Shinkansen?

Such new transport line could be conventional steel-wheel on steel-rail high
speed rail technology or perhaps a new technology like the Japanese Linear
Maglev or even Elon Musk’s Hyperloop. And it could be a project led by the
private sector with perhaps some public financial assistance and... right-of-way.



Currently there is an ongoing DEIS of a proposed maglev line connecting
Washington DC, BWI Airport, and Baltimore. The plans of the private company
Northeast Maglev to eventually extend this “demonstration line” northward to
New York City. Could the NEC Future EIS be completed in such a way that would
show a path forward for either conventional very high speed rail service or the
SCMAGLEV NYC-DC proposal?

The “new segment” right-of-way laid out in Alt. 3 including the new downtown
routings and city center stations could still if included in the final EIS, configured
for use by a future Shinkansen or maglev system even if Alt. 1 is selected as the
primary alternative.

If one-day after 2040 demand exceeds the capacity of the conventional NEC, then
creating additional capacity by constructing an entirely new high speed ground
transport line will be much more economically possible if much of the necessary
planning and even land acquisition has been completed.

Conclusion

In my opinion Alt. 1 provides the “best bang for the buck” and should be the final
alternative chosen. The costs of Alt. 2 and 3 are so high that | fear public and
political support would not be forth coming. In addition, the biggest jump in
intercity ridership occurs in Alt. 1 and despite the many tens of billions spent
ridership only marginally increases in Alt. 2 and 3, a case of diminishing returns.

| will indulge in the hope that the NEC Future EIS will win broad public support
and thus liberal funding and not suffer the fate of so many other HSR studies in
this nation.

Sincerely,
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Benjamin J. Turon



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #465 DETAIL

Status “Action Cormpiates

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Josephine
Last Name : Tuttle

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

No train ! No plan will be accepted by me for this awful request. Please save Old Lyme from this intrusion.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3067 DETAIL

Status : Unread
Record Date : 2/17/12016
First Name : Edie

Last Name : Twining

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I am in favor of train travel whole heartedly. But the proposed Alt 1 option is an expensive gesture that does not
justify its cost. It relocates the train route away from the shoreline which will increase 195 traffic. Auto traffic
along the highway is already over crowded. Making the shoreline less accessible by train is therefor not of
use to this area.

If the aim is to improve train travel through CT we need an option that can actually do this in a substantial way.
Cutting half an hour off travel time is not substantial enough to justify demolishing an art academy and bisecting
a town center. Please do not approve this Alt 1 proposal.

Edie Twining
Clsrks:Americas”,

Newton, MA 02464



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #829 DETAIL

Status : PEficn Compieted

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Edith
Last Name : Twining

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As an old Lyme resident and a traveler on Amtrak | strongly oppose the alternate 1 proposal to reroute the train
tracks through the center of old Lyme. Not only does it destroy the historic areas of our town but it only shaves
20 minutes off the entire travel time from New York to Boston. In an effort to straighten out track for a high
speed rail it also removes one of the most scenic rides along this corridor as well as forgoes local shoreline
stops after Old Saybrook. | urge the FRA to rethink this specific proposal, Alt. 1. If such a significant amount of
funds only shortens the trip by 20 minutes where is the value gained? Especially at the cost of the destruction
of the historic district of Old Lyme





