





|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #533 DETAIL

Status : Eoation Compietee!

Record Date : 2/3/2016
First Name : Mary
Last Name : Waldron

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The plan to build a rail bridge through Old Lyme, an historic and beautiful town, is incredibly awful. Are you
trying to upset people? Ridiculous not to use the old route.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1249 DETAIL

Status : Eening T
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Mary

Last Name : Waldron

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It is absurd to think about decimating a major tourist center filled with art and historic charm - Old Lyme - to
make up for past mistakes.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2272 DETAIL

Status : k= 1
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Thaddeus
Last Name : Walewski

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 #1253 DETAIL

Status : Banding !,
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Jen

Last Name : Walker

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The millions spent on the last Amtrak upgrade did nothing because of the topography of Shoreline tracks.
Another R.R. Travesty....It takes 2 hours to get to GC from New Haven,instead of 1.5 on Metro North.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2233 DETAIL

Status : {Panding.
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Markesha
Last Name : Walker

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 #2552 DETAIL

Status : “Fending
Record Date : .2/16/2016
First Name : Bruce
Last Name : Wallace

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am writing to you this day to strongly object to your proposal known as Alliterative 1 which would decimate the
historic town of Old Lyme and the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts in particular. All for what appears to be a
possible savings of a few minutes for your passengers. Please note that | will continue to oppose this proposal
as long as it takes to see it defeated.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #685 DETAIL

Status : [

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Michael E.
Last Name : Wallman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

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

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f) Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail
Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places | am writing this letter in opposition
to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge including pristine stream, wetland,
riparian and forest habitats, critical to a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable wildlife
habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an immense toll on natural resources, and in so
doing would damage the ecological integrity of the largest remaining forest block in central Maryland—also
recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an important Bird Area (IBA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for
several declining bird species, including Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler and prairie
warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the purpose of upholding and
promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act. The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S.
migratory bird treaty obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual preservation for
birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge
would set a dangerous precedent for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes. Feasible
and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please choose an alternate that does not
disturb a national treasure.

Very truly yours

Michael E Wallmar R icott City, MD 21043



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1510 DETAIL

Status : Wenamg 7'
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Donald P.
Last Name : Walsh

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Routing a rail line north of the existing line across the Connecticut River would effectively wipe out the historic
town of Old Lyme CT and in the process destroy many peoples occupations and way of life .Is this line intended
to get people to Boston a few minutes faster and/or make a lot money for some connected major construction
and law firms? | see also the north route would pretty much keep the EPA out of the FRAs' hair. Respectfully,

D.P.Walsh



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1145 DETAIL

Status : SEenting
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Roxann
Last Name : Walters

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

While agreeing that the railroad system in the Northeast needs some upgrades, the plan to decimate the center
of Old Lyme to do so seems a bit excessive. | live in the next town over, but spend a lot of time in the area.
The historic district is lovely and the residents of Old Lyme take great care to preserve it. | cannot believe that
it is in anyone's best interest to destroy this lovely little town.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #500 DETAIL

Status : &glion Completed -

Record Date : 21212016
First Name : Scott
Last Name : Walters

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Only has the ability to move huge numbers of people into and out of dense urban centers. That projects built
nearly 200 years ago, in some cases, are still in daily use demonstrates the profound value of rain
infrastructure investments. Please make the necessary investments -- which have been long delayed -- to not
only maintain but radically increase capacity and connectivity of rail transportation.

As a frequent Amtrak commuter, | believe passenger rail offers enormous convenience.



JNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3904 DETAIL

Status : asisn Cowpleted.
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Daniel

Last Name : Walton

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please keep the trains running



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #942 DETAIL

Status : BEnon Carmieted
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Michael

Last Name : Warburg

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It seems poorly considered to have high speed rail service going through historical areas such as Old Lyme.
These areas were not designed for high speed rail and it seems incongruous to make them deal with the
consequences of noise pollution and disruption of the environment. Small towns and communities (many of
them historically important) don't need to sacrificed when alternative routing of rail lines is possible. In effect
this is forcing urbanization upon rural and small communities which is a tragic consequence that can be

avoided.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2763 DETAIL

Status : (ArtonCompissd
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Richard

Last Name : Ward

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| initially supported the concept of this project but due to the total disregard of the historical and environmental
impact this plan would cause (in particular to the Town of Old Lyme, CT). | can no longer do so. | certainly
understand and get the "big picture" but work still needs to be done in the South East CT area from the CT
River to the Rl state line.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #403 DETAIL

Status : Ao Camplated;

Record Date : 1/30/2016
First Name : Spencer
Last Name : Ward

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hello, I'm a student currently attending the University of Connecticut at Storrs. | was born and raised in Old
Lyme, CT, and was compelled to comment on this new plan to add additional rail lines through my hometown. |
would just like it to be known that the building of this rail would impact myself, the people of Old Lyme, and the
beautiful natural settings that we and hundreds of species of wildlife both enjoy. | am much more in favor of
connecting New Haven, Hartford, and Providence by rail, especially since that plan would link UConn to all
three cities. This University is a huge asset to our state, and further linking it with the rest of New England will
only serve to expand its influence, prestige, and profitability. | am not sure how much my voice matters, but
thank you for making it possible for the people of Connecticut and the Northeast to comment. | hope you listen
to them.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2952 DETAIL

Status : ‘CRending
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Sarah

Last Name : Wardman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This is the first I'm hearing of the plans for the railroad going through Connecticut. It seems this was done
surreptitiously without adequate public notice. | am a resident of Milford, and | am especially concerned about
the plan for a tunnel from Milford to Long Island. | would be against a tunnel without having further information
on the plan and its effects on my community.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1554 DETAIL

Status : G Penging
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Mary Ann
Last Name : Wargo

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Please do not cut thru this beautiful historical town for this rail project



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #746 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Timothy
Last Name : Warner

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

It is very exciting to hear about the redo of NYC's
Penn Station and the New Tunnels, it is way past time.
Tear down Madison Square Garden and make it all
part of the redo!
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The next speaker is Daniel Warren.

MR. WARREN: My name is Daniel Warren. I'm from
Andover, Connecticut. I'm an elected official in Andover, but
I'm speaking as a private citizen. Thank you for your work.

I grew up in Andover, I went to UConn, but after I
graduated college I left Connecticut, eastern Connecticut in
particular, for job opportunities. And those Jjob
opportunities are in the Northeast Corridor that we're talking
about here, New York and Boston, and I worked in New York for
four years before moving back here.

Since I have become involved in the community, I
have a very unique understanding of the challenges that our
state and semirural communities face. Whether we want to
admit it or not, they're entirely linked to the health and
economic viability of our major cities. And I want to speak
strongly in favor for the connecting route between Hartford
and Providence with a station at UConn, because in my area,
property values are basically generated, increased and
decreased, by people's ability to work in these two areas and
some other areas, but mostly the significant job centers.

And I believe I'm one of the few, I'm the exception
to the rule, to leave and come back and to leave places like
San Francisco, Boston or New York. Our companies are leaving
Connecticut for Boston. It's not just because of taxes, it's
because that's where young, talented people want to live. And
a strong rail connection I think is the future for our area.
And connecting to the northeast corner, that's a possibility
in the future, but this is the here and now, and I think we
need to make a bold, strong statement.

I say all these things as someone whose family was
torn apart by an eminent domain taking in the '80s for a
highway that was never built. I understand the challenges and
I understand the effect it has on communities, but we have to
make sacrifices and we have to build. We cannot continue to
operate in a post-World War II mind-set. It will destroy this
state.

The only other thing I want to comment on is the
valuation of cultural and ecological resources. I think they
should be very carefully put into perspective. In that state
taking for the highway in the '80s, one of the reasons the
highway was never built -- which, incidentally, I was opposed
to as a child -- was because of its impact on contiguous
forest land. And that contiguous forest land, after the
demise of the highway, was subsequently developed by a private
landholder.

There is a real irony that we cannot as a society
build a major infrastructure improvement but a private citizen
can throw caution to the wind. I understand it's the law, but

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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within the restrictions set forth by the regulations, I
strongly suggest you try to put them into as much perspective
as possible.

Regarding cultural resources, the northeastern part
of the state, the eastern part of the state, has a lot of
cultural resources, but they are decrepit and neglected due to
the financial constraints that our communities face that are
solely based on failure for us to maintain strong urban and
smaller cities.

I think this component of the plan in particular is
essential to the future of this area, in which I plan on being
a taxpayer, a citizen and elected official for 30 or 40 more
years, barring unforeseen circumstances.

So thank you for all your hard work.

HEARING OFFICER SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2325 DETAIL

Status : Ciction Completest’
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Laurie

Last Name : Warren

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 #2329 DETAIL

Status At Complutsy |

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Laurie
Last Name : Warren

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 #2043 DETAIL

Status : ESTONCTmpietedy
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Thomas

Last Name : Warren

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

As an Alumni of UNH, | oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal. It will destroy the
campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.

Regards,
Thomas G Warren



{NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #487 DETAIL

Status : AetowGempietsd),
Record Date : 2/2/2016

First Name : Karen

Last Name : Wassmer

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The bridge span proposed into Old Lyme will cost billions to repare. Not to mention the distruction of a Historic
town . I'm sure it's cheaper to run it this way after this town, but keeping the train along the same Corredor as
the one that's there now will be better for the people .



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2944 DETAIL

Status : Rending T,
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Richard
Last Name : Waters

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The Rail Investment Plan currently proposed is a terrible idea, invasive to the the environment and to the
people who may live on property that is in the way, Eminent domain for the supposed greater good for the
greatest number has never prospered and always requires subsidies to keep it going speaks of unionism and
stupidism, build the transportation system to include transfers, buses and connections. Never, never intrude on
the environment to build something for a few . No !



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1565 DETAIL

Status : EEEnging
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Suzanne
Last Name : Watson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Scrap this plan. Leave the shoreline intact.

If you want to spend some money, reinstate Gov. Ella Grasso's plan (she
had the engineering done 30 years back), and create the rail trail from
the CT shoreline up to Middletown!

S. Watson

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https://www.avast.com/antivirus



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1485 DETAIL

Status : WO OSIREEGY,

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Suzanne
Last Name : Watson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am totally agains the Alternative 1 proposal.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2254 DETAIL

Status : Sesading -
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Doug

Last Name : Watts

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose putting train tracks through the property of Lyme Acadamy. The campus will be severely impacted in a
very negative way by the proposal.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #767 DETAIL

Status CAetion Sorpleted

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Claire
Last Name : Wayner

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. Braegelman

?

As a young

birdwatcher

of Maryland and a high school student, | am

?7?

writing in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan because of its
highly negative impact on the local environment.

The proposed route would cut through 60 acres of the Patuxent Research
Refuge, including pristine stream,

wetland, riparian, and forest habitats, critical to a number of bird

species. It would destroy this valuable wildlife oasis in an area already

heavily plagued by continued development. The rail would destroy the
ecological integrity of this largest remaining forest block in Maryland,
recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an Important Bird Area (IBA) in 2006
for providing crucial habitat for several of our declining bird species,

including Kentucky Warbler, Wood Thrush, Prairie Warbler, and Eastern
Whip-poor-will.

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

)

f



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.

It would also harm the local economy as birdwatching and other natural
hobbies together form a multi-billion dollar industry. Please do not

deforest and cut through the Patuxent Research Refuge for the sake of the
birds and for the local residents, including myself.

*?Feasible and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge

exist. Please choose an alternate that does not disturb aregional and
national treasure.*

Sincerely,
Claire Wayner

*7*



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1821 DETAIL

Status : REEfARg T
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Liz

Last Name : Waytkus

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 #1336 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Susan
Last Name : Weatherby

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alt. #1will forever change the historical town of old lyme, ct. It will require the destruction of art museums and
historical homes . | am opposed to alt. #1



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1934 DETAIL

Status : EPeadinge

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Weaver

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. | further support the town of Old Lyme's
objections as stated in the selectmen's statement opposing the railroad routing through the town.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2070 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Steve
Last Name : Webster

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Skipping Providence, one of the largest commuter stops between NY and Boston, is horribly short sighted and
will affect hundreds of people me being one of them. There are very few commuter trains that go to providence
from Boston at an average time of 1 hour and 45 minutes one way. To assume that there is more commuter
traffic in Worcester, which has a higher frequency of commuter trains, based on inaccurate data is criminal. To
assume Springfield as part of greater Worcester, 30 miles away, is a ridiculous skewing of data that is
inaccurate at best.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #435 DETAIL

Status : | Ao Comptet=d’

Record Date : 1/31/2016
First Name : Joan
Last Name : Weeks

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| can't believe you would even consider destroying an historic town in New England. | am appalled that you
would damage the estuaries of the Connecticut River. | completely oppose the new Amtrak route through Old
Lyme.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #286 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/25/2016
First Name : Sara

Last Name : Weeks

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| fully support the proposed rail trail along the CT shore, including through Old Lyme. | understand that
residents have concerns. In my experience with the Amherst - Northampton Rail Trail these apprehensions are
common but ultimately the trail is a wonderful thing and a great asset to the residents. While | enjoy riding a
bicycle, | do not ride on the roads for fear of drivers who are texting, or drunk. Having an easily accessible rail
trail would be amazing!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1727 DETAIL

Status : .
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Sara

Last Name : Weeks

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Originally | was under the impression that this was proposed as a rail trail for cycling, walking,
rollerblading/skating, which | was in favor of. Railroad tracks running through the middle of town for high speed
trains? | am 100% opposed. | think that folks in the area are generally in favor of any improvement in
transportation but this option is not it. We do need improvement to the infrastructure so | hope a fair resolution
can be reached as destroying our town in the process is not.



Claudia T. Weicker

P -

February 1, 2016

NEC FUTURE ,
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green

Suite 429

NewYork, NY 10004

To Whom it May Concern:

As a resident of the town of Old Lyme, Connecticut and co-chair of the Connecticut Audubon
Society’s Roger Tory Peterson Estuary Center Board, | am writing to express my concerns and
opposition to Alternative 1 of the EIS Tier 1 NEC Future proposals.

As currently drafted Alternative 1 proposes a new railroad bridge across the Connecticut River
Estuary and creates a new high speed line(s) through the town of Old Lyme. It simply is not
possible to minimize the impact that construction of a high speed rail line(s) and new bridge
over the Connecticut River would have on the town of Old Lyme, the shoreline, and life in other
towns adjacent to the River.

The new line would effectively bifurcate the historic district of Old Lyme destroying the integrity
of one of the oldest and most picturesque towns in the State of Connecticut. In addition, the
new line would potentially decimate the town’s only shopping area which houses a supermarket,
pharmacy and post office as well as other businesses. It would cross Route 156 and Route 1.
Route 156 is a main artery to all the shoreline communities and towns east of the Connecticut
River and, together with Route 1, connects the town to its northern district and other towns to
the north and east.

Old Lyme is a Federally declared Preserve America Community and its historic district is on the
National Register of Historic Places with over 50 homes predating 1900. Well regarded for its
history, culture, and beauty, Old Lyme is nestled on the banks of the Connecticut and
Lieutenant rivers and has been long recognized as the birthplace of American Impressionist
painting. Legendary artists visited the Old Lyme Art Colony in the 19th and early 20th
Centuries, many living at the home Florence Griswold, now a museum and National Register
property. In addition, the town is the home of the Lyme Art Association and the Lyme Academy
College of Fine Arts. The proposed rail line would plow through town in such as way as to
obliterate the latter and separate the first two institutions (which attract thousands of visitors
each year) from the town.



A new bridge over The Connecticut River Estuary, named as one of “ One of the World's Last
Great Places in the Western Hemisphere” by the Nature Conservancy, raises a multitude of
environmental concerns as it would cause disruption of the river, its wetlands, and the habitats
a number of rare and threatened species and other wildlife. Home to the osprey which were
nearly extinct just a few decades ago, the bald eagle (likewise nearly extinct but resurgent) and
a stopover for migrating species, it is impossible to believe that the environmental impact would
not be substantial. Your own ecological assessments recognize the impact on Connecticut's
ecologically sensitive habitats.

Finally, a word about aesthetics and economics. There has long been a nexus between the
River and the well being of the surrounding communities. Essex, Old Saybrook, Old Lyme and
other communities along the river are steeped in history dating to pre-Revolutionary days and,
whether it was the shipping trade in the 18th century which gave rise to today’s boatyards and
marinas, or the Old Lyme Art Colony this nexus exists today. Boating enthusiasts and fishermen
flock to the River each season to enjoy its beauty and access to Long Istand Sound. Art
enthusiasts likewise visit the towns along the River to view their historic homes and the
museums and galleries creating a thriving tourist industry. Thus, the appreciation of the
aesthetics of our river valley commurniities continues in the 21st Century as it did in the 19th and
20th Centuries. The new bridge would not only create a visual obstruction but also poses real
dangers to the economies of our river communities.

It is my sincere hope that you will re-exarnine this proposal in light of the harm it would cause to
the River and its communities.

Singerely,

foscdl //«/&f@v\

Claudia T. Weicker



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #255 DETAIL

Status : CAMANBHOBpISteT),

Record Date : 1/24/2016
First Name : Lowell
Last Name : Weicker

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To Whom It May Concern:

As a principal sponsor of the legislation that created AMTRAK while in Congress, and as a former United
States Senator and Governor of Connecticut, | am writing to register my views regarding a recent proposal to
re-route the Northeast Corridor lines through the town of Old Lyme, Connecticut.

Old Lyme, tiny in area, is one of the oldest and most historic towns in our state. The proposed rail line would
cut its historic district in half and destroy the historic integrity and beauty of the community. A home to
legendary artists and the home of the American Impressionist School of Painting, it is well known for its iconic
beauty and its part in the history of the State of Connecticut dating back before the Revolutionary War.

Like many small towns, Old Lyme has been through a resurgance with extensive conservation and preservation
of the homes and buildings in the historic district. It's main aftributes, including the Florence Griswold Museum,
the Lyme Art Association, and the Lyme College of Fine Arts would find themselves cut off from each other
under this proposed plan.

In addition, the impact on the Connecticut River, its estuary and the marshlands and habitats therein would
likely be severe and affect not just the Old Lyme community but all others who share this estuary, including Old
Saybrook and Essex. The habits within these waters have been either a home or a resting place to many
varieties of species of birds and migratory species who breed in its waters. The construction of a new railroad
bridge connecting Old Saybrook to Old Lyme would require a detailed environmental study of its impact on the
Estuary and its habitats.

It is my sincere hope that AMTRAK will think better of this proposal and look elsewhere for its new NEC line.
Sincerely,
Lowell P. Weicker, Jr.

Former United States Senator
Former Governor of Connecticut



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1101 DETAIL

Status : Rending:;

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Weimann

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

It is a wise idea to move the tracks away from the receding shoreline. A New London/Mystic station is also a
good idea and needs to be kept outside the city and have ample parking!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2893 DETAIL

Status : CETTON Qi St
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Leon

Last Name : Weinmann

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

No railroad!
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RUBY SEIGEL: Thank you, Scott. I
don't have anyone else signed up, David, so
you're up. Just introduce yourself, please.

DAVID WEINSTEIN: Hi. I'm David
Weinstein. I'm here as a —-- really as a
frustrated commuter. I've been -- I live in
Philadelphia. I've been taking the SEPTA train
from Philadelphia to Wilmington regularly for
the last two and a half years. I work -- again,
although I'm here in my own capacity, I work for
the Delaware Department of Justice Consumer
Protection Unit. Have some familiarity with
consumer issues and want to talk about some --
my perspective as a consumer of public rail
service in this area.

First, I wanted to thank you for
putting this program together and for doing
this. I believe it's long overdue certainly
based on my experience as a commuter and
frequent delays and service interruptions.

I couldn't agree more with what the
previous commenter said about BAmtrak. T
primarily want to focus on SEPTA, but I'll touch
on Amtrak for a minute. I think Amtrak is

failing the American people. It's funded by --
partially out of government funds. I know the
relationship between Amtrak and the government,
federal government, is complicated, but it does
receive taxpayer dollars, and yet it's reached
the point where Amtrak fare is totally
unaffordable for the middle class. It's
unaffordable for people like myself who would be
taking Amtrak if it were significantly cheaper,
but instead, of course, take buses. And our tax
dollars are subsidizing this.

It's -- regularly I'd say on Friday
afternoon, which, granted, is a busy period,
Amtrak service just from Wilmington to
Philadelphia can cost upwards of $80. That
should be unacceptable. 2And, unfortunately,
Amtrak doesn't seem to care about this.

There was a comment recently in an
article I read by -- I believe it's CEO of
Amtrak saying that the market for people who
take buses just isn't what Amtrak is looking

for. It isn't looking to compete in that
market.
My question to them is why not?
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Shouldn't Amtrak be serving the American people?
Shouldn't it be looking to provide access to
people to different communities?

And, unfortunately, what's worse is
that the commuter rail services such as SEPTA,
which I'll talk about in a moment, are unable to
fill the gaps which Amtrak is supposed to
provide.

People taking SEPTA -- SEPTA runs on
the same train lines as Amtrak and is routinely
delayed due to problems on Amtrak. And so
you'll have commuters who can't afford Amtrak,
yet, nonetheless, are delayed and suffer service
interruptions due to problems on Amtrak.

I'd like to talk about the SEPTA
service from Philadelphia to Wilmington and back
for a minute. There's a single train in the
mornings from Philadelphia to Wilmington over

pretty much the entire three-hour period of rush
hour. There's a train that leaves Philadelphia
at 7:45. BAnd if you're not on that train, the
next train from Philadelphia to Wilmington is
not till, I believe, 9:36. During the daytime,
trains from Wilmington back to Philadelphia only
run every two hours. For people such as myself,
who commute from Philadelphia to Wilmington and
back, this is just -- it's insufficient service.
It discourages economic growth. It discourages
people in Wilmington taking jobs in
Philadelphia. It discourages people in
Philadelphia taking jobs in Wilmington. I
believe that there are tremendous economic
benefits that could be achieved by expanding
access from Philadelphia to Wilmington and vice
versa. Reductions in crime, which certainly
something that my office has seen in Wilmington
that's been a problem in recent years in
Wilmington. Could -- that could be reduced
through economic growth opportunities that

expanded access would provide.
And so the service effects of this

program that you're trying to do -- it's already
been talked about in documents, I think. --
those are well-taken. SEPTA service is —-- there

are frequent delays, frequent interruptions,
aging infrastructure, and it's not enough
service in general. I think all of that should
be addressed. I think it could provide
tremendous benefits to the greater
Philadelphia/Delaware region and the Wilmington
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region.

And I believe that, in closing, that I
would encourage you to -- whatever action
alternative is picked -- and it looked like all
of them had their benefits and their cons. I
know a lot of them and a lot of the points in
the action alternatives seemed focused on the
New York area and some of the bigger metro
areas. I'm here to urge you not to leave out
Philadelphia and Wilmington. To take

Philadelphia and Wilmington into account, and
whatever alternative you're doing, not to leave
out SEPTA, to increase SEPTA service going from
Wilmington because I believe that that could
benefit tremendously.

Thank you very much.
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Are there any other people in the audience who
would like to make any public statement?

MR. WEISS: I'll make a fast one. I'll identify
myself.

MS. SIEGEL: That's fine.

MR. WEISS: This will take less than a minute.

MS. SIEGEL: That's okay. Just because we don't
have -- just make sure you identify yourself.

You don't have to speak fast.

MR. WEISS: Bob Weiss. I'm the travel editor of
CBSBoston.com and WBZ News Radio.

Two points I would like to make here, covering
transportation for quite a while and travel. Number one:
South Station is already a rail and bus hub. Any testing that
you would do, I would suggest, or ideas that are presented
here, work there.

The second thing I would say is, don't overlook bus
travel when you're considering rail alternatives. The
complaint I hear most about the Acela and Amtrak is poor Wi-Fi
by business people. That should be looked at, because I think
it would be a great source of business for you. It also
certainly worked for the bus companies with the tremendous
student population we have up here. Any work that you do or
experiment against that audience will go over, I think, very
well.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

Okay. 1Is there anybody else who would like to make
a statement?

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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February 16, 2016

NEC Future

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

New York, NY 10004

RE: NEC Future Project
Dear FRA Team Members:

Thank you for hosting the public hearing in Wilmington last month regarding the NEC Future project. Your hard
work on this project is much appreciated. The following is intended as a supplement to my remarks at the
hearing.

| am a 29 year-old Philadelphia resident who commutes to my job in Wilmington via SEPTA Regional Rail on a
daily basis. | write as a millennial, as a concerned supporter of affordable public transit, as an attorney with
interest in consumer issues, and most of ali, as a frustrated SEPTA commuter. My experience with SEPTA
Regional Rail over the last two and a half years has led me to believe that: (1) existing SEPTA service is
inadequate to cover demand for transit between Philadelphia and Wilmington; and (2) existing SEPTA
infrastructure is in need of significant repairs. Accordingly, | encourage the FRA to: (1) reject the “No Action
Alternative” in favor of one of the three proposed “Action Alternatives” in the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact
Statement; and (2) take the needs of commuters between Philadelphia and Wilmington—and the economic and
social benefits which improved public transit service could generate—into account in connection with whichever
“Action Alternative” is ultimately chosen.

| write today to highlight the following problems with existing SEPTA service between Philadelphia and
Wilmington. | urge the FRA to work with state and city officials in resolving these problems as the NEC Futures
project moves forward.

sInsufficient Service Between Philadelphia and Wilmington

Too few trains run between Philadelphia and Wilmington. My experience as a regular commuter on the
Wilmington/Newark line leads me to believe that over 90 percent of riders on this line use it to travel from
Philadelphia to Wilmington or vice-versa. However, on a typical weekday, only four trains run from University
City (the last Center City Philadelphia station) to Wilmington during the eight and a half hour period between
6:45 am and 3:15 pm, and only five trains run from Wilmington to University City during the eight and a half
hour period between 8:00 am and 4:30 pm. These “gap periods” span much of the morning rush hour for
commuters in both directions. The dearth of routes between Philadelphia and Wilmington—on average, there is



less than one per hour—creates difficulties for commuters, and is insufficient to encourage travelers between
the two cities to choose SEPTA Regional Rail over other options. The situation is far worse on weekends: even
fewer trains run between the two cities on Saturday and Sunday. Many trains originate or terminate at Marcus
Hook: as others have noted, a partial solution would be to extend all such trains to Wilmington. (This issue is
the subject of a petition on Change.org: https://www.change.org/p/deldot-septa-hourly-service-to-wilmington.)

*Delays Due to Infrastructure Breakdowns

Infrastructure on the Wilmington/Newark Line and other SEPTA Regional Rail routes appears to be falling
apart. Trains are frequently delayed due to “signal problems” and other equipment failures of this nature
(including severe issues such as train breakdowns en route). Sometimes, these delays are quite lengthy (i.e.
one hour or more). The fact that infrastructure-related delays occur as frequently as they currently do
significantly compounds the inconvenience to commuters caused by existing inadequate SEPTA Regional Rail
service between Philadelphia and Wilmington. SEPTA Regional Rail infrastructure must be upgraded in order
to resolve this problem.

sInconvenient Service Due to Poor Schedule Planning

During the evening rush hour—one of the few periods in which trains run between Philadelphia and Wilmington
more than once every two hours—poor schedule planning makes the commute difficult for passengers traveling
from Wilmington to Philadelphia. Rather than being spaced out evenly (e.g. once every half-hour), trains run
from Wilmington to Philadelphia at oddly-timed intervals. Two trains leave Wilmington at 4:44 pm and 5:06 pm
(too early for many rush hour commuters), respectively, but then no trains leave Wilmington until 5:50 pm and
6:02 pm. Those unable to make the 6:02 pm train are forced to wait until 7:06 pm or 7:29 pm, the departure
times for the next two trains to leave Wilmington. Schedules which take a range of typical workplace departure
times into account would encourage more commuters to view SEPTA Regional Rail as a viable option.

sInefficient Service Due to Lack of Express Routes

In contrast to other commuter rail services such as NJ Transit, SEPTA runs only a small number of express
routes on its Northeast Corridor lines. Moreover, the existing express routes are inefficient. On a typical
weekday, only four express routes run from Philadelphia to Wilmington, and only three express routes run from
Wilmington to Philadelphia. There is only one express train from Philadelphia to Wilmington during the morning
rush hour, and there is only one express train from Wilmington to Philadelphia during the evening rush hour.
(For commuters traveling in the opposite direction, there are two express trains from Wilmington to Philadelphia
during the morning rush hour, and just one express train from Philadelphia to Wilmington during the evening
rush hour.) Adding more express trains would save time and encourage commuters with a greater variety of
work schedules to choose Regional Rail over other travel options. Moreover, as noted previously, my
experience suggests that most commuters who take the Wilmington/Newark Line use it to travel from
Philadelphia to Wilmington or vice-versa: few people get on or off the train at intermediate stations. SEPTA
should emulate NJ Transit in operating “super express” routes which run directly from Center City Philadelphia
stations to Wilmington (without stopping at Chester, Marcus Hook, and Claymont in between).

*Delays Due to Track Sharing and Train Traffic
SEPTA Regional Rail trains are frequently compelled to wait in order for Amtrak trains to pass them by. The
addition of new track to areas which experience congestion regularly would help alleviate this problem.



*Inability to Maintain Consistent Schedules

Beyond delays caused by infrastructure breakdowns, SEPTA Regional Rail trains on the Wilmington/Newark
line simply run late far too often. (In my experience, this problem is particularly acute with respect to evening
trains which originate in Newark.) If increased train ridership is a goal, this must change.

*Need for More Stations in Wilmington

Given the size of the city, it would seem appropriate for there to be more than one train station in Witmington.
Ease of access to train arrival and departure points would make the benefits of SEPTA Regional Rail more
apparent to commuters.

Improved public transit service between Philadelphia and Wilmington could yield economic and social benefits
to residents of both cities and their neighboring areas, including regions which suffer from high rates of
unemployment and crime. More train routes between Philadelphia and Wilmington would give residents who
cannot afford their own vehicles access to additional job opportunities, and would incentivize current
automobile commuters to use public transit instead of driving (leading to reduced traffic congestion and a
corresponding decrease in air pollution from vehicle emissions). Recent articles in the New York Times and the
News Journal have discussed the importance of attracting millenials to Wilmington in connection with efforts to
revitalize the city’s downtown area, and have referenced the significance of public transit with respect to these
efforts (Mark Makela, “Wilmington Seeks a Youthful Energy Downtown,” New York Times, February 3, 2015;
Jeff Mordock, “Millenials, Luxury Apartments Key to Wilmington Revival,” The News Journal, February 9, 2015).
Accordingly, it is critical that the SEPTA Wilmington/Newark line receive sufficient attention and resources in
connection with the NEC Future project. (Ideally, as part of this project, Amtrak service between Philadelphia
and Wilmington—currently too expensive to serve as a viable option for most commuters looking to travel from
one city to the other on a regular basis—would be made more affordable as well.)

Thank you again for your efforts to improve public transit along the Northeast Corridor.
Sincerely,

David Weinstein
(Philadelphia, PA)
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I have 20 years of experience in eminent domain law, and | am in opposition to Alternative 1. It would have
significant negative effects on Old Lyme, CT including its sensitive ecology as well as the Lyme Academy of
Fine Art. An alternative route that causes less environmental and social impacts should be selected.
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The plan to run a rail line straight through the middle of the Old Lyme historic district beggars belief. On the
face of it, if one weren't familiar with the area, it would seem absurd--a biueprint for the displacement and
destruction of one of this country's venerable art communities and its zealously maintained legacy is incredible.

But this is not just an abstraction to me. | do know the area quite well, and proximity and familiarity add to the
sense of outrage. I've been fortunate to paint in the impacted area many times in the last two decades. |
appreciate its historical importance as the center of the country's most prominent art colony, and as a place

where artists and non-artists continue to enjoy the quietude and beauty of a remarkable district.

There needs to be a thoughtful alternative to this proposed--and reckless--disruption of flora, fauna, lives and
legacies.

Thank you,

Jerry Weiss
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Are there any other people in the audience who
would like to make any public statement?

MR. WEISS: 1I'll make a fast one. I'll identify
myself,

MS. SIEGEL: That's fine.

MR. WEISS: This will take less than a minute.

MS. SIEGEL: That's okay. Just because we don't
have -- just make sure you identify yourself.

You don't have to speak fast.

MR. WEISS: Bob Weiss. I'm the travel editor of
CBSBoston.com and WBZ News Radio.

Two points I would like to make here, covering
transportation for quite a while and travel. Number one:
South Station is already a rail and bus hub. Any testing that
you would do, I would suggest, or ideas that are presented
here, work there.

The second thing I would say i1s, don't overlook bus
travel when you're considering rail alternatives. The
complaint I hear most about the Acela and Amtrak is poor Wi-Fi
by business people. That should be looked at, because I think
it would be a great source of business for you. It also
certainly worked for the bus companies with the tremendous
student population we have up here. Any work that you do or
experiment against that audience will go over, I think, very
well.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

Okay. 1Is there anybody else who would like to make
a statement?

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Really? One of the most beautiful New England towns should be preserved for future generations to enjoy!!!
Please do not ruin it!



Comments on Draft 1 EIS for NEC Future, January 19, 2016
Submitted by Neile Weissman, neileweissman

Good afternoon my name is Neile Weissman, I'm a Past President of New York Cycle Club and I'm
here to argue for expansion of bicycle access as component of any of the Tiered Alternatives.

In 2012, NYCC headed up a bi-state coalition that succeeded in getting New Jersey Transit to reverse
a ban on cyclists boarding at low platform stations. Then again to permit conductors to open
"deadhead" cars for cyclists. NJT now commits capacity to move 7200 cyclists per weekend.

In 2013, with support from Suffolk County, we worked with Long Island Railroad to narrow holiday
restrictions, eliminate weekend blackout periods and carry as many as 20 bikes per train.

Metro North has long supported group bike travel, but after derailments at Spuyten Duyvil and Valhalla,
they were poised to restrict group access. So we solicited letters of support from Ulster, Dutchess,

Then, we conducted a walkthrough with Operations, Equipment and Safety, bike in hand, to determine
a safe capacity for each class of rolling stock. Metro North now handles groups as large as 40 per
train. | welcome the opportunity to perform the same exercise with Amtrak.

In 2015, NYCC has booked passage for over 7000 cyclists on the three regional rails.

In addition to weekends, all three lines allow weekday travel, including cross-peak. And for the most
part, the rolling stock has not been modified to accommodate bicycles.

To summarize a second statement by Carol Waaser, a for}ner NYCC President who's retired and does
multi-day bikes trips throughout the year. Ms. Wasser asserts that expanding roll-on-roli-off access is
fully consistent with the five goals developed during the EIS scoping process:

- meet growing demand

- strengthen intermodal passenger connections
- address near and long-term mobility solutions
- promote environmental sustainability

- enhance the economic viability of the region

Also, with to comply relevant provisions of the FAST Act.

Finally, | ask that you include AASHTO-compliant bicycle-pedestrian facilities on any expansion or
renovation. Particularly bridges, but also rights of way near active rail lines. For the daily enjoyment of
area residents, to reduce the number of car trips and to enhance resilience, like the East River Bridges
after of Superstorm Sandy. The local example would be the Spuyten Duyvil Bridge linking the Hudson
Greenway in Manhattan to the proposed Hudsan River Valley Greenway in the Bronx. Thank you.




So, without further ado, I will call the first speaker, Neile
Weissman.

MR. WEISSMAN: My name is Neile Weissman. [ was a
past president of New York Cycle Club. And I am here to argue for the expansion of
bicycle access as a component of any of the tiered alternatives.

For context, in -- with our existing situation with regional
rails, in 2012 New York Cycle Club headed up a bi-state coalition that prevailed upon
New Jersey Transit to reverse a ban on cyclists boarding at low platform stations, and
then again to permit conductors to open deadhead cars for cyclists. New Jersey Transit
now commits to capacity to move 7,200 cyclists each weekend.

In 2013, with support from Suffolk County, we worked with
the Long Island Railroad to narrow holiday restrictions, eliminate weekend blackout
periods, and net carry as many as twenty bikes per train. Metro-North has long
supported group bike travel, but after derailments in Spuyten Duyvil and Valhalla, they
were poised to restrict group access. So we solicited letters of support from Ulster,
Dutchess, Putnam and Westchester, who urgently cited the economic impact. It's like
no, no, you don't understand, we want cyclists coming up here. Then we conducted a
walk-through with Metro-North operations equipment for safety with a bike in hand to
determine the safe capacity for each class of rolling stock.

Metro-North now handles groups as large at 40 per train.
And I welcome the opportunity to perform the same exercise with Amtrak. None of
these trains have been specifically modified to handle cyclists, but we do -- but they do
it, we do it.

In 2015, New York Cycle Club booked passage for over 7,000
cyclists on the three regional rails. All of them offer weekday travel, including cross
peak. And for the most part, like I said, they have not been modified.

To summarize a second statement by another former -- by a
former New York Cycle Club president who could not be here tonight, Carol Wasser,
expanding roll on/roll off access is fully consistent with the five goals developed during
the IES scoping process, meet growing demand, strengthen intermodal passenger
connections, address near and long term mobility solutions, promote environmental
sustainability, enhance the economic viability of the region. And also to comply with
relevant provisions of the Fast Act.

Finally, [ ask that you include -- Amtrak include AASHTO
compliant bike/pedestrian facilities on any expansion or renovation, particularly bridges,
but also rights-of-way near active rail lines, for the daily enjoyment of residents to
reduce the number of car trips, and to enhance resilience, like the East River bridges
after Superstorm Sandy, which had increased capacity three-fold when transit was
knocked out.

The local example would be the Spuyten Duyvil Bridge,
linking the Hudson Greenway and Manhattan to the proposed Hudson River Valley
Greenway in the Bronx.

Thank you. And, by the way, this -- you -- this whole thing is
so cool, I just -- it's not in my remarks, but this is so cool. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you very much, Neile.
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BIKE NEW YORK

Good afternoon. | am submitting this statement on behalf of Bike New York, my employer, and the
New York Bicycling Coalition, for which I serve as a board member. Bike New York runs the nation’s
largest urban bike education program, and is funded by one of the largest bicycling events in the world:
the Five Boro Bicycle Tour. Bike New York is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit and New York City’s leading
proponent of cycling as a practical, sustainable, and healthy means of transportation and recreation.
The New York Bicycling Coalition serves the State of New York and its residents by providing a clear and
consistent voice for the interests of people who ride bikes and by promoting the safe use of the bicycle
as an important mode of transportation, sport, recreation, health, environmental protection, energy
conservation, tourism and economic development.

Bike New York and New York Bicycling Coalition (NYBC) call for expanded multi-modal access for
bicyclists to the train lines that operate along the northeast corridor. Expanded access includes more
secure bike parking at stations, Roll On / Roll Off service on Amtrak’s Northeast corridor route, as well
as reduction of barriers to bringing bikes on commuter trains.

-Bicycling is growing in popularity with a younger population that’s buying fewer cars. The four cities
with the lowest rate of adult car ownership are all on the Northeast Corridor route: New York, Boston,
Washington, DC and Philadelphia.

-There are numerous popular cycling and bike touring routes along the Northeast Corridor including the
Delaware and Raritan Canal, Delaware Valley, and Hudson River Valley, among others.

-Bicyclists spend money and promoting bike tourism helps local economies. On recent multi-day bike
tours in the Delaware Valley and along the Erie Canal, on days where we did not camp, my girlfriend and
I spent an estimated $150 - $200 per day on meals, lodging, and of course, beer. On camping days we
spent an estimated $40 - $60 on lunch and campsites.

-More people are including bicycles in their commute to work. While it may be too much to ask to
accommodate most bikes on rush-hour trains (folding bikes should be accommodated, and many lines
do accommodate folding bikes), stations should have more and better bike parking, which is far cheaper
and more efficient than car parking.

-Cyclists in the Northeast—one of the most populous areas of the US—should have the same Roll
On/Roll Off access that Amtrak provides in California, Oregon, Washington, North Carolina, Missouri,
Ilinois, and Michigan.



Environmental impact of bicycle commuting and travel interaction with rail passenger service
in the NEC. '

Transportation systems form an integrated network in which each element influences the
other elements and the performance and environmental impact of the entire system. Passenger
rail service interacts with other transportation modes so the environmental impact of the NEC
has to consider how it influences those modes. A passenger rail network that accommodates
bicycles will reduce the environmental impact of the transportation system. A number of
elements constitute bicycle accommodation on passenger rail networks.

How bicycle service on NEC passenger rail lines impacts the overall transportation network

"Last mile" connectivity on both ends of commuting trips allow bicyclists to reach a passenger
rail station from home or work, eliminating use of other modes (typically automobiles). This
reduces automobile traffic and parking requirements. Parking can have significant negative
impacts on land use and storm water runoff. Bicycles require roughly 1/15 as much parking
space as private automobiles. Bicycles can also be used from home or work to reach car pool
lots, subway, light rail, bus, etc. services which then connect to passenger rail stations with
concomitant reductions in traffic and parking.

Amtrak is a feeder system in both directions for bicycle travelers (not daily
commuters). Bicycle travelers arriving from other regions by any travel mode can use
passenger rail with bicycle accommodation to reach destinations within the NEC. Bicycle
travelers who start their trip by any travel mode within the NEC can use passenger rail with
bicycle accommodation to reach destinations outside the NEC. These tourism activities reduce
environmental impact both within and outside the NEC by shifting to lower poliution and energy
intense transportation modes.

Steps needed to improve bicycle service on NEC passenger rail lines

Secure bike storage at departure and arrival points allows bicycle commuters and long
distance travelers to incorporate passenger rail in their journeys. Commuters can store their
bicycle after a "first mile" trip to a departure passenger rail station, store their bicycle at a
destination passenger rail station to accomplish their "last mile" trip, or do both. This means
passengers need the ability for long term storage. Long distance travelers can use secure
storage to leave their bicycle behind and then use passenger rail to reach destinations where
bicycle friendly facilities might not exist or where the traveler perceives the distances to be too
great to fit their travel plans.

Bike share at departure and arrival points would serve the same purpose for bicycle
commuters as secure storage - "first mile" and "last mile" commutes could be shifted to
bicycles. Bike share would eliminate the need for commuters to purchase a bicycle and/or allow
them to use a bicycle to initiate or complete a commute in an area where they don't normally
work. Bike share facilities would allow travelers within the NEC to accomplish the same thing
when visiting destinations distant from passenger rail stations.

RO/RO (roll-on/roll-off) service will require platform access for bicyclists. This means that
platform heights need to accommodate ease of putting the unboxed bicycle on and off the train
as well as ease of passage through the station to platform. This could be accomplished with the
construction of loading ramps, loading steps, raised platforms, or another design. [n addition,
clear access to bicycle-capable elevators when necessary, "bicycle troughs" on stairwells,
ramps, and signs make it possible for a bicyclist to easily get through the station to the platform.



RO/RO (roll-on/roll-off) service will require baggage cars or coach cars fitted with bike racks
either allowing cyclists to load their own bikes or for staff to load bikes. Limiting RO/RO service
to stations with baggage service would be a significant reduction in service compared to
allowing self-loading at all stations by cyclists. Separate bicycle loading ramps may be required
for stations with short platforms. Alternatively, "double-spot" procedures will be required to
allow bicycle loading without delaying train departures.

Adequate bicycle carriage capacity is required to exceed a "minimum capacity threshold.” On
four car trains with a single bike rack per car, bicyclists will be discouraged from traveling in
even small groups. If such low-capacity trains are regularly sold out they will develop a
reputation that will discourage cyclists from considering the line for their travel. Accommodation
at stations will not be sufficient if there is poor access for bicycles. Bike paths, bike lanes, or
other facilities are needed to insure that cyclists can reach stations for "last mile" and "first mile"
use.

Special capacity should be added to the NEC to allow excursion service capacity for group
bicycle travel. There are times of the year, events, and holidays that will be targets for larger
numbers of cyclists to use passenger rail service. The addition of baggage cars with high
bicycle capacity on a charter or event basis will meet this demand and demonstrate to those
cyclists that passenger rail is a viable travel alternative in the NEC. This will stimulate mode
share shift.

Other factors related to non-motorized transportation and the NEC rail service

Bridges are often barriers to full development of bicycle route networks when the bridges
don't accommodate bicycles. When rail bridges in the NEC require replacement or
refurbishment they should accommodate bicycle and pedestrian access.

Based on national accident and injury statistics there is a need to improve grade crossing
safety and accommodation for bicycles and pedestrians.

"Rail with trail" development makes optimum use of right-of-way within the NEC and will
greatly contribute to improved bicycle route networks.
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Dear NEC Future,
Below are remarks to the NEC Future <http://necfuture.com/> panel in Newark, January 19, 2016,

Thank you.

Neile Weissman
neileweissman Qi IIEGR

Good afternoon, my name is Neile Weissman, I'm a past President of New York Cycle Club. I'm here to argue
for expansion of bicycle access as component of any of Amtrak’s NEC Future Tiered Alternatives.

Here's the current "state of play" for NYC-area cyclists' use of the regional rails.

In 2012, NYCC headed up a bi-state coalition that succeeded in getting NJ Transit to reverse a ban on cyclists
boarding at low platform stations. Then again to permit conductors to open "deadhead" cars for cyclists. NJT
now commits capacity to move 7200 cyclists per weekend.

With support from Suffolk County, NYCC worked with Long Island Railroad to narrow holiday restrictions,
eliminate weekend blackout periods and carry as many as 20 bikes per train.

Metro North has long supported group bike travel, but after derailments at Spuyten Duyvil and Valhalla, they
were poised to restrict group access. we solicited support from Ulster, Dutchess, Putnam and Westchester
who all contacted the MTA to cite the economic impact.

So we solicited support from Ulster, Dutchess, Putnam and Westchester who all contacted the MTA to cite the
economic impact. Then, we conducted a walkthrough with Metro North Operations, bike in hand, to determine

a safe capacity for each class of rolling stock. | welcome the opportunity to perform the same exercise with
Amtrak.

in 2015, NYCC booked passage for over 7000 cyclists on the three regional rails.

All three rail lines allow weekday travel, including cross-peak. For the most part, their cars have not been



modified to accommodate bicycles.

To summarize a second statement by Carol Waaser, another former NYCC President who could not be here
this evening, expanding roll-on-roll-off access is fully consistent with the five goals developed during the EIS
scoping process:

- meet growing demand

- strengthen intermodal passenger connections

- address near and long-term mobility solutions

- promote environmental sustainability

- enhance the economic viability of the region

Also, to comply with provisions of the FAST Act
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fixing_America%E2%80%99s_Surface_Transportation_Act> that require Amtrak
to report on implementing roll-on roll off bike service.

Finally, | ask that you include AASHTO-compliant bicycle-pedestrian facilities on any expansion or renovation.
Particularly bridges, but also rights of way near active rail lines. For the daily enjoyment of area residents, to
reduce the number of car trips and to enhance resilience, like the East River Bridges after of Superstorm
Sandy. The local example would be the Spuyten Duyvil Bridge linking the Hudson Greenway in Manhattan to
the proposed Hudson River Valley Greenway <http://www.greenwaylink.org/wp-

content/pdfs/HRVGL _Preferred_Route_Final_Draft.pdf> in the Bronx.

PS. While not part of my prepared remarks, NEC Future is really cool. Thank youl!
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Ms. Carol Braegelmann

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

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f) Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail
Investment Plan for the Northeast Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state’s few remaining wild places | am writing this letter in
opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge including pristine stream, wetland,
riparian and forest habitats, critical to a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy this valuable wildlife
habitat in a region of Maryland where development has taken an immense toll on natural resources, and in so
doing would damage the ecological integrity of the largest remaining forest block in central Maryland—also
recognized by Audubon Maryland-DC as an Important Bird Area (IBA) in 2006 because it provides habitat for
several declining bird species, including Eastern whip-poor-will, wood thrush, Kentucky warbler and prairie
warbler.

The Patuxent Research Refuge was established in 1973 specifically for the purpose of upholding and
promulgating the Migratory Bird Conservation Act. The Act was passed to more effectively meet the U.S.
migratory bird treaty obligations through the acquisition of land and water for the perpetual preservation for
birds.

Allowing the proposed rail line to destroy a publicly-owned natural resource at the Patuxent Research Refuge
would set a dangerous precedent for the country’s most beautiful and biologically diverse landscapes. Feasible

and less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please choose an alternate that does not
disturb a national treasure.

Sincerely,

Maureen M Weller



—

Crofton, MD 21114



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #477 DETAIL

Status : “Baiom Complated

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Deborah
Last Name : Welles

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I would like to know specifically how this plan affects Old Lyme, CT. It seems to me from what little | have been
able to learn the proposed new route will cut through the heart of the historic district. Where is this information
available?



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2715 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Betty
Last Name : Wells

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To do Alternative 1 would destroy the historic town of Old Lyme CT. It would demolish the Lyme Academy of
Fine Art, run within 100 feet to Lyme High School and Middle School, run perilously close to the Florence
Griswold Museum (the home of American Impressionism) and do grave damage to the CT River and the
Lieutenant River. It is also a short-sighted plan, as Alternatives 2 and 3 would bring changes needed for future
rail growth.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #948 DETAIL

Status : . elbin Garpisted

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Lark
Last Name : Wells

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Hello,

I am writing you to express concern about a proposed railway line planned
to go through Patuxent Research Refuge. 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.

This refuge was designated for wildlife research back in the early 1900s by
President Roosevelt. To continue this research properly, the refuge must
remain undisturbed.

| 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.

Thanks,
Lark Wells




MR. WELLS: My name is Maurice Wells.

I've always been interested in buses and
trains since my younger years.

I'm a retired — I used to work for the
New York City Transit, MTA, New York City Transit.

I'm a retired train conductor. And even though I
retired from transit, I'm still interested in the
transit industry.

I was glad to see this public — notice
for this public hearing; I'm glad to attend. Okay.

The Northeast Corridor, rail corridor,
is the most busiest rail corridor in North America,
and probably one of the busiest rail corridors in the
world.

If the train service is going to be
expanded on the Northeast Corridor, construction
projects and infrastructure projects must be done.

The replacement of bridge — moveable
bridges in Connecticut and the Portal Bridge in New
Jersey, and the rehabilitation of major stations, like
Boston, South Station, and New York Penn Station, and
30th Street Station in Philadelphia. ’

And, also, the Baltimore Tunnel must be
rehabilitated so to increase train speed service and
increase so more trains will be able to run through it.

The Northeast Corridor with the mixture
of Amtrak and commuter rail train service, like I
previously said, is the busiest rail corridor in North
America.

In order for more train service to be —
to run in the future, these improvements must be done.

I would love to see high—speed rail — more high—speed
rail train service or more Acela trains. This country
needs more high—speed train service. We are so far
behind Europe, Japan and China.

I hope that we'll be able to get the
funding money for all the projects or most of the
projects on the Northeast Corridor. I look forward,
hopefully, to the future and maybe more improved train
service in the Northeast Corridor.

That's it.

Maurice Wells STENOBUNNSIEIEI

Allentown, Pennsylvania 18109,



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2696 DETAIL

Status : T AnipySampletat

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Priscila
Last Name : Wells

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am of the impression that this study has not thoroughly explored the damage that all of these ideas create.
Has anyone looked at the Historic district in Old Lyme. Milford??? Really???? Do you realize the clam and
oyster industry this would affect? | am totally opposed to all of these ideas. | would prefer the building of a
mono-rail over I-95 that already exists.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1366 DETAIL

Status : iineadt .
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : M

Last Name : Wenck

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

i believe that Alternative 3 will provide the most beneficial services to the most people and bring the RR to
vitally important central areas. The cost of being shortsighted will take us back to where we/you were 20 years
ago. If this vision had been acted on then, we would be halfway there now.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1363 DETAIL

Status : agnrEad;
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Wenck

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| prefer Alternative 3 with Benefits. This route should have been built 20 years ago. Let's do this right!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2446 DETAIL

Status : L Y
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Wenzel

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.” In addition you are ruining a historic landmark .



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3089 DETAIL

Status : heron Compleled)

Record Date : 2/29/2016
First Name : Mark
Last Name : Wenzel

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Just sent the email below. How are the comments closed already. This hasn't been publicized at all??
Disgraceful.

Mark Wenzel
Sent from iPhone.
Begin forwarded message:

> From: Mark Wenzel <mark.wenzel@gmail.com>

> Date: February 25, 2016 at 9:40:45 AM EST

> To: "comment@necfuture.com" <comment@necfuture.com>

> Subject: Alt 3 Transform

>

> | grew up in Garden City, LI a beautiful town with a rich history as it is largely considered the first planned
community in the United States. It was conceptualized by AT Stewart, an American business magnet of the his
time that played a large role in transforming this country & is unrecognized in the books of history. Garden City
is the one remaining tribute to AT Stewart and his concept has proven the test of time thanks to the people who
work to maintain its character.

>

> | don't support any of these proposed unnecessary plans but the Alt 3 option will ruin so many things for no
justified reason & ruin Garden City.

>

> Fix what is existing & can't be maintained before building extravagant projects that are objected by all directly
impacted & supported by distant political influence.

>

> Sincerely,
>

> Mark Wenzel
>

> Sent from iPhone.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3090 DETAIL

Status : Rt SompisEt
Record Date : 2/29/2016

First Name : Mark

Last Name : Wenzel

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| grew up in Garden City, LI a beautiful town with a rich history as it is largely considered the first planned
community in the United States. It was conceptualized by AT Stewart, an American business magnet of the his
time that played a large role in transforming this country & is unrecognized in the books of history. Garden City
is the one remaining tribute to AT Stewart and his concept has proven the test of time thanks to the people who
work to maintain its character.

I don't support any of these proposed unnecessary plans but the Alt 3 option will ruin so many things for no
justified reason & ruin Garden City.

Fix what is existing & can't be maintained before building extravagant projects that are objected by all directly
impacted & supported by distant political influence.

Sincerely,
Mark Wenzel

Sent from iPhone.



December 3, 2015

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

USDOT Federal Railroad Administration
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Dear Ms, Reyes-Alicea:

| read the summary of the NEC report and, especially, the parts that relate to freight movement. 1was
also involved for a time in helping to promote the Cross Harbor Rail Freight Tunnel project.

Unfortunately, your proposals do not address freight movement in the truck-dominated Northeast
Corridor. The Northeast Corridor’s potential for raif freight movement is underexploited. According to
your report rail only accounts for 5.2% of freight movement in the NEC. In the New York CSA it is even
lower at 2.3%. Nationally rail movement accounts for about 40% of freight movement. Clearly there is
potential for improvement in the NEC.

Creative solutions can be found to increase freight movement. For example, the creation of more ‘roll
on roll off’ truck movement and loading facilities along the NEC could be tried. In Switzerland, drivers
accompany the trucks in passenger coaches for cross border movement to and from italy, Germany, and
Austria. Perhaps funding can be found for such creative ideas here.

However, the biggest barrier to freight movement in the NEC is the disconnect in NY Harbor. The idea of
a cross harbor rail freight tunnel was first proposed in 1921. it was one of the reasons for the creation
of the Port Authority in 1921. However, nothing has been accomplished beyond periodic feasibility
studies. Just recently the Port Authority commissioned more studies on the subject. Perhaps they
ought to go the library and read the previous studies. They have created a full employment economy
for the consulting industry with new studies about every 10 years on freight movement in the NY-NJ
region.

I think that you should make mention of the Cross Harbor Rail Freight Tunnel as part of your proposals.

Yours truly,

a2

Stuart Werner

White Plains, NY 10603-3765



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1513 DETAIL

Status : cRending
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Sheila

Last Name : Wertheimer

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

To those who are involved with the planning of the new train tracks through Old Lyme, you need to come visit
this beautiful, historic town to see what you plan to tragically demolish.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2268 DETAIL

Status : ¢ Eending;’
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Hosin
Last Name : West

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 #356 DETAIL

Status : iAgtivnCompletes
Record Date : 1/28/2016

First Name : Charlie

Last Name : Weymouth

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

ORI, /1L MINGTON,DE. 19806
TEE02) 656-8760%
SRR B0 BEE-B 6]

E-Mail: CWEYMOUTH @il

28 January, 2016

U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration
One Bowling Green, Suite 429, New York, N.Y. 10004

Subject: Expanded rail service (North East Corridor)- Comments hereto
North Claymont, De./former steel manufactory (420 acres) as a Regional Intermodal Transportation
Center Center
Ladies and Gentlemen:
Pertinant issues at hand:

Navigating the 1-95 corridor becomes an increasing nightmare. For the alternate Air Terminal security checks
surrender substantial time. Common sense dictates drastically increased, high speed, efficient passenger rail
service. Acela car balancing arrangement to sustain present routing, saves a max. 20 minutes De. to
Manhattan, to be greeted by a twenty minute further wait over, prior to proceeding North Eastward. Both
conditions are un acceptable.

A prerequisite solution must be found to expeditiously access current/proposed stations. Americans wish to
retain maximum individual discretion for individual mobility. Robotic, to be bundled, mini vehicles are now only
in discussion in L.A.




An earlier, City of Wilmington Master Plan, authored by our firm designated an East Witmington by pass over
an existent rail right of way and with a relocated, new commuter station located at the present N. Wilmington
marshalling/servicing AMTRAK yards.

We, (under sub contract to Railroad Management Assoc's- 1996), in a study to determine the best location for a
Claymont commuter station, performed a detailed demographic/user intensity analysis, proving a
preponderence of passenger user from N. Brandywine Hundred/also Chester County, Pa., designed to
schematic perspective, a pedestrian overpass/new commuter station, and, (due to ease of access) at that
optimum location-- the Claymont, Citi-Steel (420 acres) site.

Recognizing the strategic advantage of immediate adjacency to rail, water, multi interstate vehicular traffic
routes, for the then current land owners, Citi-Steel (1996-2001) proposed along the AMTRAK alignment a multi
purpose, Regional, Inter modal, Transportation Center, to include a combined commuter station w/ the North
East corridor traffic, commercial retail, and adjacent, limited draft/expanded harbor. Additionally, the North
West portions of the property to be divided into Corporate commericial and a Regional shopping Center w/
overpass tie in to an existent major shopping center. Discovered at that time was an under utilized rail access
from the intended site to within eight blocks of the Phila. International Airport. A Department of Transportation
team informally met with this person at the AMTRAK/ Claymont manufactory site, and voiced that our proposal
was a credible pursuit for that announced purpose. At the instruction of our client, with intentions of diminishing
steel production and possible vacating the site, the harbor, integrated to a regional intermodal center to be
retained, the two other portions were designated for the earlier intended purposes. We were taken under
contract by one Regional Commercial Developer and this Principal invited the interest of a substantial trans
shipment developer for the inland South Western element (12 acres) of the site. Citi Steel sold out.

Our most recent engagement (November 2014-Feb.2015), at the direction of the new owner, expanded the
harbor for super cargo, avoided the intermodal center, focussing on a vehicular overpass/commuter station and
the earlier commercial/corporate/retail entities. We are NOT under current engagement with any owner.

ALL TO SAY, NOTING THIS FIRM'S EARLIER STUDIED SITES, ADDITIONALLY, AND WITH ITS
POSSIBILITY OF INTERMODAL PASSENGER TRAFFIC , AT THE LESSOR OF INFRA STRUCTURE
COST, A REGIONAL INTERMODAL CENTER MUST BE CONSIDERED.

With Appreciation-- Charlie Weymouth, AIA

cc Federal Highway Administration



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #209 DETAIL

Status : RBanding "
Record Date : 1/21/2016
First Name : Charlie

Last Name : Weymouth

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

, WILMINGTON,DE.19806

!

E-Mail: CWEYMOUTH @ SulliimS

l

Subject: Urgency to identify Delaware alternative new rail stations
Ladies and Gentelmen:

With apologies, | failed to be informed and, thus, attend WILMAPCO's Weds., 20 January, 2016 presentation
regarding your proposed new rail stations within Delaware.

By way of background, our firm produced, as an integral part of the Wilmington Master Plan-

1996, a new commuter station, using existing multi tracks at the present AMTRAK service/marshalling yards
(commuters bypassing constricted access to the present Wilmington Station), and, concurrently, during that
period of time, proposing a Regional Inter modal Transportation Center at the North Claymont 420 acre Citi-
Steel site, [such concept informally reviewed with favor by an on site Dept. of Transportation team ], that
location most notably at the convergence of interstate road, rail, harbor and with the Phila. International Airport
minutes Northward accessible via the near abandoned rail right of way. Under sub contract to others serving
Del Dot, we assembled all existent statistical data/demographic make-up regarding existent traffic going
into/out of the existent Claymont commuter station. As others recognized, this clearly indicated a
preponderance of passenger traffic emanated from the Chester County, North Brandywine Hundred, and with
substantial potential commuter growth, this firm thus designing in schematic a new, and an enjoined
commuter/regional AMTRAK station, to be located North on the then Citi-Steel site. Citi-Steel, with only
nominal use of massive storage warehouses adjacent to the rail right of way, were hesitant only in
relinquishing such land, that with diminishing steel manufacturing market, they might abandon the entire 420
acre site. For Citi-Steel, we further, in the overall Master Plan for the 420 acre entirety, divided those elements
North of the current Rt. 13 Industrial Highway into a Corporate/Headquarters commons, and expanded retail.
Retained was the entirety of property designated for the Regional Inter modal Transportation Center and with
enhanced, adjacent heavy tonnage cruise and cargo Port facilities.  This all to say the following, and with
Urgency:



Please immediately review, and as a priority, the preferred previous steel manufactory site to be the preferred
and implemental Regional Inter modal Transportation Center Site. Currently, from the multi-fold of reviewing
agencies, those oft within, not of the same conclusion in regard to site location, an overall authoritive body must
intercede.

We do not have, nor do we anticipate, any contractual interest in the above site/uses.

With Appreciation-- Charlie Weymouth, AIA



To:

The Honorable Thomas Carper Mr. Robert
U.S Senator, Delaware

301 N. Walnut St.,

Wilm., De. 19801

The Honorable Chris Coons
U.S Senator, Delaware
1105 N. Market St.,
Wilmington, De. 19801

The Honorable John Carney
U.S. House of Representatives
#200

233 N. King St.

Wilm., De. 19801

The Honorable Jack Markell
Governor, State of Delaware
150 Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd-South

‘The Honorabie Harris B. McDowell, Jr.
1™ FL

820 N. French St.

Wilm., De. 19801

The Honorable Thomas Gordon
New Castle County Executive
87 Reads Way,

New Castle, De. 19720

The Honorable Robert Weiner
N.C.C. Councilman/Dist. 2
City/County Bldg./8" Fl,

801 French St., Wilm. De. 19801

06 February,
/ zL ; WM—

Office of State Planning Coordination
122 Martin Luther King,jr. Blvd.
Dover, De. 19901

Ms. Bernice Whalley
De. Office of Ec. Dev.

99 Kings Highway,

Dover, De., 19904

Mr. Robert Valihura
Pres., CCBOH

C/O Mrs. Frances West
911 Darley Road,
Wilm., De. 19810

Ms. Mary Ridgeway, P.E.

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
1201 College Park Drive, Suite 102
Dover, DE 19904

AMTRAK

High Speed Rail
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration

One Bowling Green, Suite 429, New York, N.Y. 10004

Ms. Heather Dunigan
WILMAPCO
850 Library Avenue

‘Suite 100

Newark, De. 19711

Mr. Chuck Stirk, Pres, |

Civic League'for New-Castle: County
Brookland Terrace,

Wilm., De. 19808

Wzém%
Wﬁ SR Z

Subject: Land Use to now require a ré- equ1s1te economic generator

== 9,,,;77%

Lt T
WILMAPCO sponsored Planners’ Presentation-Archmere Academy-N. Claymont Master Plan —-

03 Feb. 2016
Request of your timely review and action

The North Claymont Site should Demand

The Regional Inter Modal Transportation Center.

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The improvement of our interstate transportation system is a major vehicle to our domestlc

and International future economic viability.

Though a much appreciated, WILMAPCO sponsored, Master Plan presentation by
Professional Planners for the N. Claymont, De‘,,:Whenfc_l’i;sccuSSed at the various break out

tables, brought forth were major concerns:

e - The Presenters, asking for alternate concepts with reactions to that
presented, respondents observed that the Master Plan was but a repeat of the earlier
year presentation by those new land owners, their plan, in turn, substantially an off
shoot from that developed by others from 1992 forward through 2005--- the
current presentation by WILMAPCO being absent a vital ingredient, (one



included in the original Master Plans of 1996 thru 2014): a long term economic
generator. The earlier Plan of 1996, such informally well received by the U.S.
Dept. of Transportation, indicated a major, Regional Inter Modal Transportation
Center. In post review of the WILMAPCO presentation, there is now further
concern, that being one of replacing required parking, ancillary offices/ housing,
including a commuter station, and access for any combined Center, is substituted
by extensive ware housing, and limited waterfront usage. This substitute usage
accommodates an earlier developer’s announced intentions for ware housing on
that site, but slights that of looking forward to an attractive waterfront and an
integral commuter station. With borrowed, multi photos of other sites,
WILMAPCO has presented only window dressing to that earlier proposed Master
Plan. A forward vision of the site, is now further challenged by the Owner’s
current Planner inference that any development will require the roads, etc. be
substantiaily financed by public monies, others noting that WILMAPCO is usually
the stepping stone toward Federal outlay--substantial infrastructure of overpasses,
etc. To the contrary, an earlier major developer of regional shopping centers
offered to purchase the 36 acre designated North West portion, absent of any
public financial support. Delaware, with “ no sales tax”, provides the major retail
Developer necessary inducement to provide his own infra structure, challenging
the necessity of more shopping centers. Noting the across street, failing, Tri-State
Mall, the local population of limited purchasing power, nearby crime, and the un
acceptable [-95 interchange, there must be a more demanding economic generator
than one more Shopping Center/ office complex to justify the massive
infrastructure costs. A Regional Inter Modal Transportation Center provides
that justification. With the Federal Railroad Administration now considering
high speed rail, to include an East bi pass of the Wilmington Station, (the State
embarrassed at two major, multi million dollar, renovations/additions to that
Station, while continued inadequate vehicular access from I-95), what could be
more logical than a major and new station complex at the N. Claymont site?

Requested immediate attention and leadership from you:

. Engage and require a most thorough environmental clean -up of the 420
acre, N. Claymont site.
. Require a long term, economic uplift for the region-such being the major,

inter modal Transportation Center.
. Require, if housing for the elderly substantiated, higher quality rather

quantity.
e Deny any Public financial commitment until the above is achieved.
. Noting the present income make up of the surround, and their limited

purchasing power, yet, a current affluent commuter from the broader surround,
who could be attracted if that traveler could easily board the high speed train
up/down the Coast, access International Air travel, board a Cruise Ship (which the
Port of Wilmington discourages ), even trans ship from waterborne cargo to rail ?
As proven to our South, such Center, and to include the Port, will not only re
invigorate Claymont but, as proven, re invigorate a Region. A carefully re tooled,



prioritized, and long term costing for that a New Master Plan is urgently
required—A Vision beyond one that of immediate profit for this Developer.

Your response would be most appreciated.

Weymouth Architects and Planners

1827 LOVERING AVENUE, WILMINGTON, DE. 19806
TE: (302) 658-8760

FX: (302) 658-8761

E-Mail: CWEYMOUTH @AOL.COM

Website: WEYMOUTH ARCHITECTS @aol.com



lNEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1783 DETAIL

Status : “Rending?
Record Date : 2/15/12016
First Name : David
Last Name : Whelan

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.

- Concerned citizen and alumni of Lyme Academy College of Fine Art.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2455 DETAIL

Status : cREnding
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Rosemary
Last Name : Whelan

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it has significant negative
environmental implications. It will also destroy the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the
University of New Haven.



3]

56

MICHAEL WHELLAN: Yeah.

RUBY SIEGEL: Yeah. Make sure you
state your name and affiliation so we have that
for the record. Thanks.

MICHAEL WHELLAN: Hi. My name's
Michael, spelled the normal way. Whellan,

W-H-E-L-L-A-N. I'm a senior at university in
UDC, so I took the train up here tonight. And I
grew up in Connecticut just along the Metro
North portion of the Northeast corridor. So as
you can imagine going to school in D.C. and
living in Connecticut, I'm a very regular user
of the existing Amtrak services.

But I actually -- my comment is more on
the commuter side of things, which I saw. I
originally thought that this was only about, you
know, intercity Bmtrak services, but I saw in
the materials that you guys are also doing
commuter rail. So the one thing I would say is
just -- I know this is tough because each sort
of commuter railroad is very protective of its
turf, but if you can look into through-running,
whether that's, you know, in the D.C. area with
VRE and MARC. It would be great if you could
take a MARC train from here in Baltimore all the
way down to, you know, VRE service territory in
-— in Virginia, but the place where I think this

is especially important and is probably also the
most difficult would be New York, which is the
metropolitan area that I come from. It would be
fantastic if I could get on a train in my
hometown of Fairfield, Connecticut and go
through to, you know, the Northeast corridor in
New Jersey. So yeah, just looking into how that
might be possible.

RUBY SIEGEL: Super. Thank you very
much.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2185 DETAIL

Status : {0

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Timothy
Last Name : Whipple

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 #1086 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/12/2016
First Name : Patricia
Last Name : Whisker

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Do not run rails through historic districts, museums or established town centers. Find alternate routes -- try
heading north east from Clinton and save the shore towns.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2136 DETAIL

Status : J
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Kathryn
Last Name : White

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

I join those who 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 #2217 DETAIL

Status : JPErEmng

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Merle
Last Name : White

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 #1301 DETAIL

Status : HetiomGompstes

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Faith
Last Name : Whitehead

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

No! ....terrible idea -stick with what you have ....we don't need a faster train......you will ruin the Shoreline.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1291 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Faith

Last Name : Whitehead

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This is the most ridiculous plan | have heard of in a long time. You will ruin the entire Town of Old Lyme, not to
mention the value of surrounding Shoreline towns with this idea. We don't need a faster train, Amtrak. Just
stick with what you have.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3025 DETAIL

Status : L]
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Ryan
Last Name : Whiting

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal. There has got to be an alternative to
destroying Lyme Academy's campus.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #6580 DETAIL

Status : AN GaplEted
Record Date : 2/7/2016

First Name : Joseph

Last Name : Whitley

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The proposed plan would be disastrous for the town of Old Lyme. Cutting diagonally through the heart of this
town would damage the very nature of this fine community. Additionally, the proposed widening of 1-95 would
be greatly hampered as well with the planned location of the new rail line. | am strongly opposed to the current
plans for the Northeast Corridor Rail Investment Plan.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3019 DETAIL

Status : -—
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Nicole
Last Name : Wholean

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not run a high speed train through our beautiful, historic district in Old Lyme, Connecticut!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1376 DETAIL

Status : J
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Kristen
Last Name : widham

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

Take this ridiculous idea for a huge offense to the estuary environment and the cultural value of Old Lyme OFF
your agenda. The idea is conceived din a vacuum of reality! Rail lines can be exanded and raised in their
current situations, which will not destroy other areas of our towns!



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2130 DETAIL

Status : R
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Christopher
Last Name : Widmann

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2850 DETAIL

Status : \Action: Sarmpletid:

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Sarah
Last Name : Wierzbicki

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not destroy our Sound or our towns with this nonsense . There are plenty of other modes of
transportation- use Ferrys or build a subway under the current railroad tracks but do not destroy our lovely
Sound!
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MR. WIETING: My name is Scott Wieting,
W-i-e-t-i-n-g. As a resident of Connecticut, thank you for
your efforts for your cycling program Rails-With-Trails.
Thanks to the various Northeast Greenway and other trail
groups.

As a member of various cycling groups, we want to
expand. Whenever I travel and see other cycling paths, I'm
envious and it's a place you want to be. Also as a resident
that lives on a rail trail, I did not get a chance to study
the maps, but the new rail between Hartford and UConn looks
like it will go through my backyard. So if that's ever
redeveloped, please keep in mind the Rails-With-Trails plan in
as many locations as possible in the state. Thank you.

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



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2987 DETAIL

Status : ]
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Scott
Last Name : Wieting

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

Please include rails with trails whenever feasible!
Please include roll-on bike service everywhere.
Please preserve landmarks and heritage features when planning your rail beds.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2289 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Joelle
Last Name : Wiggin

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #191 DETAIL

Status : iPenying
Record Date : 1/17/2016
First Name : Adeline
Last Name : Wilcox

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| do not support High Speed rail.
After skimming some of the documentation, | have no other objections to NEC FUTURE plans.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1184 DETAIL

Status : L]
Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Jacqueline
Last Name : Wilcox

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This FRA project proposal for the NEC is misguided in it's concept and execution through Lyme/Old Lyme, CT.
How could anyone in their right mind propose destroying the center of such an historic New England town? It
would be devastating. NO...Please stop. No new train is worth it.
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INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2142 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Annie
Last Name : , Wildey

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Not a good plan to loose the Lyme academy's destroy historic Old Lyme. Find another solution



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #23 DETAIL

Status : Action Completed
Record Date : 11/23/2015

First Name : Andrew

Last Name : Wilkins

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Good afternoon,

| write to the FRA and to the local elected officials of Worcester, MA to

voice my support for the objectives laid out in the Northeast Corridor

Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement published by the Federal
Railroad Administration. Specifically, | would like to applaud the

inclusion of Worcester, MA as a potential station for increased high-speed
service and would strongly urge consideration of Alternatives 3.3 or 3.4.

Worcester is the second-largest city in New England, and is on target for a
successful revitalization effort in its downtown core. Part of this is due

to the City's efforts in spearheading redevelopment efforts, but much of
the success can be attributable to an increased focus on transportation
initiatives.

After restarting regular commuter service to Worcester in the 90's,

renovating the historic Union Station, and purchasing the rail line from

CSX Transportation, the MBTA Worcester Line is now the second busiest
commuter line in the Boston area. Continued development in the downtown and
Canal District areas of Worcester continue to increase its desirability as

a location to live, work, and play. JetBlue has just celebrated its second

year of operations out of Worcester Regional Airport, proving the viability

of the airport.

Worcester is described as the "Heart of the Commonwealth” due to its
location near the geographic center of Massachusetts; that central nature
makes it a prime hub for transportation activity. Worcester is also a hub
for higher education, with a number of institutions within and around the
City. Regional connectivity between the cities of New England by rail will
serve to improve the economic vitality of not just Worcester, but of the
region as a whole. Including Worcester in the future plan for the Northeast
Corridor will provide synergy with other regional rail plans, such as the
Northern New England Rail Initiative.

Improved rail service, combined with improvements to the local transit
network such as bus rapid transit (BRT) or a fixed guideway rapid transit
network, will help to ensure Worcester's continued success and prosperity
as a city and increase its desirability as a place to live.



Thank you for your time, and | hope that the FRA will consider Worcester
for inclusion in the Preferred Alternative, and that the local leaders in
Worcester will support increased rail and transit service as a way to
promote continued economic development in the City.

- Andrew Wilkins
Attachments : WilkinsAndrew_Original.pdf (3 kb)



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #23 DETAIL

Status : .

Record Date : 11/23/2015
First Name : Andrew
Last Name : Wilkins

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Good afternoon,

I write to the FRA and to the local elected officials of Worcester, MA to

voice my support for the objectives laid out in the Northeast Corridor

Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement published by the Federal
Railroad Administration. Specifically, | would like to applaud the

inclusion of Worcester, MA as a potential station for increased high-speed
service and would strongly urge consideration of Alternatives 3.3 or 3.4.

Worcester is the second-largest city in New England, and is on target for a
successful revitalization effort in its downtown core. Part of this is due

to the City's efforts in spearheading redevelopment efforts, but much of
the success can be attributable to an increased focus on transportation
initiatives.

After restarting regular commuter service to Worcester in the 90's,

renovating the historic Union Station, and purchasing the rail line from

CSX Transportation, the MBTA Worcester Line is now the second busiest
commuter line in the Boston area. Continued development in the downtown and
Canal District areas of Worcester continue to increase its desirability as

a location to live, work, and play. JetBlue has just celebrated its second

year of operations out of Worcester Regional Airport, proving the viability

of the airport.

Worcester is described as the "Heart of the Commonwealth" due to its
location near the geographic center of Massachusetts; that central nature
makes it a prime hub for transportation activity. Worcester is also a hub
for higher education, with a number of institutions within and around the
City. Regional connectivity between the cities of New England by rail will
serve to improve the economic vitality of not just Worcester, but of the
region as a whole. Including Worcester in the future plan for the Northeast
Corridor will provide synergy with other regional rail plans, such as the
Northern New England Rail Initiative.

Improved rail service, combined with improvements to the local transit
network such as bus rapid transit (BRT) or a fixed guideway rapid transit
network, will help to ensure Worcester's continued success and prosperity
as a city and increase its desirability as a place to live.



Thank you for your time, and | hope that the FRA will consider Worcester
for inclusion in the Preferred Alternative, and that the local leaders in
Worcester will support increased rail and transit service as a way to
promote continued economic development in the City.

- Andrew Wilkins



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #915 DETAIL

Status : (ABHPHEOREEE
Record Date : 2/11/2016

First Name : Jim

Last Name : Wilkinson

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. Braegeimann:

I wish to comment on the proposed Alternative 3 for the Northeast Corridor
(NEC) that would remove 60 acres of wildlife habitat including

stream valley and forests. National Wildlife Refuge land has

been established by law to be used only for purposes of conservation.
Removal of this acreage would set a bad precedent for other 'takings' in
the future.

Maryland has lost a significant percentage of open land to development in
the last 50 years, much of it in the Washington and Baltimore areas.

The Patuxent refuge is one of the few large tracts of wild land in the

metro area and should be left intact for protection of at-risk bird species
and for the citizens of Maryland who will otherwise have

little opportunity to view wildlife in large natural settings. | should

think transportation and conservation goals can be met without the removal
of land proposed in Alternative 3.

I am a member of the Maryland Ornithological Society and have lived most of
my life in central Maryland.

Sincerely,

James Wilkinson
Columbia, MD



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #908 DETAIL

Status * Atio Compietga

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : George
Last Name : Willauer

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As one who uses train service to NY and am a board member of the Florence Griswold Museum and member
of the First Congregational Church of Old Lyme it is unacceptable to think of this project which would destroy
this nationally recognized historic district.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2755 DETAIL

Status : \Retion Sompisted

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : William
Last Name :

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The Ides of lowering bllod achol to .05 is needed to keep The rails Safe



]NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #95 DETAIL

Status : RENdInG,

Record Date : 12/29/2015
First Name : Jackson
Last Name : Williams

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

I'm alarmed there is no discussion in the report of redundant alternative routings in the NEC to protect service
against terrorist attacks or other disasters. During the service interruption due to the recent train wreck in
Philadelphia there was no alternative service provided on the former Reading/CNJ route between Philly and
NYC despite the fact that much of that route has commuter service radiating from those two cities. Building a
route through Annapolis and Delmarva would protect service in the event of a terrorist attack on the Havre de
Grace bridge-which must be one of the most tempting targets in the US-as well as open up new commuting
options in Baltimore and DC, and open a gateway to restoring seasonal passenger service to the Delaware
shore, which would reduce traffic on congested 2-lane highways. New routings that are redundant yet open
new communities to service are "two-fers" that deserve greater consideration. I'd further note that the Deimarva
option could utilize tracks over the Bay Bridge and would be much cheaper than building a tunnel beneath Long
Island Sound.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #994 DETAIL

Status : Aoy EommEten

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Mark
Last Name : Williams

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The Tier 1 DEIS is, if anything, excessively stringent. It fails to sufficiently take into account the substantial
benefits to the human environment that derive from improved rail access (and the resulting decrease in reliance
on automotive and air traffic). The Administrator should favorably conclude the EIS process as rapidly as
possible.



PROCEEDINGS

ON THE RECORD AT 6:08 P_M.
Whereupon,

Michael Williams
INTERVIEWED as follows:
COURT REPORTER:
Please introduce yourself and you may begin.
PRIVATE HEARING SPEAKER, MICHAEL WILLIAMS:
Sure. My name is Michael Williams and I"m a resident
in Baltimore, Maryland. And after having gone over
the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement, 1 believe
that the NEC Future should choose Alternative 3.2,
which is the Long Island to Providence routing, for
the NEC Future.
Understanding that, and it"s very important to connect
airports beyond just Newark International and
Baltimore/Washington International Airports, the
Alternative 3.2 would include the Philadelphia
International Airport, John F. Kennedy Airport,
McArther-Islip Airport, as well as the T. F. Green Airport
as part of the reach of the Northeast Corridor.
Understanding that sometimes budget constraints lower the
aim of where, of what can be done, if Alternative 3.2 is
not able funded or any of the other Alternative 3
routings, then 1 would put my support behind Alternative
2.
That"s it.
COURT REPORTER:
Are you finished with your statement.
PRIVATE HEARING SPEAKER MICHAEL WILLIAMS:
I am finished with my statement
COURT REPORTER:
I want to thank you very much, and that concludes the
statement for Michael Williams. This is Judy Grill, Court
Reporter, signing off.
OFF THE RECORD AT 6:11 p.m.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2937 DETAIL

Status :  Panding -
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Sheila
Last Name : Williams

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| am against this. There hasn't been enough studies done, as to what kind of an impact this will have on our
marine life and Eco system.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #267 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 1/25/2016
First Name : Sydney
Last Name : Williams

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Sydney M. Williams

Essex, CT 06426
January 24, 2016
Northeast Corridor Rail Plan and Old Lyme, CT

While we live in the present and must plan for the future, we are products of our past. Our history cannot be
replaced. It is part of our collective memories. It is embedded in each of us. In very few places does that history
resonate, so determinedly and beautifully as it does in the village of Old Lyme. For 150 years, the village has
been a mecca for artists. The Connecticut school of impressionism has its roots here. On its farms, beaches
and in its marshes alongside the Connecticut River, town fathers (and mothers), past and present, have worked
hard to maintain its pristine character, as artists continue to discover this idyll.

Old Lyme is not a town that dwells solely on its past. Its residents include many scientists who are as interested
in the future as in protecting its history and environment. Its high school includes a robotic team that competes
against students across the country. Politically it is about evenly divided between the two major parties. It is, in
short, a microcosm of what is great about America - a respect for the past, concerned with the present, and
with an eye on the future.

The Federal Railway Commission several years ago commissioned a study for long-term, high-speed rail
alternatives along Amtrak’s north east corridor. Three scenarios (options) were developed, the first of which
(and the least expensive) would re-route the rail tracks through the center of the village of Old lyme, south and
parallel to Route 95. This option would involve a new rail bridge across the Connecticut, north of the existing
one and just south of Route 95. Fifty miles of track would be added, taking a route through Old Lyme center,
East Lyme, across the Thames and on to Kenyon, Rhode Island where it would re-connect to the existing
tracks. It would go through at least three state forests, Paugusset, Natchaug and Nathan Hale and pass by two
reservoirs. The environmental impact would be enormous.

There is little question that, if train travel is to be part of our future, improvements in rail beds will have to be
made. The Acela averages about 84 miles per hour between New work and Boston, less than half the speed of
modern trains in Japan. The argument for resetting the tracks is two-fold: One, it would straighten the line,
allowing for higher speeds, and, two, it would take the path away from the shoreline, an area subject to tidal
floods. The north east corridor is the most densely populated section of the country, and the need for better
transportation is there. But any study should consider the fact that population growth is slowing, that the north
east is losing people to the west and south. It must consider other modes of transportation, like self-drive
vehicles, along with air and water means.



There is no question that our infrastructure is decaying. The current rail bridge connecting Old Saybrook to Old
Lyme was built in 1907, replacing an earlier one built in 1870. With a 109 years under its belt, the bridge owes
us nothing and probably should be replaced. The current road beds are not capable of the speeds desired. But
to route new train tracks through one of New England’s most picturesque villages would be criminal.

Old Lyme is a place that reminds one of Daniel Webster's observation in Dartmouth College versus Woodward:
“Itis, sirs, a small college, but there are those that love it.” Residents of Old Lyme feel the same way toward
their village, with its neatly maintained homes along its main street, Lyme Street - a few with paddocks and
horses, and with institutions like the Florence Griswold Museum, the Lyme Art Academy, the Lyme Art
Association and its two historic inns, the Bee & Thistle and the Old Lyme Inn. They represent history that
cannot be replaced. Trains traveling 150 to 200 miles per hour through the center of town would destroy what
has taken over three hundred years to construct. Don’t do it!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2226 DETAIL

Status : “atiom-Sompigs

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Cari
Last Name : Williamson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The proposed rail track through Old Lyme Center is preposterous. This is bureaucracy at its worst, with
thoughtless destruction to artistic, academic, historic and environmental habitats. Old Lyme Center is a New
England Treasure and must NOT be disturbed.
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February 2, 2016

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea

UsboT

Federal Railroad Administration

Office of Railroad Policy & Development
One Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea:

WILMAPCO welcomes the opportunity to comment on the NEC FUTURE Tier I
draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The NEC serves as a major
transportation corridor for residents of the WILMAPCO Region; the Joseph R.
Biden Jr. Amtrak Station in Wilmington, DE is the 11t busiest train station in
the United States generating over 717,000 (circa 2012) trips each year. The
NEC also serves as an economic development engine as it is also the primary
rail freight corridor for the entire Delmarva Peninsula. It will be critical to
maintain this 100 year-old rail corridor at a state of good repair while also
creating the capacity to accommodate more trains and passengers for the
future. Expanded rail ridership is one of the best means available for our
region to lower transportation emissions and improve air quality, as well as
encouraging the continuing economic development of the City of Wiimington.

WILMAPCO staff have studied the proposed alternatives and the service
recommendations within the EIS and we support the need to transform the
NEC to accommodate faster train trips and expanded service to new markets,
as is detailed in Alternative 3. We are also very supportive of the proposed
connection to the Philadelphia International Airport. Staff would like to
request that riders must be able to connect directly to the airport from the
Biden Amtrak Station, as we feel that this rail connection will be well utilized
by Delaware residents who are looking for a better multi-modal connection for
this trip. We hear frequent comments from residents of our region requesting
a rail connection from Wilmington to the airport, but that trip currently
requires a train ride into Philadelphia and a second train back to the airport,
and we have not heard of any plans by SEPTA to change that situation. This is
the type of change that encourages new rail users who are looking for ways to
reduce their carbon footprint with more multi-modal transportation choices.

WILMAPCO staff have concerns regarding the proposed track paths for
Alternatives 2 and 3 that deviate from the NEC spine in Cecil County, MD and
New Castle County, DE. We hope to work further with your project team to
understand the impact that new rail corridors will have on the built and
natural environment within our region. Specifically, we have major concerns
with the paths of Alternatives 2 and 3 through the City of Wilmington, DE. We
understand that these alternatives are still in a draft form, but there is
concern that the paths of Alternatives 2 and 3 would travel directly through
an existing concentration of low income and minority residents in the
Southbridge community. There will be a devastating impact on the

WILMA PCO

Partners with you in transportation planning
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revitalization efforts of this community if an elevated track structure were to
be constructed through its core, as well as the negative effect on the proposed
South Wilmington Wetland Park, which is currently being designed and falis
under the proposed rail line. The path of Alternative 2 appears to follow an
existing freight rail right-of-way, and we anticipate that there will be negative
impacts to the properties along this ROW. We suggest the consideration of an
alternate path that would follow the existing 1-495 ROW and which would
have a lesser impact on the surrounding residents.

Of an even larger concern for WILMAPCO and the State of Delaware is the lack
of a connection to the Biden Amtrak Station for the proposed highest speed
train service (220 mph) that would travel on the NEC as part of Alternative 3.
The Biden Amtrak Station is currently a very strong market for the Acela
service. In 2014 and 2015, the average number of Amtrak riders who boarded
or alighted a train in Wilmington was approximately 351,000 per year. Of
those Amtrak riders, approximately 107,700 boarded Acela and 113,700
alighted Acela. Basically, over 30% of all Amtrak riders into and out of
Wilmington rode an Acela train. The Acela service is very competitive for the
Wilmington travel market, as there are many trips made to New York City and
Washington D.C. on a daily basis. The nearest airport is the Philadelphia
International Airport, which is 22 miles and 25 minutes away via the often-
congested I-95 corridor. In the future, with even shorter rail travel times to
New York and Washington, the market for high-speed train service in
Wilmington should grow even stronger as the trip time becomes more
competitive with commercial air travel. This high-speed connection for
Wilmington will allow the region to attract new residents who can take
advantage of the efficient train service for commuting and will foster
continued economic growth for Wilmington's business community due to the
ease of business travel. The Biden Amtrak Station must continue to have
connections the fastest train services that can be planned for the NEC as part
of the proposed service expansion.

WILMAPCO staff are encouraged to see that the Tier 1 EIS includes references
to many rail projects that are ongoing within our region, such as the future
stations proposed for Newport (DE) and Elkton (MD), as well the expansion of
the Newark Train Station. The completion of this facility will remove a
chokepoint on the NEC (noted in section 4.6.1-3) while also allowing
additional interregional and commuter train service to access this station,
which could also include MARC train service from the south. The potential
extension of MARC commuter service north from Perryville, MD to Newark, DE
will have an impact on train operations in a corridor that currently serves only
Amtrak and NS freight trains. In Cecil County, MD, the NEC is constrained by a
6 mile segment that consists of two tracks, instead of three or four.
WILMAPCO coordinated with MDOT, DelDOT, NS and Amtrak to complete the
Chesapeake Connector Freight and Rail Passenger Benefits Study, which
examines the potential benefits of adding a third track to this segment. This
section of track would appear to be a future chokepoint for passenger rail, but
it is @ current chokepoint for Norfolk Southern (NS) freight trains that are
accessing the NEC between the NS Port Road in Perryville, MD and the NS
Newark freight Yard in Newark, DE. WILMAPCO believes that the Chesapeake

‘&ILMA PCO
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Connector should be addressed within the draft EIS and while sections
4.6.1.2, 4.6.2.2 and 4.6.3.2 note that additional track should be constructed
between Bayview, MD and Newark, DE we would like to see a specific
reference to this important project.

Thank you for the invitation to collaborate with you in the NEC Future
planning process. Please contact myself or Dave Gula (dgula@wilmapco.org or
302-737-6205) for more information about WILMAPCO’s rail plans or any
further detail regarding our comments of the draft EIS.

Sincerely,

G - e

Tigist Zegeye, Executive Director

CC.

Jennifer Cohan, DelDOT
Johns Sisson, DTC
Heather Murphy, MDOT
Kevin Quinn, MTA

‘&ILMAPC o

Parers with you in transportation planning



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #537 DETAIL

Status : N ——

Record Date : 2/3/2016
First Name : Gay
Last Name : Wilmerding

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

To Whom it May Concern:

Regarding the Northeast Corridor (NEC) rail service upgrade, infrastructure improvements are desperately
needed. That proposed in Alternative One through the Town of Old Lyme destroys ecological, historic,
business and cultural sites.

Rather than move and expand rail corridors in sensitive wetlands and parks, which act as buffers to
saltwater incursion and filter mainland runoff, keep and repair the existing route and build new track from
Providence to U Conn/Storrs to Hartford.

Though initial cost may appear higher, protecting coastline and expanding service inland has many
advantages. Instead of eminent domain litigation over well-loved locations and environmental mitigation, fund
new access. A broader base increases ridership, hence efficiency, and minimizes local impacts.

New, alternative service routes allow for existing track to remain the same scale, the same right-of-way.
More rail decreases car and air traffic and lowers carbon emissions and pollution, while increasing quality of life
and prosperity.

An inland route offers systemic redundancy and resiliency in case of disruption from a storm or bridge
failure, or catastrophe like a bomb train explosion along a single route such as 1-85. Imagine the web of milk
trains covering historic New England combined with convenient transportation hubs as developed in modern
Boston.

Rail is my preferred mode of transportation. The NEC study is exciting, though disturbing in communication
omissions. Incorporating needs, creative input and wisdom from local residents and communities early in the
design process is critical to successfui outcomes and vibrant futures.

Rethink Alternative One, particularly if commercial haulage shares track with passengers. Prioritizing one
over the other in a single corridor results in delay, decreasing usage. A web of smaller track across a region,
rather than one large corridor on a stressed and crowded seacoast, gives greater flexibility, security, mobility
and opportunity for operators and public, alike, over time.

Respectfully Submitted,

Gay Wilmerding of [ lGER O'd Lyme, CT

3 February 2016



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1564 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Dave
Last Name : Wilson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

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

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f)
Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail Investment Plan for the Northeast
Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a frequent visitor to Patuxent Wildlife Refgue
| am writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

This proposal would hack off 60 acres of the Refuge including pristine

stream, wetland, and forest habitats critical to 2 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.

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. Feasibie and
less destructive alternatives to incising a wildlife refuge exist. Please
choose an alternate that does not disturb a national treasure.

Sincerely,

Dave Wilson



Berlin, MD 21811



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1771 DETAIL

Status : S
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Jeremy
Last Name : Wilson

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 #510 DETAIL

Status : a0 Gempliatet:
Record Date : 2/2/2016

First Name : Jennifer

Last Name : Wilson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

NO on Alternative 11!



\N_EC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2434 DETAIL —l

Status : ]

Record Date : 2/1 6/261 6
First Name : Joseph
Last Name : Wilson

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 #1708 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Melinda
L.ast Name : Wilson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Alternative 2 and 3 seem most viable



Please use this card to provide comments on the Tier 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Please submit
your comments by the formal comment period closing
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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!
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Robert, 1if you want to speak, come forward and Jjust
identify yourself and your affiliation. Remember that we're
transcribing it, so, you know, clearly and slowly is better.

MR. WILSON: Okay. I'm Robert Wilson. I'm
speaking as a private citizen.

Right now, as I understand it, the existing
corridor is so curvy that we can't really do true high-speed
rail, like Europe and Asia have. So unless we build a second
spine, a second set of tracks, we will not have first-class
rail service in this country.

Second, Taiwan hit huge gridlock. I believe they
built a second spine, high speed, using all Japanese tracks
and trains. Korea has high-speed. Japan has moved 7 billion
people, with one fatality because of someone who committed
suicide on their trains, not because of their engineering.
China has enough high-speed rail to go across our country
multiple times now. Europe is heavily invested in this.

This is all to say that a lot of very smart
countries have experienced such population growth, as we're
headed towards as well, that the only way to effectively move
people is by high-speed rail.

So I'm not going to -- I could probably stand up
here for hours, but I'll sum it up and say that probably the
least expensive proposition out of the proposals is the most
expensive alternative in terms of our economy, in terms of
funding our country. If you're a believer in the military or
a believer in public service, if our economic engine stalls,
everything gets cut. This is to me a lifeline that's vital
for the future, even beyond 2040.

MS. REYES-ALICEA: Thank you.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

Are there any other folks who would like to make a
comment?

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #131 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 1/11/2016
First Name : Tracey
Last Name : Wilson

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

On these trains, | am considered about the accomodations for bikers. Will there be roll-on access, secure bike
parking at stations, and an integration of multimodal transportation?



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2315 DETAIL

Status : REST Camtated,
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Brook

Last Name : Winiger

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Save art! Find another route!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2450 DETAIL

Status : RaEndingT,
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jerome
Last Name : Winnick

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose alternative 1 of the NORTHEAST CORRIDOR FUTURES proposal because it will destroy the campus
of Lyme Acacdamy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2132 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Frederick
Last Name : Winston

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose the FRA plans to change the town of Old Lyme. The impact will forever change this historic small town
for ever.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2367 DETAIL

Status : b o L

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1968 DETAIL

Status : (Renting.|
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : Withers

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

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 seek other alternatives.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1518 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Katherine
Last Name : Wizeman

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The current plan would impact the prestine beauty of Old Lyme.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #503 DETAIL

Status : Shetich Completsn: -

Record Date : 2/2/2016
First Name : Suzanne
Last Name : Whnek

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

The NEC changes that are proposed will have an extremely negative impact on the town of Old Lyme. The fact
that Old Lyme residents were not informed of the proposal is disturbing. It seems like these proposals were
made without considering the towns they will impact.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2220 DETAIL

Status : ]
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Charlene

Last Name : Wojcik

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.”



26

Okay. 1Is there anyone else who would like to make
a comment?

MR. WOLDE: My name is Dibu Wolde.

I'm very much concerned about every-day commuters.
I feel that they're not protected, because the platform is so
naked. Anybody behind them might be mentally sick; perhaps
they might not take medicine. They can push you, and you're
gone. That's a very tragedy, and I'm very much concerned on
that.

So I thought that this meeting is basically a kind
of automatic fence rail that protects commuters on not getting
inside. That's what I thought I came here for, but I hear a
lot of wide area of conversation.

So I want you to notice these things, and then if
you can do something about it. Thank you.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you.
Would anyone else like to speak at this time? (No
response) :

So seeing none, what I'm going to do is I'm going
to close the hearing at this point. We will reopen again at
six o'clock when we'll have another presentation.

Thank you all for participating, and please
continue to chat and view the boards and send in your
comments.

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1543 DETAIL

Status : “nfhEnding:
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Leslie
Last Name : Wolf

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not consider such a plan to cut through the beautiful town of Old Lyme. Let's maintain our historic
small towns and not give way to the stampede of supposed progress.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1448 DETAIL

Status : - AgtianGompleted

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Stacie
Last Name : Wolf

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I am opposed to Alternative of the proposal. | live on the shoreline of Connecticut. Alternative 1 would
drastically alter the shoreline towns which are historic and environmentally sound. Alternative 1 would render
some towns unlivable and have a significant impact on the real estate values of those communities. It would be
criminal to destroy these towns.



{NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2023 DETAIL —|

Status : TNGtORGOTOERd

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Martin
Last Name : Wolman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| object to Alternative 1 because it will ruin a beautiful campus, effectively destroy a small but vital art college
and have a significant negative impact on Old Lyme, a beautiful scenic New England town. | am a fairly
frequent rider on Amtrak and am very supportive of enhancing our nation's train systems. However, it should be
done in a constructive and not destructive manner. Thank you for considering this.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2629 DETAIL ]

Status ‘hetiom Compistes]

Record Date : 2/1 6/201 6
First Name : Peter
Last Name : Wood

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.” This Campus is unigue and a "one of a kind"

area.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2731 DETAIL

Status : A
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Barbara
Last Name : Woods

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

AGAINST



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #122 DETAIL

Status : ]
Record Date : 1/7/2016
First Name : Harry
Last Name : Woods

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

We need roll on bicycle rights! How can you not be behind this?



We have Jonathan Wooley. Hello, Jonathan.

MR. WOOLEY: Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: You're welcome.

MR. WOOLEY: Hi.

Kudos to you for mentioning about the E-ZPass issue with
quick parking at Newark Airport, because that's something [ was glad somebody brought
up besides me. And I also want to say kudos to the people who were publicly
announcing these hearings for putting up the big sign at Penn Station in Manhattan, not
the Newark Penn Station, because that was a very good piece of notification to the public
that normally these kinds of projects never get. It's normally just kind of minor things
on a website, in a newspaper and putting it up like that. Penn Station was a very good --
very good way of letting the public know. More -- excuse me -- more places should do
that.

Hubs work -- hubs work well when they're done right. When
they're not done right, they become kind of -- well, they're better than nothing, but they
kind of let the public down. And that's true for passenger rail, it's true for freight rail,
it's true for aircraft as well. Which is why the airlines tend to have the planes come in
and make as quick a transfer time as possible between the incoming plane and the
outgoing plane. And for the New York City subway, it works the same way. A
transfer between a local platform -- you have a cross platform transfer between a local
train and an express train. It works great when they come in relatively close together
and then you can make it. When you have a long wait, you've kind of wasted some
time. A lot of time in some cases.

And the first thing I would say is, with the hub concept, and I
think it's a great one, for gosh sake, you have to design it in such a way that it will work
well.  You have to have the easy transfer between what Mr. Alan talked about between
the local and the express trains. Because if you don't, people are going to spend too
much time waiting on platforms to negate any -- any time savings that may have gone,
and in the end they'll end up just deciding to go on another mode of transport. There's
plenty of others out there. They don't need to take the train if they don't want to.

Another thing is, in the chart on alternative one in chapter four
of the report, the DEIS, it states, among the other stations in Rhode Island is T.F. Green
Airport, and it states both Amtrak and -- I believe both Amtrak and regional rail and
commuter rail listed as operating there. That doesn't happen today. I don't know why
the hell it doesn't, I always think Amtrak should and they don't. But -- silly me -- but
that's on there. The way I -- the way the report reads to me, it reads as though Amtrak
currently operates there when in fact they don't. 1 just checked the schedule before I
came over here. So it could be just I'm misreading the report when I scanned it or what.
But that's something that I think -- I think should be done going forward but isn't being
done right now.

Building in Philadelphia, the whole Washington -- the
Washington Square West neighborhood, I can't think of a harder place to get past your
historical -- to get historical approvals than Washington Square West. This -- that may
be a choice -- is listed on alternative -- as one of the things in alternative three. That
may be an area where you really want to keep to your alternative two. Like I said, I
would like to see it go through that part of Center City. Just for permitting sake, run it



through 30th Street, and then down to the Philadelphia International Airport that way.
Not necessarily on the SEPTA train. You may have to branch off kind of north of
Eastwick in order to serve the terminals that way or something. But just to avoid the
permitting process in Center City in Washington Square West I think is going to be
abysmal.

And for the Long Island Railroad, the Long Island tunnel,
it's -- the ridership -- I think the ridership is there. [ think it would be a huge -- hugely
popular alternative way of getting from Long Island to Boston if it were implemented.
I'm not sure if it's -- and it would certainly live up to the original purpose of the Long
Island Railroad in the first place. But I'm not sure if it's ever going to be done. 1
certainly wouldn't be counting my chickens on it. That may be something, you know,
alternatives -- another alternative, the alternative two is listed as going through White
Plains.

The only possible way I could see of getting from White
Plains up to Danbury is go up 684, in the median of 648, then across on 84 to Hartford
that way. How you're going to get around White Plains, unless you're planning to build
an alternate station on 684, then branch it off at Rye or something like that and over to
287. lreally don't see, there isn't a hell of a lot of capacity on the Metro-North tracks on
the Harlem line, and tunneling under White Plains is going to be expensive as well. |
think what you're going to be ending up with is a station, maybe a good idea for one up
by Westchester County Airport, or maybe over on the eastern side of White Plains. But
it's not -- I don't see how it's going to tie in with the Metro-North station at White Plains -
that currently exists.

And are you cutting me off here or --

THE MODERATOR: I'm just trying to make sure that you
wrap up, if you can.

MR. WOOLEY: Okay. Well, I can think of some other
things. In fact, I can think of a lot of other things. 1 guess I should probably save them
for the written comments, unless you guys want me to talk at a later time or something.

Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you very much, Jonathan.

So at this point I don't have any other folks signed up, so I
will close the public testimony portion of this meeting. I encourage people to feel free
to look at the boards and displays and engage with the staff.

I also remind everybody that we encourage you to submit
your written comments via regular U.S. mail, via our email address, via our website.
And also, there is a private stenographer. If you want to continue to make statements
tonight, we'll be available to listen to those there.

Thank you all for your participation. Stay in touch, visit the
website, www.necfuture.com. Thank you very much.

(Time noted: 7:05 p.m.)



lﬁEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1232 DETAIL

Status : Ty
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Mariette
Last Name : Woolfson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please do not move this railway through the beautiful historic districts of our charming little CT towns. | take the
train to Boston several times/year and it's quite pleasant to ride by the coves and over the nice rivers ...



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #647 DETAIL

Status : = Ao G piéies:

Record Date : 2/9/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Woolley

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

To: Federal Railway Administration

Re: NEC Future Comments

02/09/16

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The Democratic Town Committee of the town of Old Lyme, Connecticut, strongly supports the need to
make improvements to our country’s aged rail infrastructure, and we acknowledge that modernization
and efficiencies are needed on the northeast corridor. However, these improvements must be made in

a manner that does not cause catastrophic harm to our communities. We therefore vigorously oppose
Alternative 1, as proposed in the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement, because of the
irreparable environmental, economic, social and historical damage it would impose on our town and our
region. We focus here on just the environmental harm.

The proposed plan depicts trains speeding through Old Lyme on their way from Washington, D.C. to
Boston, with no alignment with the current raif running through our town, to shave a mere one-half

hour off the traveler’s time. The path includes a new bridge over the Connecticut River and would have
a critically negative effect on the river's estuary and tidal wetlands, which constitute an irreplaceable,
productive ecosystem for migratory fish, birds and threatened species. The estuary is listed on The
Nature Conservancy’s list of the Western Hemisphere's 40 “Last Great Places.” Since the early 1970's
the State of Connecticut has utilized The Gateway Commission and strong local enforcement of zoning
standards to protect this treasured habitat for future generations. Conservation efforts and partnerships
include grants from the Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection, the federal
Environmental Protection Agency, the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation, The Nature Conservancy,
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and collaborative programs with the States of New York and
Massachusetts.

This area inspired the American Impressionists, who made a home in what is now the Florence Griswold
Museum in Old Lyme. The Alternative 1 rail would run through our National Historic District

showcasing this heritage, as well as our business district. Our economy, our arts community and our
quality of life would be severely, negatively impacted.

We urge the FRA to eliminate Alternative 1 and focus on Alternatives that will truly advance the future
of the NEC while sparing the sensitive natural heritage of the Connecticut River Estuary and Old Lyme’s
350-year-old culture.

Sincerely,

The Old Lyme Democratic Town Committee

By:
David B. Woolley, Chair




INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1613 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name :

Last Name : Ginger

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

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

Washington D.C. 20240
comment@necfuture.com

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland, a member of the Maryland Ornithological Society, and a lover of our state’s few
remaining wild places, | am writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail pian.

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 1936 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,

Ginger Woolridge

Annapolis, MD

Sent from my iPad



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2885 DETAIL

Status : PetenCEmrSET
Record Date : 2/16/2016

First Name : Richard

Last Name : Wormser

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| strongly oppose any railroad tracks running through the Lyme Academy College of arts in Old Lyme
Connecticut. Student needs must be given priority.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1561 DETAIL

Status : o
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name :

Last Name : rhworsham

Stakehoider Comments/Issues :

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

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

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f)
Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail Investment Plan for the Northeast
Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

As a citizen of Maryland and a lover of our state's few remaining wild
places | am writing this letter in opposition to a portion of Alternative 3
in your rail plan.

This proposal would cut off 60 acres of the Patuxent Research Refuge,
including pristine stream, wetland, riparian and forest habitats critical to

a number of at-risk bird species. It would destroy wildlife habitat in a

region of Maryland where development has taken an immense toll on natural
resources, and in so doing would damage the largest remaining forest block

in central Maryland. This area was 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 damage the Patuxent Research Refuge would
set a dangerous precedent for the country's most beautiful and biologically
diverse landscapes. Please modify this portion of Alternative 3 so that it

does not disturb a national treasure. Simply running the new corridor where
the existing corridor currently runs (alongside of the existing MARC line)

would alleviate this problem.



Sincerely,

Dr. Richard H. Worsham

YNBSS

Baltimore, MD 21228
Bass i L ]
Email: rhworsham @i



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2705 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Carol
Last Name : Wright

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

As a long time OId Saybrook CT resident | look forward to the progress in improving transportation options. Let
us not repeat historic challenges of the past ( "Kelo v. city of New London") without utilizing local citizens
decisions in establishing best options for this endeavor in our communities.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2133 DETAIL

Status : S
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Gary

Last Name : Wright

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2127 DETAIL

Status : Sungad -
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : William
Last Name : Wright

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.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #468 DETAIL

Status : = AGHON Compiets)
Record Date : 2/1/2016

First Name : Steven

Last Name : Wurst

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Rerouting through old Lyme will destroy the character of the town and its historic significance. This plan needs
to be reconsidered or denied. | grew up and graduated from Lyme-Oid Lyme high and my father used to own a
frame shop and gallery in Old Lyme, it makes me sick to think my hometown will be ruined and my father, if he
was alive today, would be disappointed that the home of American Impressionism is at risk.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #179 DETAIL

Status : [
Record Date : 1/14/2016
First Name : Doug
Last Name : Wyman

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Our family looks forward to being able to use high speed mass transit from Huntington NY north to Boston or
south to Washington DC, bypassing NYC if possible.

Long Island, larger than 38 other states, is under served by high speed rail transport. The needs of the many
should not be held hostage by a few residents adjacent to existing rail routes.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2324 DETAIL ]

Status : Action Compteted-

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Demetrios
Last Name : Xenikakis

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal. It's pertinent that we keep historic buildings,
such as the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts, in order to Create innovation and opportunities for

individuals.

Thank You



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2863 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Richard
Last Name : Jacob

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

I'am pleased to send Yale University’s comments on the NEC Future Tier 1 EIS. The comment letter is
attached, but we have also copied the body of the letter into this email. Thank you for undertaking this project
and for providing the opportunity to comment on the draft EIS.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Rich Jacob

Associate Vice President for Federal and State Relations
Yale University

0. 203-436-2893

¢: 203-376-6930

Yale University’s Comments
on the NEC Future Tier 1 EIS

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment, on behalf of Yale University, on the Federal Rail
Administration’s NEC Future Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). My colleagues and | commend you
for developing a vision for the future of the Northeast Corridor and, in the process, highlighting the need for
significant infrastructure investment that will support economic growth and yield major environmental benefits
by substituting rail for automobile and airline traffic.

Yale University has a strong interest in the outcome of the EIS. Yale faculty, employees, students, and visitors
rely on train service to reach Yale; some are daily commuters and others make use of intercity train service.
Yale is one of the world’s premier universities and accessibility by train has a direct impact on our ability to
recruit faculty, employees, and students. The quality of train services can also impede the dissemination of
knowledge to the broader public, as it influences whether scholars attend conferences at Yale, or whether
members of the public visit Yale museums and enjoy the intellectual wealth of the University.

It is notoriously difficult to get to New Haven by train, plane, or automobile; the inconvenient access belies the
City’s economic strength and potential. The Greater New Haven region is one of the most dynamic regions in
Connecticut. New Haven is the hub of the bioscience startup industry in the state, as demonstrated by the
recent move of Alexion to New Haven; the bioscience industry in New Haven will continue to sector will
continue to grow in coming decades. The residential vacancy rate is among the lowest in the nation, and a
larger number of new apartments have been built in recent years. It is also a rail-friendly city — the urban core
of New Haven typifies the “new urbanism” that favors bike, bus, or rail service over automobiles. It is a thriving



community that is in dire need of faster and more frequent train service.

In our view the draft EIS has not fully examined all of the options for improvements to achieve substantial
improvements on the existing corridor. Neither the “No Build” option nor Alternative 1 include all of the
proposals in Governor Malloy’s “Let's Go CT!" 30-year plan, such as restoration of four tracks on the full length
of the New Haven Line. It is critically important that the approved EIS authorize the investments necessary to
achieve not only a state of good repair but to enable 30-minute service between Hartford and New Haven and
60-minute service between New York and New Haven. An investment program that achieves those goals
would stimulate job growth between New York and New Haven and it would help to reduce congestion and
pollution from auto traffic along 1-95. We urge the FRA to ensure that the recommendations approved for Tier 2
review enable the full complement of investments to the existing corridor.

Furthermore, while it is prudent to plan for development of high-speed trains travelling faster than 200 mph,
those plans will not be realized for decades and the existing corridor will be the only alignment for the
foreseeable future. It is therefore imperative that the FRA use the EIS process to enable investments that will
achieve substantial improvements on the New Haven Line and take advantage of current upgrades to the New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line.

With respect to any potential future alignment of high-speed rail service that could be developed later in the
century, we recommend against any alignment that does not include New Haven. The development of an
interior route would have significant environmental impact on rural landscapes and would encourage spraw!
instead of maximizing use of existing urban centers.

In addition, the FRA should consider the longstanding commercial and cultural ties between New Haven, the
residential communities along the shoreline, and the financial centers in Fairfield County as well as New York.
The route alignment should reflect the fact that one-half of the population of Connecticut lives in New Haven
and Fairfield counties. It should also anticipate and exploit the opportunities for the expanded four-track
Hartford to Springfield line to support a knowledge corridor between New Haven, Jackson Labs, the University
of Connecticut, and Boston. In our view any new alignment should reinforce, instead of compete with, the
commercial and cultural ties that already exist in Connecticut.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Attachments : Yale University's Comments on NEC Future Tier 1 EIS.pdf (920 kb)
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Ms. Sarah Feinberg

Administrator

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue Southeast
Washington, DC 20590

NEC Future

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

RE:  NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Administrator Feinberg:

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment, on behalf of Yale
University, on the Federal Rail Administration’s NEC Future Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). My colleagues and I commend you for developing a vision for
the future of the Northeast Corridor and, in the process, highlighting the need for
significant infrastructure investment that will support economic growth and yield major
environmental benefits by substituting rail for automobile and airline traffic.

Yale University has a strong interest in the outcome of the EIS. Yale faculty,
employees, students, and visitors rely on train service to reach Yale; some are daily
commuters and others make use of intercity train service. Yale is one of the world's
premier universities and accessibility by train has a direct impact on our ability to recruit
faculty, employees, and students. The quality of train services can also impede the
dissemination of knowledge to the broader public, as it influences whether scholars
attend conferences at Yale, or whether members of the public visit Yale museums and
enjoy the intellectual wealth of the University.

It is notoriously difficult to get to New Haven by train, plane, or automobile; the
inconvenient access belies the City’s economic strength and potential. The Greater New
Haven region is one of the most dynamic regions in Connecticut. New Haven is the hub
of the bioscience startup industry in the state, as demonstrated by the recent move of
Alexion to New Haven; the bioscience industry in New Haven will continue to sector
will continue to grow in coming decades. The residential vacancy rate is among the
lowest in the nation, and a larger number of new apartments have been built in recent
years. Itis also a rail-friendly city - the urban core of New Haven typifies the “new



urbanism” that favors bike, bus, or rail service over automobiles. Itisa thriving
community that is in dire need of faster and more frequent train service.

Inour view the draft EIS has not fully examined all of the options for
improvements to achieve substantial improvements on the existing corridor. Neither
the “No Build” option nor Alternative 1 include all of the proposals in Governor
Malloy’s “Let’s Go CT!” 30-year plan, such as restoration of four tracks on the full length
of the New Haven Line. It is critically important that the approved EIS authorize the
investments necessary to achieve not only a state of good repair but to enable 30-minute
service between Hartford and New Haven and 60-minute service between New York
and New Haven. An investment program that achieves those goals would stimulate job
growth between New York and New Haven and it would help to reduce congestion and
pollution from auto traffic along I-95. We urge the FRA to ensure that the
recommendations approved for Tier 2 review enable the full complement of investments
to the existing corridor.

Furthermore, while it is prudent to plan for development of high-speed trains
travelling faster than 200 mph, those plans will not be realized for decades and the
existing corridor will be the only alignment for the foreseeable future. It is therefore
imperative that the FRA use the EIS process to enable investments that will achieve
substantial improvements on the New Haven Line and take advantage of current
upgrades to the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line.

With respect to any potential future alignment of high-speed rail service that could
be developed later in the century, we recommend against any alignment that does not
include New Haven. The development of an interior route would have significant
environmental impact on rural landscapes and would encourage sprawl instead of
maximizing use of existing urban centers.

In addition, the FRA should consider the longstanding commercial and cultural
ties between New Haven, the residential communities along the shoreline, and the
financial centers in Fairfield County as well as New York. The route alignment should
reflect the fact that one-half of the population of Connecticut lives in New Haven and
Fairfield counties. It should also anticipate and ex ploit the opportunities for the
expanded four-track Hartford to Springfield line to support a knowledge corridor
between New Haven, Jackson Labs, the University of Connecticut, and Boston. In our
view any new alignment should reinforce, instead of compete with, the commercial and
cultural ties that already exist in Connecticut.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely, |
Al \

I.' kj l,?'% A '\-‘/ { AP =
Alexander E. Dreier
Vice President and General Counsel
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MS. SIEGEL: All right. Next speaker is Richard
Jacob.

MR. JACOB: I had a much shorter wait than I
anticipated.

MS. SIEGEL: Do you want to skip? There's other
people.

MR. JACOB: No, no, no, no. I will be very quick.

I'm Rich Jacob. I'm speaking on behalf of Yale,
and T wanted -- Ruby and others, I want to thank you for
coming here again. I think it's been a very long process.
You've been very helpful to us in engaging us in the
discussion all along the way.

Yale will be submitting -- I'll slow down —-- will
be submitting formal comments on the proposal, but I would
just like to highlight a few points today.

First is that rail transportation is very important
to New Haven and Yale. I think Mike Piscitelli referred to
this. Certainly we are in a region that does not have a very
functional airport, and I-95 is not a very functional route.
We see rail as being very important to the movement of
students and faculty in and out of campus and see it as a very
significant part of the long-term transportation solution for
the state.

We're also very pleased to see, in this version of
the EIS plan, that we've moved to having very concrete and
specific targets for travel between certain points. And
certainly we were very pleased to see that we're getting to
the range of talking about one hour between New York and New
Haven, for example.

We're also very pleased to see significant
discussion in the plan about connection among different rail
lines and envisioning ways, for example, with appropriate
scheduling, to move something closer to one-seat rides, even
if we don't have actual one-seat rides, facilitating the
connections. I'm very pleased to see that.

The other final comment I'd make is that, without
seeming too egocentric here, I think we certainly do view New
Haven as the hub. We view New Haven as the hub where -- if we
look between New Haven and New York, we see commerce moving
east out of New York as the cost of living rises there, and we
certainly see further expansion, especially in the area of
bioscience and the knowledge sector, moving west and east and
ncrth out of New Haven.

And we see the importance of the shoreline route as
being very important to sort of facilitating and supporting
that natural trend in economic development. We see the new
Hartford-Springfield line as being very important to building
on the knowledge corridor between Yale, Jackson Labs, UConn.

DORIS O. WONG ASSOCIATES, INC.
(617) 426-2432 ~ Fax (617) 482-7813
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And so we're very pleased to see that kind of
direction. We hope you will continue to think of New Haven as
a significant hub within the network.

These are points we'll make in our written
comments, but I at least wanted to share them today.

MS. SIEGEL: Thank you very much.

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



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2711 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Siobhain
Last Name : Yale

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| strongly oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal. The proposal would negatively
impact the academic experience of students at the Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of
New Haven



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1789 DETAIL

Status : —

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Lin
Last Name : Yao

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.



|LlEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2554 DETAIL

Status : L
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Kento
Last Name : Yasuhara

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 #2247 DETAIL

Status : Hsion Gorpitet

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Dana
LLast Name : Yawman

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 #2748 DETAIL

Status : L]
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Janet
Last Name : York

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridors Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy of Fine Arts.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1963 DETAIL

Status : L)
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Yuan
Last Name : You

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 #848 DETAIL

Status : @tion Gomplated

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Hamish
Last Name : Young

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Improving Penn Station and building the new tunnels under the Hudson are the two most important immediate
goals. Long term, rebuilding the NEC to true high speed rail is a must.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #756 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/10/2016
First Name : Ralph
Last Name : Youngs

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Ms. Carol Braegeimann

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:
| appreciate the need for strategic transportation planning especially with
regard to restoration of existing infrastructure. However, | believe that

the consideration of expanding right of way into a wetland of such
significant importance as the PRR is misguided.

It is misguided for a number of reasons:

—_

. Loss of critical wildlife habitat.

2. Increase in impervious surface in a critical watershed.

3. The continuous disruption of wildlife in the remaining Refuge.

4. The interruption of ongoing and planned biologic research.

5. The denial of area access to citizens.

6. It distracts from and does not address the more critical issue of

infrastructure restoration.

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 focus on restoring existing property resources and only
consider alternatives that do not disturb national treasures.

Sincerely,

Ralph Youngs

Annapolis, MD



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #751 DETAIL

Status :

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

February 10, 2016

Ms. Carol Braegelmann

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

Washington D.C. 20240

RE: Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Section 4(f)
Assessment for NEC FUTURE, A Rail Investment Plan for the Northeast
Corridor, Washington, DC, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, CT, RI, and MA

Dear Ms. Braegelmann:

[ was truly horrified to hear about this proposed rail plan and amazed that

it could even have made it into someone's thought process. Millions of

people including me were stunned that something or somebody could take over
a NWR, i.e. Malheur National Wildlife Refuge. I told myself and others that

it would be terrible if such a thing would happen in Maryland. Well, it

could be conceivable if this happens. The habitat that PRR encompasses is
truly amazing. The birds, critters and forests are a unique ecosystem that
would be devastated by such activity. There is no possible reparation.

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 aiternate that does not disturb a national treasure.

Sincerely,

Susan Youngs

Annapolis, MD 21409-5555
s.youngs @ (S,
41 0ni57-4462 th}



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2371 DETAIL

Status : | Action Conmplsted
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Kate

Last Name : Yourke

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

A plan that destroys the Lyme Academy of Fine arts is not in the best interests of the population!



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #576 DETAIL —l

Status : GAgtion Completesl

Record Date : 2/6/2016
First Name : Ruth Z.
Last Name : Yuste-Alonso

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Hello,

I am writing to support the initiative to expand the railroad that goes through UConn Storrs. It would extremely
helpful for both domestic and particularly international graduate students like me, and help make UConn more
internationally competitive and accessible.

Moreover, | would like to see the development of the local rail services in the area to improve its transportation
infrastructure. In particular, it would be beneficial expanding the trainline that runs through Willimantic in order
to offer a local line to Storrs.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2666 DETAIL

Status : Shcton Gompleted]

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Tianyin
Last Name : Yu

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 #1432 DETAIL

Status fcton Comibieiss)

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name :
Last Name : Zabilansky

Stakeholder Comments/Ilssues :

Strongly oppose as it would destroy the rural and historic character of the town. This would ruin the whole
cultural character of the town on Lyme St.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2448 DETAIL

Status : CHending
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Roman
Last Name : Zajac

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

Alternative 1 does nothing to expand rail service throughout the northern portion of the northeast corridor. In
effect it really is almost the same as the do-nothing alternative. As such, the environmental impact is extensive
and unnecessary relative to the potential gain in ridership. This line will go through some of the most
environmentally sensitive, untouched and scenic areas of southeastern Connecticut and indeed will impact
significant coastal zones in the Old Lyme, Niantic and New London areas. some of these areas are
particularly prone to the effects of sea level rise, and the environmental impact statement does not address the
whole question of coastal squeeze. Also, without detailed maps to assess the actual route that is shown for
alternative 1, it is not possible to quantitatively assess the environmental and other types of impacts. Indeed
environmental impacts should be solely assessed not on a total area basis, but on the impacts relative to the
scale of the project. Therefore, while alternatives 2 and 3 include the development of more infrastructure they
expand rail service significantly to areas that do not have it. Commuting down Interstate 91 between Hartford
and New Haven, and frequently making trips into the Worcester area, | know the relief that rail service through
these areas would provide. And while the cost for the answer structure is greater, the long-term benefits of
increased ridership and indeed reduction in environmental impacts through the reduction in automobile usage,
would in the long run provide much greater benefits to the environment and the social and economic well-being
of the Northeast corridor.

In short, Alternative 1 is really a joke. It does nothing to expand rail service to areas that really need it and
should have it. In addition, given this situation the environmental impacts through the southeastern portion of
Connecticut would be severe, thus making this a very poor alternative.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #817 DETAIL

Status : (Acton Complated

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Lauren
Last Name : Zamora

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 resident of Bowie, MD, as a bird lover, and as parent trying to foster a love of our state’s dwindling wild
places in my children, | am writing this letter in opposition to Alternate 3 in your rail plan.

I understand that this proposal would chop off 60 acres of the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge including pristine
stream, wetland, riparian and forest habitats, which are 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. There are already so few natural places that | can take my kids in our area, and many other
animals besides just birds rely on this area as well.

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.

Thank you, sincerely,

Lauren Zamora



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1296 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Wendy
Last Name : Zande

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Although | do not live in Old Lyme, | was horrified to here of this plan! There has to be a better way than
destroying this beautiful town.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2549 DETAIL

Status : L)
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : |zabela
Last Name : Zankowska

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

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 #1212 DETAIL

Status : —

Record Date : 2/13/2016
First Name : Ray
Last Name : Zatorski

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am fully in favor of the proposal 'Alternative 1' for the NEC. This will aliow better rail travel in the busy
Northeast corridor. As a frequent user of the rail system, | am familiar with the delays in the system, this
proposal will help alleviate the current situation. Bravo to the planners.



|NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1427 DETAIL

Status : “Aegor Compleee?

Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Maureen
Last Name : Zavatone

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Please leave this beautiful harbor alone. We have adequate transportation infrastructure between the existing
railroad tracks and the highway / please dont add to the noise, the combustion, and certainly please don't
disrupt thus beautiful space.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2147 DETAIL

Status : O
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Gary
Last Name : Zawacki

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Dear Federal Rail Administration,

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



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2347 DETAIL

Status : i Action Completed)

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Angelica
Last Name : Zdonek

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 #634 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/9
First Name : James
Last Name : Zeller

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| support modernizing the NEC for generations to come. Alt. 2 seems to have the best benefit / cost ratio.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1470 DETAIL

Status : (Action CompletEr
Record Date : 2/14/2016

First Name : Steve

Last Name : Zelson

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The plans/plan summaries do not include any detailed maps of proposed routes or immediate environmental
impacts near and/or connecting to existing tracks. This kind of information is essential for people to make an
informed decision among the proposed alternatives. The lack of this critical information is surprising considering
the length of time these plans have been under consideration.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1902 DETAIL ]

Status : Panding

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : David
Last Name : Ziaks

Stakeholder Comments/Iissues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven. | recommend adoption of Alternative 2 because
it will incorporate Hartford and UConn into the NEC. This would add all of central CT and southern MA to the
ridership area.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2433 DETAIL

Status : —

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Katja
Last Name : Ziehmayer

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 #2501 DETAIL

Status : -

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Jessica
Last Name : Zielinski Meffert

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because it will destroy the campus of Lyme
Academy College of Fine Arts of the University of New Haven, as well as being a threat to federally protected
areas of the Connecticut River Estuary. Please consider building this route within the already established
major transportation corridor of [-91.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #975 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date : 2/11/2016
First Name : Shreyas
Last Name : Zingre

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

North East Corridor certainly needs an upgrade to rail as well as trainset infrastructure. Current Northeast
Regional trains are slow, aging, and uncomfortable. While the Acela trains are more comfortable, they are in
high demand yet much more expensive compared to alternative modes of transport. The NEC is USA's busiest
corridor and can use faster, more comfortable and more reliable service to reduce vehicle traffic and poliution. |
use the NEC for my weekly commute for personal and business related travel.



[NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2345 DETAIL

Status : (Action Completed
Record Date : 2/15/2016

First Name : Michele

Last Name : Zint

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 #1306 DETAIL

Status : L)
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Jennifer
Last Name : Ziolkovski

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| have lived in Old Lyme for 40 years. | am raising a family in this beautiful town which is much simpler and less
commercial than surrounding towns. The landscape is breathtaking as we drive from one area of town to
another. | strongly oppose this Tier 1 plan that would cut a new area of railway right through the town. | can't
even imagine the impact this would have on our small town. Historically, environmentally to name a few.



mEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1314 DETAIL

Status : Jiy
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : Jennifer

Last Name : Ziolkovski

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| have lived in Old Lyme, CT for 40 years. | was raised here, | am raising my own family here. | strongly
oppose the proposed Tier 1 railway plan. We are a relatively small town with little commercial development.
The impact on our area would be great and in all negative ways. Historically, environmentally just to start.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #321 DETAIL

Status : “aiiion Completed;

Record Date : 1/27/2016
First Name : Bernard
Last Name : Zipprich

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

Our global knowledge based economy makes the efficient movement of people and ideas more essential than
ever. We need to invest for the next 100 years: the "Alternative 3" proposal -- rebuilding the corridor for high
speed rail -- would be a game changer, tying the Boston-Washington corridor together in such a way to ensure
that it becomes and remains an unified economic center unrivaled by anywhere else in the world, unlike today,
where it operates like three separate cities.

Amtrak should close unprofitable lines, and reinvest those dollars in high speed rail equal or better to anywhere
else in the world. And political leaders should support this goal by working collaboratively to make it happen.

Imagine the entrepreneur who lives in Boston, but who can now hire talent from New York -- because suddenly
the commute is less than the commute from Poughkeepsie to Manhattan on Metro North. Think about the
human capital potential that unlocks , the economic growth it will unleash, the jobs created, and economic
livelihoods enhanced. It would be great to see the transformative option actually move forward.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2061 DETAIL

Status : (ghelion Compigtedt »

Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Christina
Last Name : Zito

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| oppose Alternative 1 of the Northeast Corridor Futures proposal because with a growing population and
climate concerns, we should grow or transform the NEC as describe in Alternatives 2 and 3. Furthermore, |
oppose Alternative 1 because it will destroy the campus of Lyme Academy College of Fine Arts of the
University of New Haven.



INEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3053 DETAIL

Status : L N
Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : “Nicolas
Last Name : Zoghb

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

| oppose to Alternative 1 of the FRA's Northeast Corridor Futures proposal.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3044 DETAIL

Status : R

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This proposal would be a disaster to friends in Connecticut -- a state where | lived from 1994-2014. The line
would run right through the school campus of the Lyme College of Art, destroying the historic school and the

jobs upon which their livelihood depends.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #3044 DETAIL

Status : ]

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

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

This proposal would be a disaster to friends in Connecticut -- a state where 1 lived from 1994-2014. The line
would run right through the school campus of the Lyme College of Art, destroying the historic school and the
jobs upon which their livelihood depends.



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #467 DETAIL

Status : “BEtEH Completed;

Record Date : 2/1/2016
First Name : Joe
Last Name : Zrenda

Stakeholder Comments/issues :

the negative impact of this tier 1 rail proposal far exceeds the benefits it would provide. Homeowner losses,
historical losses, wildlife losses, environmental harm, let alone the integrity of the entire Town of Old Lyme
being torn apart. This plan is simply not acceptable



}NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1535 DETAIL

Status : —
Record Date : 2/14/2016
First Name : helen
Last Name : zumpano

Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

| am against the Tier 1 Draft EIS



NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #2486 DETAIL

Status : L

Record Date : 2/16/2016
First Name : Eva
Last Name : Zygnerski

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.





