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Dallas to Houston High-Speed Rail Environmental Impact Statement

The following table contains all of the comments received during the public scoping period for the Dallas
to Houston High-Speed Rail project. It is sorted by category. If an individual expressed a single
statement, it was accounted for in one category. For example, if an individual noted concerns for his/her
property value, this is included under economic impact/property value.

Many individuals commented on multiple topics. In these instances, their statements are included in
multiple categories. For example, if an individual requested additional information regarding noise and
vibration impacts, as well as expressed concern about future access to their property, these comments
are included under noise/vibration and access, respectively. This approach allowed FRA to properly
account for the number and type of comments received from all individuals.

In addition to categorizing the comments, FRA attempted to document the number of individuals who
made the same or similar comments to show the magnitude of concern about specific issues.

A small number of the comments received were categorized as “not germane to the NEPA process.” This
category includes comments expressing general support or opposition without a specific reason, and
thus, these comments are not included in this summary.
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Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
1/9/2015 Allyson Faist Placing the train on 34th street directly cuts off Garden Oaks Section One from the fire station and ambulance service on the other side of the tracks. Access
1/8/2015 Amy Ackley Another concern we have is this railway cutting people's property in 1/2 (ours included) leaving us with no access to the other side. Will y'all provide an easement or crossing to get to the rest of our property?  [Access
1/8/2015 Andrew & Kimberly Grimmer HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
1/9/2015 Andy Isbell Additionally, emergency services would have to drive as much as 15 miles of county dirt roads to reach my loved ones if there was an emergency. My loved ones would have to drive as much as 15 miles of Access
county dirt roads to get to a blacktop road that would provide access to a grocery store or other such necessary services.
1/6/2015 Anne Vegsund The High Speed Train will block off major streets leading to 290. As a result, this will affect many neighborhood’s safety. We will not have access to fire and paramedic services. We will then be 30 to 45 minutes [Access
away from a major hospital. This will greatly affect emergency routes and new fire stations will need to be built.
1/9/2015 Anthony J. Romano HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200 mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
12/1/2014 Barbara Miles The closing of county roads is inevitable and will have a negative impact on property values and on routes traveled by school buses, mail carriers, ambulances, etc. Access
There is no benefit (sic) or economically (certainly not agriculturally) to Leon County.
1/3/2015 Beth Beene The way | understand it, there will be only one stop between Houston and Dallas. Also, in the smaller towns and counties all roads and highways may not have overpasses and some will be cut off in the middle [Access
with no access to the other side. If these comments are true then the high speed rail will be detrimental to small towns and their citizens and only good for the big cities.
1/6/2015 Bob Beakley It will destroy the countryside, making it impossible for farmers to pass from one side to the other with their equipment. It will cut fields in two, one on either side of the railway, making it impractical to get Access
from one side to the other.
1/8/2015 Bob McDaniel 6. Many of the bedroom and farming and ranch communities will be isolated and have highly restricted access to emergency services. Some property owners will not even be able to get to their isolated land. | |Access
am talking about acreage for the use of cattle and farming which will no longer be available.
12/19/2014 [C.D. Lawry County roads will be blocked off causing undue delays for fire & emergency medical help. Access
1/8/2015 Carol and Scott Isbell Why should they be able to erect a wall in Texas similar to the Berlin Wall? This rail track will divide many landowners properties leaving one of the other section impassable. Access
12/1/2014 Carol Strain Burk How does it work on all the grades that it will have to cross over for access? At a point in time they cut off trans -- going underneath a rail, so that would not allow people -- they would have to go down further. |Access
And another item that they were going to do, it would affect the ability for people to get around in their area.
12/29/2014 |Carol Strain-Burk Impede others means of transportation by restricting access on all roads rail crosses. 7) Terminals must be as complete an intermodal as possible for other access or have created more congestion. Access
Chad Prior Would like to know if project will include over/under passes on all paved roads whether they are county or TXDOT maintained? Access
Will there be animal and human corridors built every so many feet for passing under the HSR to access the other side (Would be needed for wildlife, cattle, humans to access their property, emergency services,
fires, etc.)
Future roads and access either under or over the HSR? How will this be addressed?
1/7/2015 Christa Burk Will the railway provide crossovers at County (dirt) roads? Assuming that there will be a crossover at major roads, we will now be congesting these roads (State Highways 90 and 30, specifically) on a daily basis |Access
during the summer with slow moving equipment. This will have a tremendous impact on our community. Will the County or State be responsible for road improvements due to increased slow moving vehicles?
Are Dallas and Houston residents more important than rural residents, that we are to give up our property in order to improve their commute times while we then decrease our own?
Grimes County is mostly rural land, but we have many County Roads that will be impacted by this proposed railway. Will there be crossovers at County Roads? How will this impact emergency response times for
our residents? Will tax dollars be used to redesign response routes since we can no longer get from one side of the county to the other in a timely manner? Every minute counts when someone is having a heart
attack or stroke, or when a fire starts. In the event of an emergency with regard specifically to my family, time between my brother's home and my parent's home will increase from approximately 2 minutes to
10, ASSUMING there will be a crossover at the nearest major road (Highway 30). My parents are senior citizens. My brother has Type | diabetes. We do not have next door neighbors out here, they are acres
away, and the nearest neighbors to my brother will likewise be on the east side of the railway with no easy way to cross. We never dreamed that we would not be able to get from one side of our property to the
other. Fortunately, | think, my family property will not be landlocked. But, what about those who are? Texas law requires that all property owners have access to their property. Providing this railway with a right
or way will likely cause some property owners to be landlocked; therefore, forcing other landowners to provide additional rights of way to their neighbors. Will these right of ways be reimbursed by the railway?
Or will the Counties be tasked with creating new roads to provide access? Again, increasing our tax burdens.
12/3/2014 Christine Workman It is going to cut through neighborhoods. They are not going to elevate it over specific neighborhoods. They can't go up and down. They can't make wide curves. They can't go up and down. That would be a roller |Access
coaster. This rail will significantly reduce property values, will, in turn, then reduce tax revenues, including those needed for EMS services and schools. You will not be able to cross this fence track. TCR has not
said where it's going to be elevated or where it's going to at-grade. So we don't even know that information. There is really no telling how this will impact the environment because this has never been before in
the United States. In reality, this rail will not run just in easements. There will be dedicated closed right of way 80 to 100 feet wide solely for the use of this train alone. Jamie also mentioned that TCR and
affiliates own this rail. Let me clarify for you. TCR does not own, operate, nor will they maintain this rail. They state very clearly on their website. That means that these affiliates are the ones that are going to be
maintaining this rail. This rail is being financed by said international investors and owners that Texas Central Rail has declined to name. Please remember that there is the no-build alternative, and | encourage
you to select that alternative as the best decision for the people and the environment of Texas; and | would encourage all of you to contact the people of your community to let them know about this. And |
would also encourage you to collect -- to contact your local and state officials and let them know why you oppose high-speed rail through Texas.
1/6/2015 Cindy Falschlehner HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus
routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
12/1/2014 Cozetta Taylor We have -- | have a gas well on my property that had to be fracked. That was taken care of. They are all down in the road. Then we have -- when we moved up here, there wasn't even a -- Lake Limestone wasn't |Access
here. That's great for recreation, but -- how much recreation can you have, and are we even going to be able to get there from here? Then we have all these other things.
12/2/2014 Craig Smith Utility alternative is a bad idea. Route shows to go approx. up Hegar Rd by Houston Oaks and in front of elementary school - makes no sense related to bus traffic and safety. Seems to cut Houston Oaks Access
property in half as they have property on both sides of Hegar. Route cuts thru an area with Heavy Post Oak forest.
12/4/2014 Darrell Bushman And then the second thing is, how are you going to compensate landowners whose land is split if you're not going to provide an underpass or an overpass Access
and his other side is landlocked, not even a public road. He's lost that land. You know, you should provide him with enough money to put barns, fence, cattle locks, buy extra equipment for the other side of the
railroad and then give him enough money to pay for his additional travel costs if he's got to drive 20 miles to get to -- look what he can see across the fence, you know?
1/6/2015 David and Linda Cato In general, personal real estate property would be divided, and in many cases rendered useless as access would be limited or nonexistent. Access
12/2/2014 David Quinn If this God-forbid railroad goes through this county, it will divide it in two. You might as well have a Waller A and Waller B Counties. Access




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic

1/7/2015 David Tullos The Proposed High Speed Rail Would Have Huge Negative Impacts on Grimes County and Other Counties Along the Proposed Routes Access
Contrasted to the hypothetical benefit of providing urban business travelers another travel option, the detriments to the remaining citizens are enormous, both in and out of Grimes County, Texas. The railway
as proposed will destroy the homes, farms, ranches and businesses of tens of thousands of people in nine or ten counties, depending upon the route. It will destroy wildlife habitat and spoil vast reaches of rural
landscape. It will upset local travel in neighboring communities, and impede the provision of emergency services. In the case of Grimes County, it will literally divide the county into two sections, with restricted
access between the two halves.
The FRA tries to minimize the impact upon local citizens by telling us that they only need an 80 foot corridor to build the railroad. Texas Central Railway even offers as a benefit that it will only need “surface
access,” so lucky condemnees will actually get to keep their land. But according to the FRA, the railroad ROW will be a completely “closed system” isolated by a security fencing. So the “landowner” will be
prohibited from entering upon his land or making any use of it whatsoever. The land will effectively belong to the railroad; the landowner will retain the obligation of paying property taxes on land that he or she
cannot use or sell.

12/1/2014 Dean Stanford | had a couple of questions about county roads and how the -- what effect on our county roads but | know that y'all are going to have 240 miles of road and they said -- | believe somebody told me a hundred 40 |Access
of it would be on the ground; is that correct? So most likely the ground routes would be in the rural areas, correct? So y'all will put it in writing that you will not cut any county roads? Uh-huh.
What about the ranches that you will subdivide and are going to be landlocked on the other side when you build this fence and land on the ground? Obviously that y'all are going to be partial to your investors. |
mean, you know if it's going to be cheaper to put on the ground, it's -- that's going to be your most likely way of doing business if it's going to, you know. So if you split up a thousand acres right through the
middle -- and | know there's properties. I've seen some of them on these maps. You're going to -- and that property's landlocked on the backside, you're going to make them a route or are you going to -- are you
going to buy the 500 acres that -- Did you know the Burlington Northern route you're talking about, it's between 90 and 240 feet right now?

1/7/2015 Desi D. Burns Porter Just as we were to begin designing our new farmhouse, we learned of the new primary proposed route for the Texas Central Rail. The only thing between million dollar homes and the existing railroad is our Access
property and Lake Creek. Even if it shifts a little this way or that way, we will either lose access to our property or the train will go directly through our farm. So many are worried about property value, which is a
major concern...but we are worried about losing our farm for which we have worked so hard. This isn’t just some of our hundreds of acres or a weekend place or somewhere in the back forty we never see. If the
railroad goes through where it is currently slated (as seen in the attached image), we will lose complete access to our property. If it moves over just a bit to the west, it will go directly through the middle of our
property.

12/3/2014 Dorothy Yeats Buses. Road Access. Turlington Elementary School. Roberts Road School. Access

12/3/2014 Douglas Miller With a power line, landowners can still use the easement. With rail, landowners are blocked out and often surface is rendered unusable with no egress or ingress for people or animals alike. High speed rail Access
cannot afford to elevate the trains and the entire distance of Grimes County, residents will have access problems on every piece of property.

1/9/2015 Elected Official - Ben Leman WHEREAS, the Commissioners Court of Grimes County, Texas is concerned about the rail at grade cutting off private roads and county roads, thereby affecting travel within and through Grimes County, Texas Access
and, potentially, lengthening response times of emergency responders thereby jeopardizing the health and safety of the people of Grimes County. The commissioners Court of Grimes County, Texas is also
concerned about the rail at grade cutting off landowners from portions of their properties and the effects on the local migration patterns of the wildlife needed for survival 1n our frequent drought conditions;

10/27/2014 |Elvert Seiber There is serious concern that some of our lesser travelled county roads will be closed or re-routed to accommodate new track route. For the persons involved, this could pose serious problems in cases of Access
emergency.

12/2/2014 Frank Comly The utility option cuts through north and south right through Saddle Creek Forest. And, as Terry mentioned, it's adjacent to a couple of our recreational areas and parks and across a lake. The equestrian trail Access
also goes around the perimeter of Saddle Creek Forest. That will be cut off, and we'll no longer have use of that.

1/8/2015 Geraldine Cox Your recent presentation in Jewett was intentionally vague and/or misleading regarding the county roads and FM roads that would have to be permanently closed for either alternative. The noise, road closings, |Access
and property divisions caused by this option would cause significant harm, which could at least be minimized by following an existing transportation corridor like the BN railroad or IH 45.

1/7/2015 Gillian & Tony Cawte, Gillian Cawte Exactly which roads does TCR intend to block completely? (b) where precisely will the HSR be built at an elevated level?. (c) If TCR intends to route local/ranch traffic through culverts — what techniques will be  |Access
used to ensure they are kept passable in storms and do not flood. (d) What type of funds will TCR make available for the ongoing upkeep of bridges/culverts introduced by TCR HSR? (e) Does TCR intend to fund
and build hospitals/clinics/fire stations to be in locations accessible to people who are being cut off from existing emergency services by ground-level HSR?

1/5/2015 Gillian B Cawte We can expect ranchers could add 20+ miles to each trip to their "cut off ' portions of their property Access
Environmental impact studies are supposed to include land use as well as conservation. What happens to patis of ranches cut off from main farm buildings? What happens to community amenities (like in Saddle
Creek Forest's community center and park and swimming pool?) And blocking roads that cut people off from emergency services and supply lines?

1/6/2015 Gina Johnson If HSR is routed on grade along these preferred routes, it would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out of our community. This would severely impede emergency routes, bus |Access
routes and vehicular traffic connectivity. We need to know what the full environmental impact this project will have on our neighborhood before the project route is determined.

1/2/2015 Ginger Teresa Honeycutt & Richard Honeycutt Please address how the natural and human elements listed below will be impacted by the construction and operation of a HSR system. The utility corridor does bisect our land (as well as others land). ) makes  |Access
almost 75 acres of our prime land virtually inaccessible

10/29/2014 |Greg Martin As a landowner in Limestone/Freestone counties, | have concerns in regards to continued access to property. If line aligns with HVT Lines currently in place, access to property is no longer available. Would Access
alternate access be created?

12/23/2014 Howard Robinson No account has been taken on the economic and social aspects should this rail line be constructed across farm and ranch lands. Farms, which in some case have been in the same family ownership for Access
generations, will be divided by the rail line with farmers and ranchers being unable to have free and unfettered access to their land. Huge areas of farm land could become landlocked, with the owners unable to
use the land, thus creating an economic disaster not only for the property owners concerned, but for their employees and the general public resulting from the rise in food prices caused by decreased production.
It has been seen in recent years, that it is essential for fire departments to have complete access to land in order to fight wild fires that are threatening lives and properties. With the rail track being fully fenced,
this ability to have unlimited access to land in the case of a wild fire will be severely restricted. Another important factor is that escape routs for residents will also be curtailed by the rail track which could well
result in loss of life.

12/26/2014 |J.R. Roberts There are going to be many property lines cut by at-grade track and landowners will not be able to access their own property. The statement by FRA that under track culverts for these landowners does not Access
make sense as they will not be able to move large farm equipment through these culverts. Infrastructure in our county will be destroyed as fire and EMS services will either have to make long detours or will be
cut off entirely from areas of the county. There are a number of persons who will not even be able to get out of their own property onto public roadways on certain sections of the proposed routes.

12/1/2014 Jack Kelley It would cause people to travel longer distances since the roads would be blocked or re-routed. Because of all the above reasons, | object to the building of this rail system in Leon County. | see no positive Access
benefit at all.

1/8/2015 Jack van Zeelst ...literally divide and barricade neighborhoods that have worked so hard to become inclusive, safe and cohesive. Access




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
10/22/2014 |Jackie King My family has 125 acres of land with water and live stock. Concern includes ingress/egress for livestock and transportation such as trucks and tractors and trailors. If rail on the ground, tunnels with sure footing |Access
and no flooding for animals in necessary. If lands are destroyed by your construction, they need to be rebuilt. How does a rail line through a farm affect the overall value of the land not excluded in the
easement? Will a car on the line potentially be used to transport prisoners? What powers the rail line? How far out from all dimensions of the rail line will the effects of electro magnetic field extend?
10/28/2014 |James C Lanier llI 3. This project will virtually cut a major part of Texas into two pieces because the east west traffic will be forced to travel to those crossing where the traffic will be able to cross the railway tracks. This railway Access
will not be like current rail crossings because of the potential loss of life and property damage if a high speed trains collides with vehicle traffic.
1/8/2015 Jan Garver Going through rural property and cutting off one piece of an owners' land is almost beyond belief to me. | went to one of the presentations, and the speaker did not appear to be that bothered by it, even when [Access
one of the landowners said it would be very detrimental to his pocketbook.
1/5/2015 Jane Ann Durbin The noise pollution, the disruption of wildlife habitats, the land lock that may happen especially to those with smaller acreage, and the reduction of property values will be devastating. Access
10/23/2014 |Janet and William Jones All county dirt roads will they have ingress and regress (ability to move in and out) or will there be some shut? Access
11/3/2014 Janet Jones | live in Leon County off of County Road 417. My #1 Question, is this rail tall enough for us to travel with equipment in and out of our road to FM39 like we do now? If it is not then what are your plans for this Access
obstruction to our daily lives?
12/1/2014 Janet Jones | heard you say that you were going to take everything in consideration that the county commissioner talked about on our roads, our county roads which are -- we will be cut off once you do put that traininif  |Access
we do not have access to get out. You said you'll look at and you'll do this and that, but the key word was you then mentioned that you will talk with each county commissioner and see what their impact is.
What looks good on your side does not work for us. The school districts have boundaries. If you send us 10 miles one way because you've created a new road to go to the opposite way, that's not going to work
for our school districts; but it looked good on paper. So my -- my -- what I'm asking you to do is also add your county commissioners along with your study to put in their input because they know their county
more than you do. And that way -- because you're going to have to somehow get us out of where we live because now we're going to be landlocked and there's no other way out because these roads dead-end.
And | purchased the land where I'd only have 1 mile going down a dirt road and now, unfortunately, I'll now have to go 5, maybe 10 miles down that dirt road to get out. Not what | want to do. And it does lose
the evaluation of the
property and where it's located and, folks, let me tell you, this is my three minutes.
12/1/2014 Janet Jones My Number 1 question to the federal department and to the state is, are county roads -- we -- if the train track does follow the -- the bullet train follows the train track, will we have access to get out like we Access
normally do? Or if you cannot build an overpass or an underpass for these small county dirt roads, are you going to build a -- and purchase more land to make it to the major state roads where we can travel on?
And we also need to work with our commissioners and we need to keep in interest our school districts because most of these roads do dead-end. There is no other way to get out. So we need to make sure and
negotiate those right-of-ways, and that is my Number 1 question because we're going to be landlocked if not.
12/2/2014 Janet Jones I'm going to direct my statements towards the public. Eminent domain is the Number 1 deal. | live in Leon County. | have property that will be -- that is next to the train tracks. About four and a half acres I've Access
already calculated is what they're going take if they DO stay close to the train tracks. | don't have a choice in it if they pick us. Then my road -- my county road once you go over, it dead-ends. | cannot -- no longer
use this crossing that takes 1 mile to get to my house. Now, my county officials out here know how much it costs to build a county road. Now, these train people are going to have to build us a whole new county
road and the thing that they got to figure out and they have a say to, which way are they going to put us. We've got to go to a state road to the left, a state road to the right. Where do the school districts break
up? We all know how these school districts are cut up here. Our wildlife travel. Our wildlife -- we all know there's lots of deer, natural panthers, bobcat, whatever. They have traveled. How are they going to get
from one side to the other? How are you going to get if they do use the utility lane? How are you going to get to the one side or the other? There is no crossings. They have to make provisions. Do not think that
they're just going to do it out of the goodness of their heart. You've got to stand up and you've got to voice your opinion and you've got to let them know what your needs are.
1/9/2015 Jason Tan | strongly support the HSR to Houston. | believe it would reduce traffic and improve property values by improving access to the area. | believe that with new technology the trains can be made to be unobtrusive |Access
and quiet.
1/9/2015 Jaunda Payne Will this fence (or the train for that matter) change current roadways and paths to/from or near my home? Access
HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
1/8/2015 Jeff Magee Further changes can negatively impact residents on property value, vehicle access due to increased flooding, and inability to maintain indigenous plants and animals. Access
1/8/2015 Jeff Magee ... and inability to maintain indigenous plants and animals. Access
1/8/2015 Jennifer Smith HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
12/1/2014 Jerry Robinson We don't have any formal notification of this and once again, as being a property owner, am | going to be able to get to my barn on the other side of the tracks that has my tractor in it and my other equipment |Access
over there? Do | go 6 miles? Do | go 10 miles? And if you remember a few years back, we went through the same thing with the bullet train from Houston to Dallas and to Fort Worth to San Antonio, to Austin
back to Houston and where the -- going to Mexico. This is the same thing just lowered down, keyed down a little bit; but they don't care about you in the middle. They want their pockets big, and that's all | have
to say.
12/4/2014 Jerry Wagnon First, all existing county roads must be kept open without being unduly relocated. Access
1/9/2015 Jim Boswell The issue of bisected private lands is another "slight of hand" by the HSR propagandists. Landowners who have their property crossed by the HSR will most likely loose access to their property as it will be land-  |Access
locked by the HSR.
12/4/2014 Joan Teer The projected path through Grimes County will go out Farm-to-Market roads and county road access. Access
12/3/2014 Joe Franco If you bisect farm/ranch land, how does the farmer/rancher tend the land on the side you have cut off? Access
11/13/2014 |John Huffman In addition to the impacts to the homes and community resources, the rail is likely to eliminate or severely restrict access to lands currently available to my family and children. This affect is not only to Access

properties on the east side of the rail (opposite our home) but others to the west that have been traditional hunting and agricultural lands my family uses and have been a part of our heritage for over 100 years.
Regardless of the route | would be concerned about the railways affect on wildlife movement and health. A sealed rail that provides no exchange of wildlife from the east to west could have a negative impact
on the genetics and health of dear, coyotes, rabbits, fox and other wildlife. At our property near Donie we routinely see an exchange of whitetail buck and does, fox and coyotes across the current BNSF rail
ROW. Deer populations have been slowly rebounding in the area and this exchange is vital to their continued health and productivity. | would not want to see an artificial division of wildlife populations caused
by the rail some regular wildlife crossings should be incorporated into the design regardless of the route selected. In rural areas of Freestone, Limestone, and Leon Counties the crossing should be spaced at least
every mile. These crossings should also accommodate agricultural species and implements (tractors and other farm equipment) as well. There are numerous agricultural lands that will be bisected by this sealed
rail.




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
11/14/2014 |Joyce Floyd Please consider all the negative effects a high speed rail line will have on the rural areas from Houston to Dallas. Please consider the fact that this railway will cut many properties and/or entire counties in half |Access
thereby slowing emergency services and school routes.
1/9/2015 Katherine Wyrick Right of way access, i.e., possible rerouting/reducing entrances and exits into and out of the neighborhoods thereby causing additional traffic congestion. Access
11/12/2014 |Kathleen Armstrong My father-in-law owns land in Navarro Country that is on both sides of the BNSF railroad in Navarro County. The only access to approximately 13 acres is over the tracks. The property id is 57395. His wife own |Access
the property next to this piece also. So the combined properties are approx. 40 acres. If the train takes this route then they would request to keep access under or over the tracks to get to the 13 acres.
1/8/2015 Kathleen Nasir Our neighborhood, Garden Oaks, as well as surrounding ones are greatly opposed to the proposed HSR through our homes and our daily lives. We do not want the extra noise, vibration, pollution, and problems |Access
in movement from place to place.
We are concerned with problems that have not been addressed and the fact that we are just now hearing about this project. Why has it been kept so quiet and so difficult to find out information?
12/1/2014 Kenneth C Kern & Assoc Inc. | am the owner of 495 acres near Robbins (Hwy 7 & 39 intersection). | have owned the property since 1967 & operates as a cattle operation & hunting retreat with numerous structures. Two major oil pipelines |Access
(enterprise) and an electrical transmission line bisects the property. The possible rail line could divide my property thus restricting my ability to cross my property. Our land is used by my clients, church
gatherings, and family. | am opposed to rail line within 3 miles of my property.
11/10/2014 |Kenneth C Kerns I am a land owner in Leon Co. (approximately 490 acres). The proposed utility route will divide my property, almost in half. | already have the power line and Seaway pipeline on my property and don't want Access
another intrusion. If the proposed rail is not crossable, how will | reach approximately 150 acres of my land. Does HSR plan on buying my land, which would be valued at about $3000-$3500/acre? Why were
absent land owners not notified about this project? Owner records are readily available! | am against this project as it presently stands.
1/1/2015 Kevin Warzon A linear transport system corridor is likely to have a significant impact on: Emergency services response time, native vegetation, the conservation status of endangered or vulnerable or protected species, Access
existing infrastructure that will not be able to handle increased use, broad and significant impacts on route pass troughs.
12/1/2014 Kyle Workman 2. Property/ROW Access
e. Will access be granted across ROW? Elevated?
g. How will County Roads be affected?
12/2/2014 Kyle Workman Also, on the grade separations, we've got a lot of county roads around here and we need to understand, are you going to cut off county roads? Are you going to cut off people's properties? Those front properties|Access
that are cut off like, say, 7030, how do they get there? Are you going to tell them to travel 10 miles to go around? You know, those are the kind of questions that need to be answered.
1/7/2015 Laura Havel HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
1/6/2015 Laurie and Kevin Clothier We have to cross the railroad tracks now at least 4 times a day (minimum) just getting to work and home and then back out one more time. We do not want is a fast train going down the track 2 times per hour [Access
for 18 hours a day. There are much better ways to plan this and we seriously hope you consider other options and who would be effected by the possible endeavor of Texas Central Railway.
1/8/2015 Laurie Hazard If the HSR routes a dedicated track at grade level through our neighborhood at 200 mph speeds they would cut off major arteries feeding into already congested traffic arteries to 290, I-10 & 610. This would Access
impede emergency evacuation routes, emergency vehicles, bus routes, bike riders, & vehicular traffic.
1/3/2015 Leanne Floyd A linear transport system corridor is likely to have a significant impact on: Emergency services response time, Access
11/11/2014 |Lisa Hughes-Robinson restrict the right of access to bisected properties. Access
12/1/2014 Lisa Sullivan In addition to that, my sister-in-law lives on one side of me, and my other sister-in-law lives on the other side. Father-in-law lives a few miles away. All of us are impacted, so back to the transportation. How am | |Access
going to visit my in-laws? Depending upon if they decide to move it one way east or west of my home, okay, is it going to take me thirty miles to go visit my sister-in-law that's a fourth of a mile away? How are
we going to manage? How am | going to get my children to school? There's no guarantee that every roadway, these farm-to-market roads, will have the ability of a crossing. | mean, high speed rail, it's closed,
you know. Are we looking at the major highways, like Highway 34? So in closing, | just want to state this is all personal. It's very emotional for me.
12/2/2014 Londa Sessions Getting to school might become difficult too, as a result of the rail lines, if it blocks off access to roads in the area. Access
So, PLEASE find another alternate route to run the high-speed rail from Houston to Dallas. Thanks!
1/5/2015 Lynn Betts | am definitely AGAINST using the utility easement route as proposed. An existing RR easement prevents the land from being used for anything other than the easement purpose. It is a surface easement and Access
utilizes the actual land surface. A utility easement is effectively either underground, for pipelines, or overhead, for powerlines. As your map shows, these easements are primarily straight, and cut across farm
and timberland on the most direct route. But, as these are basically overhead or underground easements, this doesn't impede the landowner from using the surface of the property for farming and ranching, and
the landowner can freely travel to all parts of their land. Many times, this farmland is bisected by these easements.
If high speed rail were to be built along the utility easement, this would limit or even prohibit the landowner from using his property. The width of these easements needs to be considered and clearance from
the existing pipeline or high power lines must be maintained, probably necessitating widening of the easement, therefore, reducing the landowner's ability to use his property even further. Also, many small
county roads traverse this region, and a high speed rail line would cut many people off. It is economically unfeasible to build overpasses for all of these roads. The wildlife in this area must also be considered.
12/16/2014 |Marlon Sanchez The rail will cut off access to other parts of the city or neighborhoods. Access
12/15.2014 Marty Imagine two partitions dividing the county into three sectors (like the Berlin Wall) separating Ellis County through farms, property, communities, school districts, etc., dividing people and land with limited Access
crossings. They’re using Eminent Domain laws that could render numerous farms inoperable thus lowering their property value, including lost farm production that will ripple through the Ellis County economy.
We were told the rail crossing heights over roads will conform to the TxDOT standards of 18 feet. Yet they could not guarantee that all roads will receive an overpass. Large farm equipment that is over 18 feet
will have a problem. Then there are the Emergency services, police, fire, and ambulance timely accessibility.
12/22/2014 |Marty Hiles Road and Land Accessibility; Access

Fact: 1. The promoters of this HSR when asked about the percentage of roads that would be permitted to have an over pass for traffic and one representative stated only two and other representatives explained
that they could not guarantee that all county roads would have an over pass, because only so many miles are allocated in their budget and plan to be elevated between Dallas and Houston.

Impact: a. Property values could decrease which will hurt community’s tax base. (see Economic Development Impact) b. Emergency Services driving time especially to medical facilities, fire and police
departments.

c. School districts may be divided affecting student allocation boundaries to certain schools and economic hardship for some school districts due to student population changes and loss of property taxes.

d. Forcing families and communities to drive long distance to the next underpass to see family or friends or neighbors that were once accessible in minutes.

d. That all roads that do require an over pass will be TEXDOT standard of 18 Feet in height. Farmers have million dollar farm equipment that is higher than 18ft. They may not have access to maintain their farms.




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
1/13/2015 Mary Anne Piacentini Land fragmentation — Many of the properties on the Katy Prairie and in the rural counties where the bullet train will be constructed are large-scale tracts. Farms and ranches cannot survive if a bullet train goes |Access
through their property. How will they get tractors from one side of their property to the other? Land fragmentation will also impact habitat for the many wildlife species that use the prairie and lands in other
rural counties.
Loss of access — The high-speed railway network notes that at least 100 miles of the 230-mile railway line will be elevated. What happens to those areas that are not elevated — must vehicles, people, and
wildlife be re-routed around those areas?
1/6/2015 Michele Nicol Our neighborhoods are opposed to the current preferred routes that dissect or impact established urban communities. These routes create an artificial division and barrier in our neighborhoods. Contemporary |Access
urban planning practice favors removal of such barriers and neighborhood re-connectivity for enhanced livable city centers.
HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
11/7/2014 Mike and Janeth Nevill With a power line, landowners can still use the easement. With rail, landowners are blocked out and off of their surface rendering is unusable with no ingress or egress for people or animals alike. HSR cannot Access
afford to elevate it the entire distance so Grimes County residents will have access problems on every piece of property. We have 1200+ feet; our Neighbor has 900 feet; etc. This proposed HSR line will divide
Grimes County into two pieces making access a cumbersome nightmare; again for no benefit. This is the Trans Texas Corridor repackaged into Rail.
These negatives are lessened if HSR follows an existing rail line or highway corridor because most of these issues are already addressed. Saying that the 145 corridor can’t be used because it is not straight enough
is a ridiculous assertion. The HSR in other locations deal with similar situations. They slow down for curves. You don’t need to run 205mph all the time.
12/1/2014 Mike DeBolt Again, collateral damage, like, how do you get from your east forty to the west forty when you've got a high-speed track running down the middle of it? And there's supposed to be a little over a hundred miles [Access
of that two hundred and forty miles that will be elevated. What about the other hundred forty miles? How will people get to their properties?
12/5/2014 Milissa Danysh ... that they will have a way to get to and from their homes, that they will still have access to the the highways, and roads in and out? Will County Road 391 be closed off, or relocated? Access
10/27/2014 [Nora Rabe 5) If the rail's right of way cuts a landowner's property in half, what will be done to facilitate that landowner's access to the other side of his property? Access
1/7/2015 Patrick Mays The route would cut off access to other parts of the city or neighborhoods unless all North/South street crossings of the current railroad are maintained. Access
12/2/2014 Paula , Member of the Leon ISD School Board This is rural county roads that our buses traverse and cross the rail tracks numerous times. We will have to redesign our routes in order to get children to the school and make riding the buses longer for them. [Access
We already have children that catch buses before 6:30 am. Also — as a landowner — it will destroy habitat and devalue property.
1/9/2015 Penny Leas Unsightly elevated train track platform running over or very near neighborhood homes, OR an at-grade train track system that requires huge, high walls to protect pedestrians and children from access to the Access
tracks Neighborhood access — concerns that we’ll be much more limited in access to and from the neighborhood with the train infrastructure present
1/7/2015 Peter Oconnor Substantial decreased access in and out of the area: Judge Eckles admitted at the December 18, 2014 meeting held at the Houston Council on Alcohol and Drugs that cross streets such as Oak Forest Drive, Golf, [Access
Alba, and Brinkman could be closed due to the cost and difficulty of adding so many rail over passes in the Oak Forest area. This poses a safety issue due the reduced ability of Fire and Ambulance to reach the
affected homes and businesses.
My family and Father in Law regularly travel cross streets on Alba, Golf, Brinkman, and Oak Forest in our travels through out Oak Forest. Restricting these cross streets brings a major travel disruption to our
ability to safely and easily travel through out the Oak Forest area.
1/9/2015 Polly Bonilla My husband and | bought retirement property in Flynn, Texas almost 3 years ago. We love the quite, wildlife and openness of our property. This was our dream for years to own and in rural Texas. The only way |Access
in to our property is to cross railroad tracks for freight trains now we've learned the HSR is going to be close to the existing tracks. | can only imagine what this is going to do to our peaceful property. We live in
Spring now and drive to Flynn almost every weekend to get away and the thought of a bullet train speeding at the edge of our hard earned retirement property is troubling at the least.
I will retire from United Airlines so I'd rather have people fly to/from Dallas.
1/9/2015 Randy Odinet HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
12/4/2014 Ray Wood Cuts county from north to south. Access to property will be more difficult. Access
1/8/2015 Reid Covington A linear transport system corridor is likely to have a significant impact on: Broad and significant impacts on route pass troughs Access
1/7/2015 Renae van Zeelst literally divide and barricade neighborhoods that have worked so hard to become inclusive, safe and cohesive Access
cut off emergency and bus routes for these highly populated areas
12/8/2014 Reverend Gayle G. Grubbs limited crossing points, disruption of vehicular traffic, difficulty of access from one side of the rail line to the other, loss of productive land, and absolutely no benefit to the residents of Grimes County. The Access
guaranteed harm completely outweighs any pie-in-the-sky potential benefits. Please cease and desist this ill-advised, irresponsible, wanton destruction of God's green and pleasant land here in Grimes County.
12/2/2014 Rhonda Jordan Citizens -- the cities of Waller, Hempstead and Prairie View will be effectively cut off from easy access. Don't let them tell you they're going to run every little road across, because they're not. In other words, Access
Magnolia Road won't cut through. | don't expect 2920 will. | think it will be like 290 and 1488, and that's your access. Waller ISD will have untold added expense, access to Turlington and Roberts Road
elementaries.
1/8/2015 Richard Hatcher HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
1/8/2015 Richard Irwin It will close access to many county roads, delaying emergency response (Fire, Ambulance, Law Enforcement). It will divide and render some land inaccessible/unusable for generational family owned property, [Access
retirement/investment property and quiet country escapes from these types of modernizations.
12/1/2014 Ronnie Caldwell Another concern would be existing roads. | asked a question, you know, before the meeting about the existing roads. Will all existing roads be maintained as is without any shut down or rerouted? | didn't get an [Access
answer. That's a critical question. Another question would be on future roads, future growth. You know, with these two rail paths cutting our county, it's got to impact us in a negative way. Another comment is
that you have two Metroplex areas that gain from it. And what's in between, | don't see the gain for it. You know, | just don't see the gain for us in Ellis County. | just don't see it, so I'd like to have the roads
addressed.
12/11/2014 |Sandy Cykoski Our roads will have to be reconfigured and rerouted around this mess and | know you know that fact, who pays for this, the county and residents Access
What about emergency services, fire, ambulances, how will they get around this mess in a timely manner
12/4/2014 Scott Smith The introduction of a high speed rail corridor through a predominantly rural area will introduce noise and vibration, and will bi-furcate the existing network of roads in many locations, resulting in a negative Access
overall impact on transportation, emergency services, and quality of life for those in the affected area. Airline routes, airport infrastructure, and interstate transportation corridors already exist. They should be
carefully examined and studied, to determine how much of the forecasted congestion they could relieve, and then the do-nothing alternative could more fairly represent whether or not there is sufficient
benefit/cost ratio to justify the taking of private property and the disruption of so many lives of local residents and land owners. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
12/1/2014 Shane Easterling Okay. So my next question. If that line goes through -- that red one. | can't remember the name -- the BNSF in - it costs us how many county roads, do you know? From Robertson and from Robbins to Flynn, to  |Access

Normangee all the way back towards 21. How many county roads does it cross? Do you know that? This EIS, are we going to personally get a copy of it? Is there a legal




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
1/8/2015 Shelley Rogers | also am very concerned about the effect on rural landowners for all the reasons that have been stated by them and their advocates. | simply cannot see bisecting rural areas and entire counties and effectively |Access
closing roads with this walled- or fenced-off HSR track which the rural residents will not even get to use. That is pretty Marie Antoinette-like of TCR and other supporters of these two routes under consideration.
It is shameful.
1/8/2015 Steve Scharzbach HSR requires dedicated track in existing corridors for 200mph travel speeds. Routing HSR on grade along these preferred routes would cut off major arterial streets feeding into freeway systems both in and out |Access
of our Central Business District (CBD). This would severely impede emergency routes, bus routes and vehicular traffic connectivity.
10/23/2014 |Tami Merrick One of the routes in Houston dissects urban neighborhoods and cuts of emergency vehicle routes and bus routes. | think it is absurd that this project has come so far without public input and more public input. It|Access
is abuse of the states power to use eminent domain in my opinion. Putting a 200 mile per hour train in residential neighborhood is absurd!
1/8/2015 Tinabeth Keaslin A linear transport system corridor is likely to have a significant impact on: Broad and significant impacts on route pass troughs Access
1/13/2015 Valerie W Johnson There were no examples to show the citizens how the public will be able to get from the north side to the south side. So much was lacking in this meeting, so many of the attendees is against this project Access
because the real intent seems not to be serving all but a select few. A vote not to have high rail going the Independence Height Area.
11/11/2014 |Virginia Taylor Plus, many people will have their driveways blocked and will not have a way to get out to go to work, the doctor, or church, and emergency vehicles such as ambulances, fire trucks, and school buses won't be Access
able to get in.
12/1/2014 Wenona Taylor The other potential route that looks like it follows the high line is going to cut through a piece of property that has been in my family for nearly 200 years, and it will literally cut it in half so that we would have to |Access
access our property from two entirely different sides. It would be a long drive to access it from both sides, and it's currently mostly untouched. | mean, there's cattle on it; but there's not much else there, and we
had always intended to leave it that way.
12/5/2014 Wesley Bonner Concerns if using the utility option: 2. Loss of CR 302 (Grimes) Access
1/9/2015 Amelia Strickling What about pollution? Light pollution? Air Quality
1/7/2015 Anthony Marke, Armida R. Blue, Arnie Kilk, Basil |It is vitally important to study the pollution impact Air Quality
Paudel, Chris Harrell, David Eric Blue, Donna
Young, Ella Shepard, G W Boatman, Gabriel C
Baller, Garrett Brand, John C. Bess, Kaitlyn
Stewart, Kathy Watson, Keith Wingate, Kenneth
Watson, Kirk Pennington, Lei Qian, Lois E Koenig,
Mary Lois Thibodeaux, Melissa Fallon, Mike Bice,
Patti Stem, Phyllis Wingate, R. Marie Kampbell,
Rebeca Chavez, Robert G Tipton, Scott Lancaster,
Tami Lancaster, Terry Young, Thomas O Norton,
Zach Sample
12/1/2014 Brandt Mannchen/Sierra Club After a review of the information found on the website the Sierra Club has a number of issues/concerns. Some of these issues/concerns include: Air Quality
1. In general, the Sierra Club is in favor of high-speed rail (HSR) due to its energy efficiency and the role it plays in reducing car/truck and airplane travel over long distances between Houston and Dallas over the
long-term. The FRA should provide to the public an analysis of the air pollutants emitted from this HSR system versus car/truck and airplane systems that will be displaced by this HSR. This analysis should
include construction, operation, maintenance, repair, and replacement air pollutant emissions and any air pollutant emissions from associated facilities of each of these transportation systems. Air pollutants
considered include, at a minimum, sulfur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen oxides (NOx), particulate matter, carbon monoxide (CO), carbon dioxide (CO2), and volatile organic compounds (VOC), which along with NOx,
create ozone.
1/8/2015 Brooke Fernandez How does HSR plan to offset the carbon footprint of its building and function? Air Quality
At the meeting on January 5th, no rebuttal was given to the concerns of noise, disruption, or loss of property value. Instead, the reasons for choosing the route were reiterated, suggesting that the problems are
something that will have to be lived with. Who has the ultimate oversight for saying the cost of the problems cited by concerned citizens outweighs the benefit of following a route along residential areas?
My biggest concern is that policy makers have already decided or will decide that this project's potential benefits clearly outweigh its costs before truly thorough, effective, and comprehensive study is made and
processed by those policy makers.
12/1/2014 Cathy Nichols Bottom Line: The train will not help with reduction of pollution since it is very energy-intensive. Air Quality
Chad Prior Under EPA’s rules, will this HSR ROW be considered public receptor points for air modeling analysis? Air Quality
12/30/2014 |George Farish | think the EIS should address CO2 emissions based on fuel source mix for electricity for electric train. Air Quality
What is avoided cost for air pollution abatement and avoided cost to reduce traffic congestion ( car and air travel separately and combined )?
10/31/2014 |Glenn Beckendorff ... pollution levels... Air Quality
1/10/2015 J.E. Thomas Air Air Quality
Describe the models, assumptions, and methodology used to determine ridership, the anticipated reductions in vehicular traffic between Dallas and Houston, and related air quality effects.
Describe air emissions from the train(s). Address NAAQS in particular. Describe how these emissions contribute to conditions in non-attainment areas.
1/9/2015 Jaunda Payne Are there any environmental impacts on the air quality, soil quality, etc.? Air Quality
12/29/2014 |Keli Call It is vitally important to study the pollution impact, Air Quality
11/11/2014 |M. B. Zumwalt effect on environment, healt,safety and property values Air Quality
We now also experience loud and prolonged train whistles in the middle of the night, so | would expect the noise level will intensify if this route is used. Also what will the exhaust, dust and waste settling on our
hayfields, fruit trees and livestock be? What will the structural damage be to my home and barns located 300 feet from existing tracks? What environmental damage will be done to existing ponds. And what
health concerns are possible to future generations?
| agree the high speed railway will be of great benefit to the citizens of Dallas and Houston, and | hope that, if this proposal proceeds, the route chosen will consider the impact on the rural citizens and future
land owners that reside between these areas.
1/7/2015 Melinda Hughes To add, this road will destroy trees and vegetation that remove CO2 from the air and, thus, eliminates greenhouse gas that the Federal Government claims is responsible for climate change Air Quality
11/7/2014 Mike and Janeth Nevill In addition, the emissions from the gas turbine powered train will adversely affect our trees, the cattle, our lake and us not to mention the noise and the wind rush. Most people in Grimes County either grew up |Air Quality

in the country and stayed or moved here for the peace and quiet.
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12/3/2014

Mr. Swirscz

The electricity with coal burning power rigs. You're going to have to burn that much more coal in the first place. So you're not really saving much on the air pollution.

Air Quality

1/8/2015

Nazih Nasir

We do not want the pollution...

Air Quality

11/14/2014

Rebeca Chavez

Have the following effects been considered while planning the implementation of the railroad in this county?
various climate changes, increase of ozone holes, acid rains and extinction of plant and animal species

Air Quality

1/8/2015

Reid Covington

Some concerns that should must [be] addressed and studied: It is vitally important to study the pollution impact

Air Quality

1/9/2015

Sheila Briones

Assessment of the environmental impacts of this project and how it will affect... air quality...

Air Quality

11/30/2014

Susan Jaworski

Will the train produce any particulate matter that could be released into the soil or air (e.g. brake pad or mechanical dust, dust produced by friction with the tracks, actual releases from the trains, etc.)?

Air Quality

1/8/2015

Tinabeth Keaslin

Some concerns that should must [be] addressed and studied: It is vitally important to study the pollution impact

Air Quality

1/8/2015

Abbey Peckis

In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

ACF

| am excited to learn about plans for a high speed rail line connecting Houston and Dallas. However, having grown up in Garden Oaks and having family and friends still living in the neighborhood, | strongly
oppose the two "preferred routes" for the HSR. It makes much more sense to expand the light rail system Houston has already started or to construct a route that is more accessible for the target consumer
market (NOT build a downtown hub).

Previous comments have outlined a number of alternative routes and transportation plans that make a lot more sense--expand the light rail system already in place in the Med Center, build an HSR network
outside the Loop or along freeway corridors so that it is actually accessible to the target audience, etc. | fully support these suggestions. Previous comments have also detailed the dubious quality of data used to
defend the HSR plan. | echo their suspicion and criticism. It seems that "evidence" in favor of this plan is thin at best, and misleading at worst.

In short, it does not make sense to build the HSR along either "preferred route". Current plans will prevent safe, affordable, and centrally-located neighborhoods in the heart of historic Houston from flourishing.
In fact, they may possibly destroy the kind of closely-knit communities we should be encouraging to grow. Remember the golden rule, which strengthens the social and economic fabric of our city today and
ensures a brighter tomorrow: Treat our homes as you would like yours to be treated.

Alternatives

1/13/0215

Adam Burns and Karla Olvera

| am writing to you as a Houston Texas Oak Forrest homeowner to inform you of my opposition for the BNFS Option | ("the proposed tracks") High-Speed Rail ("HSR") route under consideration of Federal
Railroad Administration and Texas Department of Transportation. | am not opposed to the implementation of HSR between Houston and Dallas, but | believe this route would negatively impact my community.
There are better route choices (e.g., I-45 Alignment, J-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment,290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities and should be considered over the BNFS
Option 1.

Alternatives

12/8/2014

Adlan B. Sadler

Please let this letter serve as NOTICE that Montgomery County supports the High Speed Rail project but only on the 1-45 Corridor. | just received the proposed map or proposed routes through West
Montgomery County. Please let it be known that Montgomery County is TOTALLY OPPOSED to this alignment and thus the project in its entirety unless of a route change.

Alternatives

11/14/2014

Agency

Utility Alternative: Provides opportunities to connect with a new transit center proposed as part of Transit System Reimagining within the vicinity of the Northwest Mall. Additional bus service connections linking
this area to the Northwest Transit Center would likely need to be provided to improve access to the Uptown and and I-10 Corridors.

Downtown area station sites should be considered within the vicinity of Houston Avenue, UH-Downtown, or the US Post Office Site. In addition, the existing Purple/Green Line light rail lines could be extended to
serve a station at this location. A station located near the UH-Downtown would enable passengers to access the existing Red Line light rail service via the UH-Downtown Station. It is very important that any final
location have efficient connections to LRT and the local bus network to distribute large loads of passengers to their final destinations. Local bus services would also be able to serve this site.

A portion of the Utility Alternative lies within a commuter rail corridor proposed by the Gulf Coast Rail District (GCRD). Please identify how the high speed rail service will interact with or avoid the commuter rail
service.

BNSF Option 1 Alternative: Downtown area station terminus sites should be considered at the same locations as above. Consider secondary station site near underpass with Highway 249 to provide another
option for patrons on far northwest side of town.

METRO’s involvement: There were a few public comments concerning the role of HSR in conjunction with METRO. In addition, several comments were made regarding how the proposed high speed rail line will
interface with the broader regional transit system. The general public may be looking for a statement on METRO policy regarding connection with or to planned high speed rail or commuter rail services.
Similarly, Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART) leaders are working on “a three-pronged approach to increase rail lines, streetcar routes, and downtown train capacity” in preparation for the opening of the Houston
to Dallas high-speed rail line in 2021. My contact information is listed below if you need additional information.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Alexandra Orzeck

| believe the BNSF option 1 is the better option. Clearly as it enters Houston, it impacts more industrial districts. | am a resident of First Ward and | live directly across the street from the utility alternative line. |
am strongly opposed to the rail project coming through the First Ward district. | believe it would negatively impact my living situation. | know the First Ward has a strong civic association, and most who live in
the neighborhood agree with my point of view. (who are on the civic association). NO high speed RAIL LINE through First Ward.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Alicia Nuzzie

4. The Texas Central Railway website provided unsuported reasoning for choosing the two preferrred routes. No data analysis was available. Rather, what was presented were self fulfilling. The proposed route
through Oak Forest is full of tunnels... all the way through Texas will make the HSR less then high speed. 7. | oppose the HSR as proposed. Pertaining to inner city Housotn (inside Beltway 8) why wouldn't you
choose option 2 ofer option 1. Northwest Mall Terminus! | support HSR, but if more viable not option 1 thorugh Oak Forest, Garden Oaks.... (selfish, but preferred.)

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Alicia Nuzzie

This route only benefits one part of our city - the downtown area. Both routes currently being considered would travel into only one section of Houston without much connectivity to other parts where Houston
has seen tremendous business growth in recent years (i.e. the Energy Corridor 1-10 West, Uptown Park 610 Loop, Galleria 610 Loop, Woodlands 1-45 North). If the routes were stopped outside of our urban
communities, like at the 610 Loop or Beltway, | believe it would provide riders better access to these other areas.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Alison Tyler

It is vital to have more railway connections between cities to minimize car traffic and therefore also air pollution.
Therefore, it would be best to build such a rail route in areas that are already urbanized. A possible option is to design routes that go over, rather than through, freeway traffic, as Dallas has done with its intra-
city rail.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Allison Drobniak

Why are termination destinations like the Northwest Mall (I-10 / 610N intersection) not considered more feasible locations than termination in the Houston downtown? Houston has 4 major “hubs” of business
activity: Downtown, Galleria, Energy Corridor (I-10W), The Woodlands / Greenspoint. How is Downtown arrived at in selection of termination?

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Allison Drobniak

| am writing to you to express my sincere concern with the Texas Central Railway’s (TCR) proposed routes for a high speed rail (HSR) in my area. | am opposed to this project for many reasons and have
significant concerns as outlined below. concerns outlined below, the most alarming to me is that TCR states that the routes are still under discussion and have not been finalized; however there is nothing to
deny that the project is close to a final route selection.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Allison Matney

On the Texas Central website itself, there is a claim: "...desire to avoid densely populated areas will require occasional deviations from current rail and road alignments". So if there is a desire to do so, why is the
current favored route right through densely populated areas, such as Garden Oaks and Oak Forest?

The preferred route of Texas Central Railway is not the only option. It's just the cheapest. When asked why this particular route was favored over four others out of the city, Eckels said it was a matter of
cost/profit. There were alternate routes available that would not destroy residents' peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods (Interstate 45, Hardy Tollroad, Hempstead Highway, utility easements),
but they would be more expensive to build and thus reduce investor profit. Residents in Garden Oaks and our neighbors in Oak Forest are struggling with why a neighborhood would be chosen for this project
when there are non-neighborhood options. This isn't just about our neighborhoods, its about a request to build where there are no neighborhoods.

Alternatives




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
1/7/2015 Allyne Awad | am vehemently opposed to the proposed routes by TCR / Houston. Please look to other industrial area routes along the Hardy Toll Road or 45 - routes that would go to The Woodlands as they want the raillllll [Alternatives
TCR is only concerned about the cheapest way to do things and that is by ruining our neighborhoods. PLEASE HEAR US - PLEASE DO NOT AGREE TO THE CURRENT PROPOSED ROUTES (Washington or 34th
Street.)
1/9/2015 Allyson Faist Why would you place a train station downtown when it is the most difficult to travel to, has limited to no parking, few if any services? Why would you not partner with Metro and other services, move the train |Alternatives
outside of neighborhoods and begin where you have park and ride areas, e.g., Northwest mall / Metro area?
1/7/2015 Andrea Hillegeist Please be advised that | am a long time resident of the Garden Oaks subdivision in Houston, Texas. PLEASE do not run your railway through my neighborhood. | am completely, 100% against it and oppose the |Alternatives
idea entirely. Run it along the I-45 corridor!
1/10/2015 Anne Fruge Previous comments have outlined a number of alternative routes and transportation plans that make a lot more sense--expand the light rail system already in place in the Med Center, build an HSR network Alternatives
outside the Loop or along freeway corridors so that it is actually accessible to the target audience, etc. | fully support these suggestions. Previous comments have also detailed the dubious quality of data used to
defend the HSR plan. | echo their suspicion and criticism. It seems that "evidence" in favor of this plan is thin at best, and misleading at worst.
1/7/2015 Anthony Marke, Armida R. Blue, Arnie Kilk, Basil |PLEASE CONSIDER AND ANALYZE AS SPECIFIED THE FOLLOWING REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT AS PART OF THE EIS PROCESS THE NO BUILD OR NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. Alternatives
Paudel, Chris Harrell, David Eric Blue, Donna
Young, Ella Shepard, G W Boatman, Gabriel C
Baller, Garrett Brand, John C. Bess, Kaitlyn
Stewart, Kathy Watson, Keith Wingate, Kenneth
Watson, Kirk Pennington, Lei Qian, Lois E Koenig,
Mary Lois Thibodeaux, Melissa Fallon, Mike Bice,
Patti Stem, Phyllis Wingate, R. Marie Kampbell,
Rebeca Chavez, Robert G Tipton, Scott Lancaster,
Tami Lancaster, Terry Young, Thomas O Norton,
Zach Sample
11/20/2014 |Ashley Martindale | am also a rural landowner who will be impacted. The peace and quiet we have worked our lives to build will now be interrupted by the sound of a train. | could have just paid a lot less and lived next to an Alternatives
already existing train. How exactly will | be reimbursed for my loss of property value? | really don't think its possible. A corridor along 45 (an existing thoroughfare) would make more sense than cutting through
rural ranch and farm land. I'm a concerned landowner. | hope our voices will be heard.
1/6/2015 Barbara Walker As a citizen of Grimes County and a local county official | am opposed to High Speed Rail in or rather thru our county. | think there are other options such as the 145 corridor you can choose besides the two Alternatives
routes that are currently proposed to run thru our rich precious landside. There are other counties chopping at the bit to have this project run thru their area. This project has little or no advantages to the
citizens of this area that would ultimately be the ones paying such a high price for disrupting our way of life and our rural environment. If you must build take it to areas that want it, WE DON'T!
1/7/2015 Barbara Wheelis | live in the Inwood Forest Subdivision. | am in total support of the Houston to Dallas High Speed Rail. | believe in the free enterprise system! | hope the negative response from the various neighborhoods, civic |Alternatives
associations and management districts is off set by the few that have come out in support. | personally know several neighbors that are in support of the project, but for whatever reason do not choose to voice
their opinion. My only wish, is going forward, when the market presents the opportunity, for a stop midway between Dallas and Houston for at least one or two trains a day to service that area. Again, | am in
support of this project. | wish you well
1/9/2015 Barbars Sims There are alternative routes along highway corridors that make more sense and | encourage you to choose one of them if it is to go forward. Alternatives
12/22/2014 |BARTON Certainly it makes more sense to have the hub of the high speed rail be either at Bush International Airport or Downtown & have the train run along the tracks at Hardy toll road or along I-10 or I-45 especially if |Alternatives
it is an elevated train when in the city limits.
1/8/2015 Bem McCosh Furthermore, | do not understand why the high-speed rail system needs to run to downtown. Currently, the people who travel between Dallas and Houston do so by air or drive, with their decision based upon [Alternatives
either cost or convenience. | have seen nothing to show that the cost to travelers will be much less than traveling by air. Building a high-speed rail system into downtown would be disruptive to the community,
costly, and likely would require the demolition of downtown landmarks to make room for a station. Running the line to a point outside of downtown Houston, where travelers could connect with the developing
Metrorail system for travel throughout the city, would better serve Houston and make better use of the systems already being put into place.
1/9/2015 Ben Crabb | am strongly in favor of the current proposal by Texas Central Railway to build High Speed Rail service between Houston and Dallas, Texas. | strongly favor the proposed routing, in the immediate Houston area, |Alternatives

which would route the service generally along the routing of Highway US 290 and Hempstead Road adjacent to existing Union Pacific rail lines. | am strongly in favor of a train stop station, if not a route terminus
station, to be built in the area generally southwest of the currently existing Northwest Mall Shopping Center which is located immediately west of the intersections of Interstate Highway (IH) Loop 610 and
Highway US 290. A rail station at this location would provide for easy connection to the existing Metro Northwest Transfer Center which in turn would provide for easy bus, or other ground transportation,
connections to the developing business infrastructure across Houston: 1.)The Westheimer/Galleria area using the Bus Rapid Transit System currently actively being developed between the Galleria area and the
Metro Northwest Transfer Center, 2.) Ground connections to extensive existing and planned-to-be-developed office buildings along the so called Energy Corridor along IH-10 West in the Beltway 8 Highway area
and 3.) In the event construction of high speed rail service into Houston Downtown proper is delayed, or never comes to exist, the same convenient access to the Metro Northwest Transfer Center would provide
for easy ground connections into the sprawling Houston Central Business District with some ground connection being needed in any event even if the High Speed Rail terminus station is ultimately built nearer
that district.

Ultimately, of course, the existing business plan for High Speed Rail calls for a routing into or very near the Houston Downtown business district. Routing along the US 290/Hempstead Road route would provide
at least two options for reaching downtown subsequent to a Northwest Mall station: 1) Along the existing Union Pacific rail line inside Loop 610, as currently proposed or 2.) Along IH-10 inside Loop 610 into
downtown Houston thus avoiding much existing resistance by residents along the inside-Loop 610 Union Pacific rail line routing.

As additional business cases for this US 290/Hempstead Road routing: 1. It should also be noted that establishing Commuter Rail service along the US-290/Hempstead Corridor to the ever expanding residential
and business areas in Jersey Village and Waller, TX and points further northwest has been an identified priority for some time. Construction of High Speed Rail, along the majority of this routing, as is currently
proposed, could essentially fulfill the Commuter Rail function need through utilization of Texas Central Railway equipment. 2.) Building High Speed Rail lines along this corridor, as proposed, would develop
infrastructure along a significant portion of the routing that could subsequently be extended to provide service to the Austin, Texas area and ultimately connection to government proposed passenger rail service
serving the San Antonio, Austin and Dallas corridor. 3.) While the Texas Central Railway projects the typical user of their High Speed Rail would be business travelers, it should not be ignored that the Galleria
Area in Houston is, in fact, a shopping and tourist destination in itself so a convenient station and link to that area should not be disregarded from a business standpoint. Shopping and dining in the Houston
Galleria could become an easy get-away day trip for Dallas residents. | will submit that the alternative proposed routing of High Speed Rail service basically along the BNSF rail routing in the immediate Houston
area does not meet any of the above needs as well as the US 290 routing.

Between the two proposed alternatives the US 290, Hempstead Road, existing Union Pacific rail line corridor stands out as the clear preferred business choice.




Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
1/5/2015 Bert Keller, Gulf Coast Rail District The Gulf Coast Rail District (GCRD) submitted detailed comments on the proposed Dallas to Houston High Speed Rail project on September 12, 2014. This letter serves as Alternatives
an addendum. Since the September 12 submittal, Texas Central Railway has held public meetings and released maps of proposed route alternatives and station locations. The TCR proposed routes into the
Houston central business district are consistent with several of the routes previously studied by GCRD. However, it is important to note that one of the final alignments reviewed by GCRD is not shown in the TCR
alternatives. GCRD urges that the environmental process include IH-10 as a possible route into downtown Houston.
The IH-10 route examined in the 2014 GCRD Regional Commuter Rail Study has the least impact on residential properties and established Houston neighborhoods. Since it
has been shown as a feasible alternative for passenger rail access to downtown Houston, the IH-10 option merits serious consideration for high speed rail access to downtown
Houston also.
Although there is local support for high speed rail, limitation of impacts on established residential areas is a high priority for Houston area officials. GCRD developed and
reviewed the IH-10 alternative to minimize public impacts. With public interest and public benefit its focus, the Federal Railroad Administration should include the IH-10
option in the final phase of environmental work for development of high speed rail into Houston.
[sic] can provide technical details regarding the GCRD Regional Commuter Rail Study. She can be reached at [sic].
1/7/2015 Beth Jez This railway can be built along existing major roadways like |-45. Alternatives
1/7/2015 Beth Stegle These systems belong in high speed freeway corridors or industrial zones rather than in residential neighborhoods. Alternatives
12/30/2014 |Beverly Laubach | believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few Alternatives
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion. Instead, an
alternative routing through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.
In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.
11/10/2014 |Beverly Wilson - Leon County Resolution Resolution Whereas, the Texas Central High Speed Railway, LLC is proposing to operate and run a thigh-speed bullet train non-stop through Leon County while traveling between Houston and Dallas/Ft. Worth; |Alternatives
Be it resolved, that Leon County Commissioners Court does not believe it to be in the best interest of the county to support such a venture. Signed on the 10th day of November, 2014 County Judge
1/9/2015 Bill Purdy | am writing to you to express my complete opposition to the construction of any high speed rail through Waller County Texas. Alternatives
12/4/2014 Billy J Hintzel | am not against the train. |just think it should leave Houston west to Austin Co. then turn north through Brazos Co to Dallas. This would take it to Bryan-College Station, who wants this train. | see no benefit |Alternatives
for Grimes Co. Use the counties that want it.
12/2/2014 Bob Arndt | believe the safest and least invasive [intrusive] route would be to utilize existing utility easements. Alternatives
12/4/2014 Bob McDaniel Alternative routes are very disruptive to communities, schools, subdivisions, ranches, and ordinary homeowners. You want to build a rail, you need to try the I-45 corridor. It's the best possible route to eliminate |Alternatives
so much opposition to parallel on a follow out of I-45 as much as possible. The route of I-45 was engineered about 65 years ago to limit environment
impact. Mostly businesses would need to be relocated, not homes. Grade separation is easy for freeways to implement. Landfill berms could be used to gradually elevate trains to allow for a straighter track. 30
seconds, you got it.
1/8/2015 Bob McDaniel The Texas DOT and various railway rights of way currently exist, which while not necessary ideal for your purposes, could be utilized for a significantly reduced impact on the lives and property of those currently |Alternatives
being effected. The existing 145 right of way and the proximity of existing rail right of way as well as the Hardy Toll Rd right of way and the adjacent train right of way are much better choices for the people of
Harris county and Houston. This route has a 75 year old environmental impact study which has a proven and continuously updated imprint. 1-45 is currently in the process of being widened from downtown to
the Woodlands area and this railway if built at all should utilize this route.
11/1/2014 Bob Rose | attended your Houston presentation. | would seriously reconsider the I-45 corridor even if it costs a bit more. | think Texans are set in their ways when it comes to their love affair with cars and roads. If the Alternatives
train ran up and down the I-45 corridor, stubborn Texans who drive Dallas-Houston will see the train speed past them multiple times during their 4 hour drive. Sooner rather then later they will give the train a
try and love it. | lived in Japan and know first hand the benefits of high speed rail. Additionally, travelers seeing the train speed past them up and down I-45 would be the best advertising the TCR could ask for.
You could save a lot of money in your future advertising budgets.
If the train traveled on the BNSF or Utility easements | am afraid if it is out of site it will be out of mine. You ridership growth would be slower and your advertising budget would be higher. Texans need to see
the benefits as they get passed by the train on their drives between Dallas-Houston.
The BNSF and Utility easements might be the easiest routes short term for regulation and environmental reasons, but sometimes the easiest is not always the best. You may want to add intermediate stations in
the future. There are many more towns along I-45 for that option.
High speed rail is long over due in Texas and the United States, but it's success will hinge on getting it right the very first time. It will be a catalyst for additional lines across the state and country.
10/27/2014 |Brad McCaleb Will TCR consider a combination alignment with segments from the BNSF & utility alignments depending on the results of this EIS, Public comments, & local leveraging? Alternatives
10/28/2014 |Brandi Biggerstaff Where in pinehurst is this being proposed? Alternatives
11/15/2014 |Bruce and Shirley Thomas We came to the meeting expecting to get answers, but we were told "we don't know yet" as to the exact location of the proposed rail west of Richland, and the map showing the BNSF Option 1 and the Utility Alternatives

Alignment Option 2 came together and overlapped, so someone should know where the lines intersected, i.e. the location. Before the meeting on October 22, during the meeting, and after the meeting, my
inquiries were received with vague answers. One engineer did tell me the location was near an electric transmission line. Since we have 2 large Oncor transmission lines within 2 miles of each other, and since
our property is located between transmission towers, we have natural concern.

Thinking that since October 22, you might be more exacting on the rail location, we contacted Mr. Darwin Myers with Tx Dot in Corsicana and he was kind enough to contact you asking for more exact
information on the rail location. We gave him the latitude and longitude info on our ranch. As | understand, your reply was "no clear route designated. The route is generic now and no definite route as yet".
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11/13/2014

Bruce C. Tough

Federal law requires that the project be engineered to limit landowner and environmental impact. To the extent possible, the EIS must provide a way forward for the project with the least amount of disruption
to the public. Because this will be a major concern, the Township asks that the IH-45 corridor be included among the routes to be studied as an option for the project in the EIS. While the IH-45 corridor was
initially included as a route option prior to the FRA public scoping session(s), it was then eliminated by FRA and TxDOT, at the request of TCR, without public input as it was not among the two routes offering the
lowest capital costs of construction. The Township believes that a rigorous evaluation of the IH-45 corridor for the proposed project can provide a way forward and minimize the need to acquire private property
for the rail line. Existing right of way and utility easements along IH-45 can be used to lessen impact on the need to acquire private property under state or federal law. Further, this corridor has very promising
rail commuter potential which could possibly more than justify the higher capital cost of this route. The Township believes that TCR is not against the IH-45 route or adding commuter rail services if it serves to
enhance their business plan through a public/private partnership agreement.

A rail alignment close to IH-45 could enhance the ability to include new local commuter stations along the route. By tying in with HSR services, it could further enhance HSR and vice versa as well as providing
significant congestion relief on IH-45.

Because this is a private project, station locations for the high-speed rail route must be driven by consumer demand and economics. To the extent they would not be prohibitively expensive or environmentally
unworkable, more than one station should be considered in both Houston and Dallas. A station location outside of the city centers locations could be effective for interconnecting rail passengers to existing
public transit.

A Houston north region station would accommodate passengers that would not otherwise travel to downtown Houston for boarding because of the travel time from their residence to the city center. A station
located north of Houston can be served by the existing highway system using the Houston Intercontinental Airport model. Consequently, the north station must be located to provide customers the ability to
travel by car to the station due to absence of public transit. The Township suggests that a station located near the Grand Parkway would be a logical location to attract and accommodate passengers from areas
east, west and north of downtown Houston. A suggested location would be at a point where the Grand Parkway, IH-45 and Hardy Toll Road intersect in North Harris and South Montgomery Counties.

In summary, The Woodlands Township asks that FRA and TxDOT develop a viable plan for high-speed rail service between Houston and Dallas supported by the project Environmental Impact Statement. The
Township further asks that an IH-45 alignment be included and considered for implementation during the EIS process with consideration of a passenger station located to accommodate passengers in the area
substantially north of downtown Houston, with potential consideration for also adding commuter rail. Removing some IH-45 commuter traffic would produce large and significant environmental benefits and, in
a public/private partnership, possibly more than justify the higher capital costs. The Township does not want to see this opportunity foreclosed until the combined commuter and HSR potential has been
examined.

These comments are submitted on behalf of The Woodlands Township Board of Directors.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Bruce Sanderson

| am a resident of Garden Oaks and | am very concerned about the proposed route of the High Speed Rail through my neighborhood. | cannot believe that this super structure will potentially be built in our
community at the cost of our home values, quality of life, and safety of our children.

Shouldn’t a massive infrastructure such as this be built in along a freeway (i.e., I-45 or Hardy Tollway) or other industrial area? Why are we routing a high speed train through a neighborhood?? It makes no
sense, except that it is convenient for the ones who stand to profit.

| am especially upset about the lack of public notice. | feel like this is being back-doored into our community with no real concern for us. Will we even be compensated for the affect on our home and land
values?

I am all for High Speed Rail if it is implemented in a way that does not impact communities such as ours. Please register my disapproval for this project as being proposed.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Burke J Landry

NO Build Option@

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Carl Bruce

. As a Houston resident and Harris County taxpayer, | would strongly urge all of the principal agencies to plan an alternate route, possibly Hempstead, 1-45 or Hardy. Thank you for your consideration

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Carl Bruce

As a Houston resident and Harris County taxpayer, | would strongly urge all of the principal agencies to plan an alternate route, possibly Hempstead, 1-45 or Hardy.

Alternatives

1/12/2015

Carol Caul

Lack of disclosure of analysis and methods to derive the 2 current remaining alternatives. Choosing to route a project of this magnitude through several extensive, established neighborhood areas because the 2
chosen routes pose “the least impacts” is probably not an economically or environmentally defensible statement. Just because URS has picked two alternatives and a stoplight poster does not mean those two
are optimal. There certainly was no disclosure or discussion what was meant by the statement that these routes posed the least impacts. CTC does not know what the term “impacts” means in this context. At
least two CTC members think the process was designed to eliminate an I-45 corridor alternative without adequate justification and force the project onto the remaining alternatives.

It is CTC’s understanding that the FRA will choose the route for the project; it needs a better roadmap and metrics to proceed to the DEIS.

In terms of alternate alignments, we would suggest:

An IH-45 route or variant should be reevaluated.

Please reevaluate the all in capital costs, project, ROW and construction easements, and mitigation of neighborhood impacts, for an IH-45 route. The IH-45 Corridor (using the term broadly) was initially proposed
as the route for this type of project; yet for no apparent reason other than a general unquantified and undetailed statement that the two northwest neighborhood routes chosen routes are cheaper, the IH-45
route was removed from consideration. Not all possibilities for ROW involve the railroads. TxDOT is currently treating some Harris Co ROW as its own under MAP for the NHHIP (IH-45 reconstruction). There is no
reason why TCR cannot condemn that surface.

The use of the stoplight summaries without any quantification and metrics about the greater impacts on an |-45 corridor alternative appears to CTC to be a way just to drop this alternative from the project for
reasons other than NEPA or even investor economics.

Examine other paths for piercing the city, and, alternatively, for terminating the project in a location other than downtown, such as the Northwest Mall.

CTC strongly objects to the flight of the downtown businesses to the west side and the hollowing out of our downtown.

CTC strongly objected also to the decimation of Northwest Mall, the one nearby northwest shopping mall that could serve lower income families, in favor of the 290/610 reconstruction, but the damage has been
done. Northwest Mall now needs to be repurposed, and it has been suggested as a major transit hub for several years in Houston. In contrast, it will take years to figure out where to put a terminal downtown
and a route how to get it there. Right now we Houstonians cannot even agree on how to rebuild and reroute highway circulators around downtown. Plus there have to be revenue metrics that would justify
bringing the project all the way downtown, and we just do not see it.

If the HSR must terminate in a downtown location (vs at the Northwest Transit Center), it must not depreciate property values along the route into town, negatively affect current transit routes, or negatively
impact current residents. Further, we want to see that ridership would be significantly higher if the project pushes into downtown.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Carol Garnett

Go to I-45 if you must but they don't want it either. | agree with every comment made at the Navasota meeting. The no build alternative is what citizens of Grimes County want.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Carol Terrett

It is my opinion that one of Houston’s 4 main corridors should be the preferred route.

Alternatives

12/24/2014

Carrie Robicheaux

This project has always been presented as fitting into the 1-45 corridor. That seemed logical, all of the transportation noise, construction and other associated issues would be contained in a corridor that is
already set aside for / accustomed to that purpose. It now appears this will not be the case. It is unacceptable to gobble up more of our precious open space for a project of this magnitude. Make it work within
the confines of pre-existing corridors.

Alternatives
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10/21/2014 |Catherine Cuellar . Il would prefer to see a station alignment with existing lightrail (DART), streetcar (MATA), or commuter rail (TRE) facilities. | would prefer a route minimizing the condemnation of existing residences and Alternatives
maximizing alignment with existing utility or transportation Right of Way if possible.
12/4/2014 Catherine Walsh | support "No Build" or use 1-45 Alternatives
1/9/2015 Catherine Winkler Please do not run this train through our neighborhood. There are better alternatives that may cost more initially but would be the right thing to do. Alternatives
1/8/2015 Cathy Stephen Could your committee please consider a north side terminal much like an airport? People would drive, park and ride. Alternatives
1/8/2015 Chad Ottaberry I am a landowner in Grimes County Texas and | strongly oppose the railway. Alternatives
12/19/2014 |Charly Kronberger It is devastating that this appears to handled in an underhanded manner - especially that NO scoping meeting was planned for Waller County UNTIL news "hit the streets" and a demand for a local meeting was |Alternatives
made.
| attended the Waller meeting . . . the presentation began with a slide show showing projected traffic on 145 for the next 20 years, and went on to emphasis the need for TRC to approach this project with
profitability in mind. If that is true, then WHY NOT focus on the 135 corridor, where today's traffic is already as bad as what was projected as a possibility on 145 years in the future - AND, profitability could be
assured even more so with ridership swelling on a HSR connecting the D-FW metroplex to MULTIPLE cities: Waco, Austin, San Antonio, and even the Valley beyond.
12/31/2014 |Chris Arnold | support your efforts to implement a high speed rail from Houston to Dallas. That being said, | would like to support the “Utility Alternative” route rather than “BNSF Option 1”. The Utility Alternative appears to |Alternatives
pass along the main rail line in Houston. That seems to be the more sensible approach. Based on scores provided on page 23 of “Dallas to Houston High-Speed Rail Environmental Impact Statement”, it also
appears to be the most logical route (6.6 vs 7.5).
10/23/2014 |Chris King Are there long term (think 2030, 2040, 2050) outlooks to how this corridor of rail transportation once built (assuming it will be) can be expanded to include more localized regional rail transportation for Texas Alternatives
citizens? Where stops in towns become a reality? I've had the opportunity to travel via rail in Germany where | got off my plane in Frankfurt and was able to travel to Munich, Vienna, Budapest, etc. Never once
using a vehicle to get where | needed to go. Texas has an untapped opportunity to create a similar infrastructure of rail that potentially opens the doors of opportunity much wider in other areas such as job
growth, attract new companies, etc. | really hope the Dallas to Houston High-Speed Rail idea isn't closed to just a singular service with so much opportunity in front of it, but rather is a stepping stone into a
whole new way of transportation for Texas!
1/9/2015 Chris Komarek | do not understand why the train needs to run through densely populated residential areas. It seems the most logical route would run next to existing highways, where nearby properties are primarily Alternatives
commercial and there is less impact to the natural environment or residences. This routing would also help the farmers and ranchers whose land would be bisected under the current proposals.
10/23/2014 |Chris Miller What is your projected route for the HSR and are you piggy backing the TransTexas Corridor route? Alternatives
11/22/2014 |Christina Thrift Why won't the train run along 45 - downtown Houston to downtown Dallas? Alternatives
Deciding to put a 150 MPH train in residential areas instead of along a major freeway makes no sense.
Why won't it run on the current tracks along the Hardy Toll Road and 45?

1/6/2015 Christina Windham I- 45 is a better alternative to the high speed rail. It is established, maintained, in the process of widening and funds many businesses and jobs. Alternatives
12/4/2014 Christine Workman Finally, remember that there are three alternatives that FRA can select. This train will displace homeowners, bisect agricultural land, significantly decrease property values, in turn decreasing tax revenue, and Alternatives
destroying wildlife habitat. Therefore, | would encourage that the FRA select the no-build alternative as the best decision for the people of Texas. Thank you.

1/9/2015 Christopher Fruge The two proposed routes both cut through highly populated residential neighborhoods — take a look at the maps. They have apparently abandoned the I-45 route, though this would not have nearly the same Alternatives

impact on quality of life for the residents of Houston. If the choice is decided by higher profit margins for a private corporation, then this violation of the property rights of citizens has no justification. Use
another route.
| hope that they actually listen to us and that this comments page is more than just a ruse to make us believe that they actually care about our opinions.
1/8/2015 Christy In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods.... when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro |Alternatives
shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts. Please do not build on the Utility option, but on the BNSF option instead.
1/8/2015 Cindy Bartos A major source of the the problem lies in the goal of having the train terminate in downtown Houston. There is no infrastructure or space available for such things as parking and car rental. Most Houstonians Alternatives
live outside the immediate downtown area and having a station downtown would add to the major current traffic problem existing today. As an alternative terminal | would like to suggest an area on the
northwest side of town, near the 610 North Loop/ Hwy 290/1-10 intersection. The Northwest Mall, in decline since the closing of the Macy's in 2008 is currently for sale, has a large amount of land available for
parking and is close to the Metro Park and Ride facility. Let's think smart about a project that could put Texas in the forefront of innovative transportation.
1/7/2015 Cindy Falschlehner The rail should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors, or stop before entering long-established urban neighborhoods, where at 50-foot elevated rail line, with trains running every 15 to 30 minutes  |Alternatives
18 hours a day, would lower property values, increase noise and vibration, and severely harm the high-quality livability that these neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve.
12/3/2014 City of Houston Super Neighborhood 22 and Texas Central Railway is currently proposing 2 alternative routes - Red and Yellow Lines inside Houston's Beltway for High Speed Rail. Alternatives
Super Neighborhood 12 TCR's "preferred" Union Pacific alignment, the yellow line on current maps, would follow the existing freight rail corridor south/east from the area of Hempstead Road and the Northwest Transit Center through
Super Neighborhood 22 along Allen Street and either Winter Street or Girard Street. This right of way is constrained by new commercial and residential development to 50' or less in places. It would cross over or
through the proposed 1-45 expansion project into the Hardy yards to reach Houston's CBD.
While shown on TCR's preferred route map as aligning with 610N, the red line would most likely - assuming existing rail right of way is used, as TCR indicates is its intention - be located in the BNSF and utility
corridor north of 34th Street. Combined with the adjoining utility easement this rail right of way provides a route more able to accommodate the width necessary for an additional dual HSR track system. This
route would directly impact some of Houston's oldest neighborhoods abutting the right of way. It could reach the CBD via the Hardy yards.
One of the non-preferred options deleted by TCR would access METRO Rail Main St Line at the Burnett Station by entering the CBD from the Hardy Corridor. Urban neighborhoods suggest and prefer this option
that would place HSR in existing high speed and high volume traffic corridors entering the CBD via IH45 (already scheduled for a rebuild) | 610N | Hardy Yards.\
1/8/2015 Clara Timmerman If you are considering our country environment | do not see how you will allow this monster to come and destroy our land either by being built on or near us. | feel that if the investors are truly interested in Alternatives
congestion on |-45 and then have them build it on that route. The right-of-way is already in place, of course it means more money, well they have it so built it there and do not come and destroy our piece of
Heaven in the country. This HSR will not help us at all, there will not be any benefits for us at all but only people in Houston, A&M, etc. well put it on I-45 since that is their excuse to build it. | also feel that the
expense of riding this train will also be a negative but back to environment concerns, again do not let this monster destroy or threaten our piece of Heaven.
11/13/2014 |Clarence Myers Why can't the train go down 145? Alternatives
12/11/2014 |Craig Copeland The BNSF is set to run through the middle of my ranch. | bought land in the middle of nothing so | could avoid problems like this. Now | run the risk of it running through me. I'm sure there are many areas along I-|Alternatives

45 that would be perfect and not effect the rural land owners. Building more along the 1-45 corridor, you would certainly have more reasonable response times as visibility is greater, more citizens can pinpoint
concerns and incidents. Emergency services have great access instead of having to travel county dirt roads to locate incidents.

It seems very premature to limit the route options to two and both cut through private ranches. | would think it unusual that other rail systems have a similar path in other areas. Surely a |-45 easement that is
already fairly clear of obstructions, fairly level, and easier to gain more footage from without dividing properties in half would be better suited.
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12/2/2014

Craig Smith

Utility alternative is a bad idea. Route shows to go approx. up Hegar Rd by Houston Oaks and in front of elementary school - makes no sense related to bus traffic and safety. Seems to cut Houston Oaks
property in half as they have property on both sides of Hegar. Route cuts thru an area with Heavy Post Oak forest. These trees are very old and would be a huge environmental impact also on Three Mile Creek
wetland area. Many deer, bobcats, roadrunners, in this area. Go up I-45 or between [-45 & 59. Stay out of Waller co.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

D Wayne Forster and Janet F Forster

The most inconvenient and counter intuitive location for the proposed TCR HSR train station is downtown Houston. The large majority of Dallas-Houston business passengers on Southwest Airlines travel during
morning rush hour and return during evening rush hour in the same day. No one, not even downtown workers, will want to travel through morning congestion to downtown Houston only to leave downtown for
day business trip to Dallas. A more logical location would be a train station outside the 610 Loop or outside the Beltway. Access to the station would be far less likely to involve congestion.

Political interests want the HSR train station downtown because “it will look good” and not for reasons of logistics. TCR wants to put it in downtown in exchange for the political support of city politicians for the
building of the entire 240 mile route to Dallas.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Damian O'Grady

The existing highways should be the preferred route

All of the above statements may suggest a "Not In My Backyard" mentality regarding the train route. And this is true, but it is broader than this. It shouldn't be in ANYONE'S backyard.

The highways are the transportation corridors for Houston - case closed. They should be utilized as such. They are ever-widening, ever-changing, ever-ugly. A high-speed rail down the side of these roads would
not have the same effect on property values as it will placing it in a quiet residential neighborhood.

Not long ago a rail line was REMOVED from I-10 to make way for 16 lanes. Let me write that again...16 LANES! Of 100% automobile traffic.

If Houston wanted, and prepared for HSR it could have and should have been done while planning the major widening projects for the highways. (Not to mention preparation for commuter rail - of which it has
practically none). It is certainly likely that Mr. Eckles and others from the Texas Central HSR were aware of highway widening projects while they were envisioning HSR. Yet no preparations were made.

Little has been presented on why the residential option along 34th is the preferred route other than that other routes were prohibitively expensive. That is likely true, but why? | bet Union Pacific would expect
to be lavishly compensated for use of their North-South rail along Hardy Toll Road - an obvious first choice for a Houston-Dallas route. Why would the residents near 34th St be lavishly compensated as well?
Why are we easier to push aside? Where is the protection from our elected officials?

Alternatives

11/12/2014

Dan Agan

If a private company wants to build a rail line, put it in the median of Interstate 45.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Dan Agan

My wife and | have owned property in Grimes County for 25 years. A little less than seven years ago, | stood in this same place in this same building at a TXDOT meeting on the Trans-Texas Corridor. Like tonight
there were hundreds of people all in opposition to the Trans-Texas Corridor. So here we go again. We have another government-supported, money-losing project dreamed up in either Austin or Washington
which will destroy our local economy, our properties, the environment, and the way of life we have built and enjoyed.

First, you need to change the name of the route called Utility Alignment. You need to call it what it is. It's the Family Landowner Business Owner Property Destruction Route. | want to remind those of you from
TxDOT and the FRA that you and your associates are public servants. You are not the public's master. | don't want you to have an incorrect view of your role. Your role is to do our wishes. Your job is not to
support a private company's pipe dreams. Your jobs exist because of our willingness to allow you to keep them. You don't get to tell us what to do. You've obviously got too much time on your hands and too
much taxpayer money at your disposal if you're planning to support this high speed rail.

Last night a speaker in the Tomball meeting pointed out that your timelines and in your earlier meetings, the no-build option was never really a consideration. All the previous discussions and presentations so
far presume that the FRA and TxDOT would crater to the wishes of TCR. To state that | do not trust the FRA and TxDOT is an understatement. It's clear the government and a few private companies are in cahoots
in this deal. We citizens all have to remember that the Federal Railroad Administration is part of the same government that lied to us about Obama care, lied to us about Benghazi, lied to us about Fast and
Furious, and had the IRS harass innocent people and then lied about that, too. It will destroy properties, communities, and environment. How can you possibly proceed with such an outlandish plan? Who else
but the government and the crony capitalists they partner with such as Japan railway company could possibly be in favor of such a boondoggle? This meeting tonight is not the end. This is just the beginning. We
will not allow you to build a high speed rail that isn't wanted, needed, or isn't financially viable. The battle is just beginning. The lawsuits will soon file and the political fight will follow that and in the end just like
with the Trans-Texas Corridor, there will not be a high speed rail going through Grimes County. Thank you.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Dan DuPriest

Is the idea of building along an already existing trans route such at 145 or the Beltway an option?

Alternatives

1/6/015

Daniel Cheng

| would like to voice my concerns regarding this route (see below). | thinking in making the decision of the rail route, you guys needs to consider all of the below. Also take into consideration the future
expansion, logistics, and not let the funding/budget dictate where the routing ends up.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

David and Linda Cato

After attending one of the informational meetings about the high speed train proposal, we walked away with the following impressions:
If an alternative is needed for transportation between Houston and Dallas, add a dedicated, limited access toll lane up I-45 for cars and additional buses, and increase the Amtrak presence. This would also
benefit the businesses along the way and keep revenue within the Texas communities and not send it out to foreign entities.

Alternatives

12/1/2014

David McCall

Say yes to the No Build Alternative.

Alternatives

1/10/2015

David Winston

| have the following concerns/questions about the proposed Dallas to Houston HSR:

Why not have the train station outside of downtown so that riders can travel to the station against the heaviest flow of traffic to ride trains departing in the morning (and vice versa for trains arriving in the
afternoon)?
2. Related to 1 above, perhaps the train station could be located near (or on) the space currently occupied by Northwest Mall at 610 and 290? There is already a Metro transit station nearby which could be
utilized for further travel within Houston. Also, the Northwest mall is very under utilized, with seemingly abundant room for parking, infrastructure, etc. Also, the use of the Hempstead Highway corridor to have
the train travel into and out of Houston would appear to have less impact on Houston residents - | believe there are far fewer residential areas close that route than the other "preferred"” route under
consideration. It would also appear to be easier to somehow tie a station at the Northwest mall into the Houston galleria area as well (with perhaps a train line from the Galleria to downtown Houston?).
3. lunderstand that some proposals may be more expensive than the two preferred routes under consideration. However, there could be great value in having the train not only serve Dallas to Houston travel,
but also serve broader transportation goals. If the HSR had stops in, for example, Katy or the Woodlands, residents of those communities could use the train as part of their travels to and from downtown,
helping to alleviate Houston's many traffic problems. Those communities, and possibly the state, might be willing to provide funds for something along these lines. | understand the concerns about using public
funds for the HSR project, but that doesn't mean that serious consideration should not be given to using public funds (that may very well be used for public highways anyway) to integrate the HSR with
metropolitan transportation needs.
4. How would the HSR project compensate homeowners whose homes (or other properties) are impacted by the HSR train line? There will likely be significant property value loss along the route, especially
where it is near residences.
Thank you for considering these comments/questions.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Dawn Shumway

| cannot support high speed rail routes through our residential neighborhood when there are viable alternative routes that exist. | can see NO benefits to the First Ward neighborhood.

Alternatives
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12/1/2014

Dean Stanford

If Leon and Madison, Grimes, and freestanding counties are all against this route, I'm talking about Commissioners' Courts and the State representatives and the senators, Texas State senators and maybe even a
few congressmen, do you think y'all might would at least try to go down another route? A lot of them are some of the things | mentioned, subdivided properties. A lot of these people that have moved in here
there, they're all satisfied with buying Leon County property. | mean, they moved from Houston and Dallas to get away from all this and they're real proud of their properties and my wife's family and my family,
we've owned land since the 1800's. We're both five and six generation families and this land means a lot to us and we would really appreciate if y'all would take another route and | feel like the other
Commissioners' Courts that join Leon County will go along with me on that, and that's all | have to say. | appreciate y'all's time.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Dna DuPriest

!'Is the idea of building along an already existing trans route such at 145 or the Beltway an option?

Alternatives

1/2/2015

Don Agan

The route being proposed goes through 200 miles of rural countryside, and DOES NOT go through any major population areas. In the remote possibility that HSR could be profitable without public funds or
public loan guarantees, the optimal route for maximum usage would be immediately adjacent to Interstate 45. Getting enough riders will be critical to the HSR financial success and to avoid the need for public
funds. Running next to Interstate 45 would allow the train to carry the most riders. TCR’s current favored route only provides one stop between Houston and Dallas, and that stop is many miles from any major
population area.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Don Willson

Do not sent the HSR thru Oak Forest and Garden Oaks. West 34th and West 43rd are the main east/west access in this north-side neighborhood. Traffic on both streets has increased tremendously in the past
few months - where are these people coming from? Railroad tracks used to follow I-10 out to Katy, TX, but those tracks were removed. Why? The Hardy Toll Road is a straight shot north and is surrounded by
industrial entities. Build it on top of the toll road. The additional noise would not be as noticeable. Land is already procured and many industrial items are along that route. Circulate an on-line petition for
electronic signatures to protest this ploy to enrich a few men with only their bottom line in their sights. | like the idea of the HSR - just not in my neighborhood!!!

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Donna E Perkins

High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors in the urban center not in residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Donna Henson

I'm not against bullet trains, but | know they can find an appropriate route that does not cause a cascade of consequences for these Houston neighborhoods. There are lots of industrial roads through Houston
with existing train tracks that can be used. Hardy toll road and 45 or other highway corridors should first be considered, then industrial roads. The company has the Hempstead option that would eliminate the
need of going through these older established neighborhoods. Common sense should make it clear the BSNF line at 34th is not a logical route for this train.

Alternatives

11/10/2014

Dorothy Parungao

If you run the high speed rail along the BNSF rail line | think the impact would be less as trains already roll through those areas.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Douglas Miller

The scoping study is driven by financial considerations, as demonstrated by the choice of the two alignment corridors selected (BNSF Option 1 and Utility) for further study. It is apparent these two corridors
would provide the least expensive options (maximizing profitability,) but incur the most environmental damage, disruption to communities and infringement on private property. Utilizing the weighted scoring
(‘stoplight’ charts) wherein financial considerations outweigh the engineering and environmental considerations by a factor of two is a manifestation that the study is promoting profitability over all other
considerations. Transparency and avoidance of conflict of interest require the focus of Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) be an independent evaluation of the project, unencumbered by concern about
profitability for Texas Central Railway (TCR.)

3. It is apparent that a decision has already been made, without adequate study and without sufficient public engagement. The No Build alternative is not portrayed as a competing, viable alternative in the
information available at the public scoping meetings or on the project website (e.g., timelines, alternative screening process description.) Indeed, the Need is described as ‘To approve the Applicant’s proposed
high-speed rail investment.” Further, narrowing the original nine possible alignment corridors to two before the public scoping meetings underscores the message that a decision has already been made.

The ‘stoplight’ analysis used to select the BNSF Option 1 and Utility corridors for further study is flawed; for example, it is not credible to suggest that there would be more impact on endangered species in the
already-developed I-45 corridor than in the much less developed BNSF Option 1 and Utility corridors. Moreover, the threshold for selecting alignment corridors for further study (>9.0 weighted score) is arbitrary
and has no scientific merit. A different selection threshold of, say, >7.0 or >10.5, is equally valid.

| urge the FRA to terminate the EIS and select the No-Build alternative.

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Dr. Elizabeth Long

Although | am generally in favor of high-speed rail, | have great concerns about the proposed route, particularly the section within Houston. The following are my two major objections --I am writing with respect
to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am generally in favor of high-speed rail, | have great concerns about the proposed route, particularly the section within
Houston. The following are my two major objections --

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it is probable that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion. There are already
several Park and Ride nodes for other mass transit stations; | would suggest enlarging one of those, or perhaps building another, but am convinced that there is no good reason to have the rail terminus
downtown. If, however, it is decided for some reason that a downtown terminus is required, the route downtown must not pass through residential neighborhoods. The massive infrastructure required for this
project would be highly detrimental to any residential neighborhood and simply does not belong there. The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban
neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD. |
urge serious consideration of following freeway corridors with this infrastructure, as freeways have already carved out a large footprint in the city, and it seems foolish not to take advantage of that existing
presence.

In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

12/31/2014

Dustin Kerr

Please build this thing over interstate 45 into 610 north loop.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Dustin Kerr

Several proposed routes were considered by TCR; however, the routes now being reviewed by the FRA and the Texas Department of Transportation, appear to severely impact not only the surrounding
neighborhoods and business, but will also harm the environment in a manner that is avoidable. Specifically, the effect appears to be lessened by other routes and other proffered suggestions, such as an
elevated track over the I-45 corridor. It is in the best interest of all parties if serious consideration is given to these alternative routes and suggestions.

Alternatives

1/9 2015

E. L. Penny

NO Build Option@

Alternatives

11/1/2014

E.M. Fountain, Jr

Why was the route thru Bryan/College Station taken out?

Alternatives

12/15/2014

Ed Sereno

| want to be informed of the project and the route as | am opposed to the HSR passing through Winter Street in the First Ward in Houston

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Eddie Battenfield

| hope that you will consider a more industrial route and not the path through the long list of neighborhoods churches and schools that will be affected.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Eevy Nguyen

In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Eileen Egan

The Near Northwest Management District's [Leewable] Center Study proposed a transit center at the intersection of BNSF, Antoine Drive and N Tidwell. Antoine & Tidwell are hi-volume bus lines and are
scheduled to become high-frequency lines (7-10 min wait at peak times). Our advisory committee during the study emphasized the importance of keeping the BNSF corridor in consideration for commuter and
high-speed rail. A HSR station at this intersection would connect via hi-frequency buses to 1) Northwest Transit Center (110 @ 610 - has planned connection to uptown Galleria); 2) METRO rail (red line north of
downtown), and 3) Little York Transit Center (@290) might eliminate need to take train into downtown. City of Houston is in pre-engineering and have to rebuild W. Little York without a grade crossing at BNSF.
| like the idea of connecting the BNSF line to Hempstead rail, but connecting BNSF to the METRO light rail north of downtown also makes sense.

Alternatives
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1/8/2015

Elected Official - Jerry Peruchini, City of Houston
Mayor Pro-Tem

As this proposed project moves forward, | would like to encourage Texas Central High-Speed Railway to address the concerns recapped above and to take advantage of existing major transportation corridors like
I-610 and I-45 to connect Houston and Dallas. As our cities continue to grow, this increased interconnectivity has the potential to positively impact our entire state; let us ensure that our communities remain at
the table throughout the process.

Alternatives

1/5/2015

Elected Official - Montgomery County Judge Alan
B. Sadler

Montgomery County supports the development of High Speed Rail that would create a new mode of transportation between Houston and Dallas, two of our state's major metropolitan areas. County officials are
excited about the potential to develop a privately funded high speed rail project which would make it the only project of its type in the nation not to be constructed and operated with public money.

We understand that the Federal Railroad Administration has extended the comment period concerning the Environmental Impact Statement regarding the Texas Central Railway High Speed Rail Project. As the
moment it appears the FRA is narrowing its focus to two potential alignments. This letter is intended to make the case for reconsideration of those alignments to include use of I-45 as a corridor for the project.
Montgomery County respectfully requests the inclusion of our comments in this letter for consideration. The Woodlands Township already has submitted its comments: Montgomery County joins with the
township in supporting the project and offering comments supportive of a potential I-45 corridor.

As noted already by the township in its letter, federal law requires the project to be engineered to limit landowner and environmental impact. We believe an 1-45 corridor alignment, using combined commuter
and High-Speed Rail lines with a north Houston regional station, holds great potential for enabling the FRA, Texas Department of Transportation and Texas Central Railway to achieve those goals of limiting
landowner and environmental impact and maximizing the project's economic viability.

We along with the Township believe a rigorous examination of an I-45 corridor alignment would reveal the route could minimize the need to acquire private property , thanks to the use to existing right of way
and utility easements along an |-45 corridor.

Utilizing an 1-45 corridor could also create the conditions for additional new commuter stations along the route, which would enhance the financial viability of the High Speed Rail Project while also providing
significant congestion relief along 1-45.

Adding a second regional station outside of the Houston city center makes the project more attractive to commuters and also the many affluent business travelers who would otherwise not utilize High Speed
Rail if it required a trip to downtown Houston. Locating a station near the juncture of the Grand Parkway and I-45 provides a ready means for commuters and business travelers alike to access rail.

Montgomery County is growing rapidly, and The Woodlands, and the rest of the county as well, has a preferred site for corporate relocations and economic development. In Montgomery County alone, the
population is projected to increase from its current 500,000 to 1.1 million by 2040.

Montgomery County believes the rationale exists for inclusion of an I-45 corridor alignment for study in the Environmental Impact Statement. Please accept these comments and thank you for the opportunity to
join with The Woodlands Township in advocating for a second look at an I-45 corridor alignment.

Alternatives

10/28/2014

Elected Official -Tish Humphrey
City Council, Ward 2

Traffic on I-45 is huge concern. | believe Huntsville is excited about being close to Intermediate station. With SHSU & A&M students Houston/Dallas traffic is very popular. Huntsville looks forward to doing what
we can to help with this HSR. Maybe a Park & Ride location in future for Shiro Station. | know this isn't TTC.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Elisa Cuellar

| strongly urge that you route this train so that rather than going to downtown it stops at the Northwest Mall. It's route would be through an industrial area rather than a thriving urban community, revitalize an
area of town that has been in decline and take advantage of much cheaper land.

Alternatives

12/8/2014

Elizabeth Carver

If the project proceeds, the Utility Corridor option appears to have scored much better on environmental considerations and be equivalent in financial considerations so should be the lead case.

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Elizabeth Long

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am generally in favor of high-speed rail, | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston. The following are my two major objections --

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it is probable that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion. There are already
several Park and Ride nodes for other mass transit stations; | would suggest enlarging one of those, or perhaps building another, but am convinced that there is no good reason to have the rail terminus
downtown. In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Elizabeth Vargo

One of the original nine proposed routes had the HSR travel down the Interstate 45 freeway corridor. This option at least superficially sounds like a much better alternative. Unfortunately, the president of Texas
Central Railway (TCR) was not able to adequately explain how that route was no longer under consideration. He was not able to answer many other basic questions either, such as, "How loud will the HSR be?"
and "What will be the speed of the HSR as it travels through residential areas?" He said many of those questions would be answered when they do the environmental impact reports. However, | fear that that
will be too late for us to save our neighborhoods.

Thank you for reviewing my comments and those of my neighbors. | hope that our voices are heard and these routes are rejected.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Elizabeth Vergo

Another option would be to run the HSR down Hempstead Highway and terminate it at the Northwest Mall and/or Metro Hub. That way, it would allow for travelers to continue to their destination through
other forms of public transportation, whether it is downtown, out west to the energy corridor, or back up north to The Woodlands. These are primary final destinations for many of the business travelers that
will be potentially using the HSR.

One of the original nine proposed routes had the HSR travel down the Interstate 45 freeway corridor. This option at least superficially sounds like a much better alternative. Unfortunately, the president of Texas
Central Railway (TCR) was not able to adequately explain how that route was no longer under consideration. He was not able to answer many other basic questions either, such as, "How loud will the HSR be?"
and "What will be the speed of the HSR as it travels through residential areas?" He said many of those questions would be answered when they do the environmental impact reports. However, | fear that that
will be too late for us to save our neighborhoods.

Thank you for reviewing my comments and those of my neighbors. | hope that our voices are heard and these routes are rejected.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Eric Yeargain

| implore you to reconsider the I-45 corridor and leave 200 plus miles of rural Texas land unmolested. If that alternative is too expensive, I'd suggest you revise your business plan. Thank you.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Erin Palkot

More work needs to be done to investigate the Hempstead Highway route with the terminus at Northwest Mall. That will revitalize that area which has fallen into disrepair with the building of the Galleria and
will allow an easy line to the Galleria, a large financial district, as well as connection to existing Metro lines down Washington and into downtown. In short, the architecture for HSR is industrial and designed for
highway corridors (and the like), not for one of the largest and oldest subdivisions in Houston.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Ernest D Fruge

The route does take advantage of an existing private right of way owned by BNSF and it is this company’s right to do with its property what it chooses, but the exercise of this right infringes on property owners
nearby — this is an indirect “taking” of our property. There are alternative routes that provide better utility for our community, but are not being seriously considered because they obviously involve other
moneyed interests. Specifically, the president of the proposed rail line said at an informational meeting this past Monday that he thought a route along the Hardy Toll Road was a better option but that the
railroad company who owned this property had plans to expand their lines and would not be interested in sharing that right of way. Why does the financial interest of one for-profit company outweigh the
financial and quality of life concerns of so many citizens? | know that this is not a description of a specific environmental impact, but it does raise concerns about what values are driving the decision making and
are those values just.

Alternatives
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10/21/2014

Forrest Petersen

| think it would be a huge mistake for the HSR station to not be in downtown. Downtown is by far the largest and most concentrated business center in the area and is the most connected to the other business
districts. It offers light rail access to the Medical Center and NRG Stadium. | don't see the point of having the station up by the Northwest Mall. It would basically be the exact same as flying from Dallas to
Houston. You'd still have to rent a car if you wanted to get to downtown. Additionally, | feel like Galveston could be a major destination for people from Dallas. However, with the station up by the Northwest
mall, there is no reason for someone from Dallas wanting to visit Galveston to use the High-Speed Rail because just driving or flying into Hobby would be more convenient.

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Frank Johnson

| will be attending more meetings and my county commissioners court to start an uprising against this. You could use the 145 corridor and slow the train down a bit to make the turns navigable.

Alternatives

10/26/2014

Frank Oborny

Main point up front: Any option that does not have both ends at least stopping at DFW and IAH, while not a "waste of time and money" will seriously impact the number of people using D2HHSR as a
transportation option. | feel this needs to be a primary consideration critical to the success and timely payback of the project. Optionally a short lower-speed connection option from the airport to the HSR
terminal, but such connectivity must be part of the plan. | lived in Japan for 8 years and so | know what a successful, well-planned mass-transit system works like.

Second, if you haven't consulted a Japanese rail company on this for recommendations, you are probably missing the mark. If you are going to do it right, consult experts. There really are none in the US.

Alternatives

10/31/2014

G. Davis

Thanks. | have not been able to attend any meetings but | found the website and newsletter online.

My comment is in support of an option that passes close to/connects with the Bryan-College Station area. | saw one map that had an alternate route just to the west of the towns. | am a student here, but | will
be leaving soon. However, | think of all the people who have to drive all the way here several times/year ... students, professors, visitors (including football fans), and the ever growing workforce in the Research
Valley, with the medical corridor an all. They have no easy way to get from the Houston area and back, besides a personal car, ride share, or shuttle van that services mostly the airports (not the Downtown area
or anything related to shopping, education, or commerce). The van is $40-50 one way.

On all my drives from Houston to CS, I've often imagined a high-speed train or HST with a commuter off-shoot running in the middle of or alongside Hwy 6, which is a very dark, lonely stretch of road. A junction
at or near CS would also be a good place for a line to Austin in the future.

It was only four months, but | lived in Tokyo a few years ago and was amazed not only with the trains, but the transportation system as a whole. It was *seamless.* | know Houston and Dallas are not on the
same scale, but it is good to keep in mind the need for a range of options at several scales... e.g., once one arrives at a station -then what? As a non-driver, | find myself most of the time dependent on friends (or
hired strangers) with vehicles. One last thing. How about a train from Galveston to Clear Lake to Friendswood to etc. to Houston? Solve some of those traffic problems, instead of just expanding the freeway?
Very excited to see things moving along.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Gabriela Pinho

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. | believe that high-speed rail project may have some benefits for both cities; however | have great concerns
about the proposed route, particularly the portion within Houston.

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is ill-advised. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic and parking problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion. The
outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing through
industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.

Alternatives

10/28/2014

GARRETT

| sure hope the line will be coming through College Station/Bryan, and if not have a station nearby. Thousands of students would use it to travel home to Houston or Dallas. Will this be the case? | currently looks
like the two routes selected for further research don't do either.

Alternatives

11/19/2014

George Chen

The only way this could work is to have the HSR run along the I-45 corridor. This will impact the least amount of private residential landowners and additional stops can be created in the future for even more
ridership. The Woodlands Township is asking TCR/FRA etc. to reconsider the I-45 corridor as that area is growing by leaps and bounds. Even though the I-45 corridor may cost more to build it would allow for
future stations to increase ridership. This would also be the most appealing to drive down I-45 and to see the Bullet train wiz by you when your driving. Even Robert Ekels had told me personally that this is his
preferred route as the automobile driver might just decide to take the train next time he/she is traveling to Dallas. | also believe the noise impact would be the least as most people there already have the noise
of the major Texas highway. Furthermore, having the HSR cross private land will have huge environmental impacts.

When the train is at grade and with a 10ft fence on both sides this would prevent any migratory patterns for wildlife, livestock, and decimate the thousands of acres of forest in its path. In rural settings where
we do have forest fires etc., firefighters are able to cut through private land to aid in fire fighting. With land that is "locked" how are emergency services able to respond to critical emergencies. The rural life is a
quiet and peaceful way of living. The noise impact would be the greatest in those areas where it is usually quiet to begin with.

| implore you to put more pressure on TCR to reconsider the I-45 corridor as a option to build and decline the utility alignment. This only makes the most sense as | do not believe that that this HSR will have
enough ridership to be economically viable and the use of tax payers money will ultimately have to be used to subsidize a non profitable rail line. | also do not understand the taking of private land for use in a
private company for profit as the KILO decision has been established already in the United States Supreme Courts.

| am a concerned land owner and If we can not defeat the building of this HSR along the utility easement then | would at least like to consider the alternative options to make this rail line work. Even if it cost
more to build now the I-45 corridor makes the most sense.

| am not against progression. | do understand that there is tremendous growth in our cities and throughout the state. Build the proposed HSR on the I-45 corridor. | know this option will be more expensive, but
it will have the least environmental impact and best chance for economic success. If there are only 2 HSR lines in the world that are marginally profitable (Japan, France) what makes TCR think that this project
will have the ridership to sustain itself without tax payers eventually having to pay for it? Instead of devastating the lives of rural homeowners and our environment, which is what would occur with either of the
2 "preferred" routes through Grimes and neighboring counties, building the HSR along I-45 will minimize the environmental impact of the railing, as well as allow for future stations (ex: The Woodlands, etc.),
giving it the best choice for success. Perhaps the HSR eventually will have routes that will be able to transport passengers all the way down to Galveston. | live on the utility corridor, and this project is nothing
but harmful to our community. It will devastate our neighborhood, effect our quality of rural life, and we stand to gain nothing from having the HSR line. Being built as a "closed" system, there will be total
property loss. Land with no access, problems with emergency services, school bus routes, and the like. Migratory patterns and wildlife will be affected. Forests will be decimated. Property values are already
trending lower for our county in response to the announcement of the HSR potentially being build in Grimes County. This is bad for us, and | implore you, if you must build this HSR, build it on I-45 corridor. It
makes the most logical sense!

Alternatives
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1/9/2015

George Craig

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are

no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

10/23/2014

George Ridge

I like it on BNSF op1. That looks the best route for all.

Alternatives

12/28/2014

Gerard Johnson

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general, | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston.

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing
through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.

In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

12/28/2014

Gerard Johnson

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

If, however, it is decided for some reason that a downtown terminus is required, the route downtown must not pass through residential neighborhoods. The massive infrastructure required for this project
would be highly detrimental to any residential neighborhood and simply does not belong there. The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban
neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.
In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

12/1/2014

Gina Greenslate

The preferred route of Texas Central Railway is not the only option. It’s just the cheapest. When asked why this particular route was favored over four others out of the city, Eckels said it was a matter of
cost/profit. There were alternate routes available that would not destroy residents' peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods (Interstate 45, Hardy Tollroad, Hempstead Highway, utility easements),
but they would be more expensive to build and thus reduce investor profit.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Gina Greenslate

The preferred route, obviously, is the only one that's on the table, so you say right now, even though you can rate those different ways. The math is how kind of interesting to me on how you rate those and how
they go from one to two, and, you know, it's just kind -- | think you can have them be whatever you want them to be. But, obviously, as Donald alluded when Robert Eckels was asked about the matter of this line
and why it was preferred, it's was because of cost profit. That's all there is to it. You can say environmental considerations are number one. Impacts to communities and homes are not, but we know at the end of
the day, it really all comes down to economics and how to make profits for their investors. We believe they're viable routes, commercial districts. Such as Hempstead Highway, Hardy Toll Road, and 45 North.
That should be on the table and they are not and you've already made the decision by saying you're only looking at these two routes. | know the BSNF has hazardous liquid pipeline that parallels us in our
neighborhood. | want to know what provisions are being made to build this 18-foot elevated track over that existing pipeline.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Gina Johnson

Opposition to TCR's BNSF preferred route and downtown Houston station location. I'm writing to express my opposition in approving the BNSF corridor as the final selected route for the Texas Central Railway’s
proposed Dallas-Houston High Speed Rail (HSR) project. The terminus train station should not be located in downtown Houston. Both preferred routes (BNSF1 and utility corridor) will needlessly impact
thousands of historic homes and neighborhoods. Mr. Eckels said at community neighborhood meetings that his ideal preferred location for the train station is at Northwest Mall, near the 610 Loop. He is being
pressured by Houston Mayor Parker to locate the station downtown (typical politics and personal agendas at its finest). The downtown location is not in the best interest of Houstonians. What research been
conducted to demonstrate that downtown is the most viable location? When will this be made available to the public?

A high-speed bullet train doesn’t belong in historic, densely-populated neighborhoods, such Independence Heights, Garden Oaks and Oak Forest. There are many other suitable routes. According to the
stoplight chart presented at the FRA scoping meeting, TCR has settled on two preferred routes because of low cost and not having to acquire as much land, even though one of these routes impacts. If the FRA
approves one of these two routes, you are essentially saying that the financial bottom-line and interests of TCR are more important than those of thousands of tax-paying homeowners. Make it fair, put all
routes on the table — all nine of them — including Hardy Toll Road, Interstate 45, places where this proposed project would fit in with similar transportation infrastructure.

Bottom-line, I'm not convinced there is even a need for this project. It is concerning that after four years of TCR’s work on this project, they are ill-prepared to provide facts about the project and reassure
communities. With so many vague details and unanswered questions, | urge the FRA to disapprove Texas Central Railway’s proposed project, downtown train location and select the BNSF route as a NO BUILD
route.

Alternatives
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1/2/2015

Ginger Teresa Honeycutt & Richard Honeycutt

Please also address these additional opinions and concerns: Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not adversely affect residential homes, schools,
businesses and historical areas. Concerned residents were told by TCR President Robert Eckels that the “BNSF with Option 1” route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they chose this
route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a private company needing to make a profit, what assurances do we and the other affected neighborhoods have that TCR
will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? The FRA and TxDOT should require TCR to provide detailed environmental analysis of the other route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred
route is more environmentally preferable.

The “Utility Corridor” route outside of Loop 610 would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many of the
businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly affected. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make a great centrally located terminal
convenient to downtown and other business districts, such as Greenway Plaza, the Galleria and the Energy Corridor. The mall site is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative.
The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental car facilities.

TCR has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has several business districts, including downtown,
Greenway Plaza, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train all the way into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide
transportation for business travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like the Northwest Mall site would provide equal access to most of the
business districts.

We also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in our neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal. As you may know, ExxonMobil, one of the city’s
largest employers, is in the process of moving virtually all of its Houston offices to a campus it is constructing in The Woodlands, about an hour north of downtown. Its seems that ExxonMobil employees and
employees of the hundreds of large corporations that have moved to The Woodlands in recent years are just the kind of riders TCR envisions as its customers. However, none of them is going to drive south in
traffic for an hour from The Woodlands to downtown Houston to then take a north-bound train to Dallas. They are just going to drive the 3 hours from The Woodlands to Dallas. An HSR with a stop in The
Woodlands makes a lot of business sense. After all, if this so-called “privately funded” HSR fails to meet its projections, we the taxpayers will be bailing it out or we will be stuck with its bankrupt, abandoned,
rusting, deteriorating tracks bisecting our communities and rural areas for generations for no good reason.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Grimes Citizens Advisory Group (GCAG)

Grimes Citizen Advisory Group urges the FRA and TxDOT to reach a “no build decision” on this proposed high speed rail, and recognize that the environmental and financial detriments it would bring to the vast
majority of citizens far exceed whatever fanciful benefits are envisioned from the project.

Alternatives

1/5/2015

hjrobinson

Texas Central Railway are unlikely to construct stations in Downtown Houston and Dallas because of the extra expense involved in purchasing a prime site. As TCR are only entering into this project to make
money their choice is simple - build stations outside the city centers where land is cheaper. You also appear to imply that every little tin pot town between Houston and Dallas should have its own station. This is
just not going to happen. How many students do you know that can afford to travel daily on this train. At the most they may use it once or twice a year, that is if their final destination is near a terminal.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Howard Oken

Me and a lot of my neighbors are here; and it's going to impact my direct environment, my backyard. That train is going to run through my backyard. | don't want it. It's a waste of money, and | just think that you
should find another alternative. Thank you.

Alternatives

10/21/2014

Hunter Long

| would like to reaffirm commitment along with rural station and stations within city centers to also have stations in the suburbs.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

lan Penfold

| urge the FCR [FRA] to force TCR to build their track away from dense urban neighborhoods and consider terminating the track before reaching downtown Houston.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

ibrother7

*What other routes were considered before narrowing down to two routes and why were they eliminated?

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Imogene Giesinger

The proposed route for the High Speed Rail from Houston to Dallas would cut my ranch exactly in half, thereby making the ranch inoperable. When the route leaves the BNSF about 2 miles south of Dobbin in
western Montgomery County, veers to the east then rejoins the BNSF about 2 miles + north of Dobbin it causes a devastating economic impact on this area. This route would be most expensive to build due to
existing terrain. Why could the route not continue on the BNSF through Dobbin thereby sparing the ranches and the many homes in this area?

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Isabel Nart

It makes much more sense to build the tracks along the Hempstead Highway corridor, which is mostly industrial currently. The project should stop at the current site of Northwest Mall, which is close to an
existing Metro transfer center. It does not make much sense for the train to run to downtown Houston when other more logical options to get passengers to downtown exist.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Jack van Zeelst

Please know that | really am a fan of high-speed rails. | have frequented them in Europe where they are essential in connecting small towns to large cities that cross national boundaries. Dallas and downtown
Houston are already connected by Interstate 45.

| don't understand why our city feels the need to shoot this bullet through the Texas countryside, slow it down to snake its way through our incredibly lively, green and cherished neighborhoods and then dump
passengers downtown.

Instead, | could see a HSR from Dallas to The Woodlands as a final destination or Dallas to west Houston to the Energy Corridor. In my opinion, the best path would be along the Interstate 45 corridor with
termination in the Greenspoint area, near Bush Intercontinental. And | am sure there are other ideas out there but since TCR has chosen to work on this project for 4 years without any resident input, | feel left
out and literally like we are being railroaded

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Jacquelyn and Jeremy Hornell

Oppose Texas High Speed Rail-Use BNSF | Option PLEASE. My family strongly opposes the proposed Utility Alternative to the Texas High Speed Rail. Please, please do not utilize the Utility Alternative as the
option for putting the high speed rail in. Use the BNSF | Option instead.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Jacquelyn Hornell

| oppose the proposed Utility Alternative option of the Dallas to Houston high-speed rail. | would support the alternate BNSF Option 1 rail-line, as long as it does not negatively affect the environment.

Alternatives

12/23/2014

James Moore

If the route goes through Bryan/ College Station there should be a stop in Navasota. Eventually NW Houston and College Station will connect.
Navasota would also be a good location for fast growing Washington County to the east.

Alternatives

11/23/2014

Janet Davis

If a high-speed rail line must be built (and | don't know that it does), let it be along the I-45 corridor and include a station in The Woodlands or Conroe. That would at least make more sense.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Janet Simoneaux

This system belongs in a high speed freeway corridor or industrial zone.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Janice S Martinez

There are many alternative routings through industrial areas or along freeway corridors that would make much more sense. Community leaders have put forward an alternative route that would come down the
Hardy Toll Road where a wider existing right-of-way already exists. Another idea, which Texas Central executives have acknowledged as a realistic possibility, would be to run elevated rail over I-10, eliminating
the need for additional right-of-way. Coordination with Metro and the City of Houston could also produce solutions involving less-intrusive light-rail connection that would not impact our very precious and
highly populated urban residential areas.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Jaunda Payne

| am opposed to this project entering residential communities. From a quality of living standpoint, it would make sense to follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors or as many have suggested, stopping
prior to entering the any urban neighborhoods.

Alternatives

10/22/2014

Jeff Ragsdale

Build all the way to Galveston. When casino gambling comes to Texas (not 'if'), Galveston will become a new mecca for slots and blackjack. The Dallas-Houston train will be there ready to go.

Alternatives
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12/17/2014 |leff Ragsdale With provisions made for future service to Galveston with a stop at Clear Lake, perhaps, the Houston/Dallas line must be comprehensive: Downtown Fort Worth (near the Kimball as well, perhaps?) - Arlington - |Alternatives
Downtown Dallas - College Station - Bush Intercontinental - Downtown Houston - Hobby Airport - Clear Lake - Galveston. Think not just of the next twenty years of rail service, but the next hundred.
1/9/2015 Jeffrey C Fye Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway Alternatives
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.
The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.
| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.
12/17/2014 |Jennifer Garcia It would seem to make far more sense to use industrial and high-transit corridors for this project. This would also facilitate placement of an end-station in locations which would better serve large employment |Alternatives
centers such as Uptown, Memorial City and the Energy Corridor.
1/5/2015 Jennifer Hayes There are better route options that would have less of an impact on residential communities and should be considered over the BNSF Option 1. It is my understanding that the only other viable option is the Alternatives
Utility Alternative, an area that has previously been scheduled for demotion for Highway 290 expansion. This is an industrial business area that will not be significantly impacted. | also believe the I-45 route
needs to be further explored. This would be ideal as it does not traverse residential territory or Texas Agricultural land.
11/14/2014 |lennifer Miller Thank you for the meeting in Bryan on October 27. After reflecting | have one comment to add for consideration. Understanding that many routes were considered and due to overall feasibility just two routes |Alternatives
are now possible I'd like to suggest that a mid-way station close to Bryan/College Station be included. It was listed as possible but | believe it must be included. To not add a station next to, or close, to the one
area between Dallas and Houston that is experiencing growth would not only reduce ridership it would exclude transportation opportunities to our residents. If we are bypassed for this opportunity it will be
decades before we will be considered again. Much like when freeways were built if your town was missed, your town slowly declined. Our area is growing and offers many things larger cities don’t. Please help
us stay on the map!
1/8/2015 Jennifer Troiani Opposition for proposed route along BNSF railroad track next to 34th street in Houston. In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential Alternatives
neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop
with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston as well as other Houston business districts.
12/4/2014 Jerry Wagnon | do see some positive benefits, but | do have one question for the TCR people. Is the proposed Grimes County station a potential connecting point for a future spur to Austin and San Antonio that would revise |Alternatives
the Texas t-bone concept?
1/9/2015 Jijad & Zeina Fares, James & Nancy Bittikoffer These comments are submitted in opposition to the western alignment for the proposed Texas Central High-Speed Railway that has emerged as one of two alternatives slated for further evaluation in the Alternatives
LDarOI‘: &twsindy ';iderl'cb'vs':hard & Diane Muller environmental impact statement process. This western alignment is also referred to as the Hegar Road alternative. These comments are submitted on behalf of our clients who live or own property and will be
arry Foyt, Steve aula Winter i .
HO Venture, LP, Jimmy & Diane Thomas impacted by the proposed Hegar Road alternative.
Cedric & Mary Anne Burgher, Ewing King
Steve & Marci Alvis, Jay & Deborah McLeod Sears
Josiah "Bo" & Amy Huggins, Roberto & Claudia Contreras Major problems exist with the Hegar Road alternative that has “emerged” as one of two alternatives selected for further analysis in the EIS process. In particular, the route up Hegar Road raises substantial
Pete & Bonnie Vivian Martinez, Gordon & Isabelle Gsell . . . .
) - impact issues that would warrant selection of an alternative route.
Charlie Hartland, Emerson & Cecilia Hankamer
Beau & Eva Bisso, John & Terri Havens
Chuck & Kim Watson, Darren Friedel The better course of action at this point in time is to develop additional alternatives for further evaluation and development. Furthermore, the western route as currently proposed should be eliminated as being
Darren & Nicole Friedel, Greg Friedel unacceptable for the reasons stated above. If the TCR determines that an alternative western route is needed, it should be relatively straight forward to evaluate the data and find a corridor that (1) does not
Glenn Hegar, Jr., Glenn A Hegar, Sr. have schools immediately adjacent to the line, (2) does not impact a significant expanse of ancient Live Oaks, (3) does not impact a park or cultural resource requiring quiet and solitude, (4) avoids impacting
AB Hegar Trust for Glenn Hegar, Sr.,Frank Hegar Trust for L ] o o . . .
Glenn Hegar, Sr. significant cultural resources and (5) does not impact bald eagles. For purposes of reference, the existing transmission line corridor east of Hegar Road should not be considered acceptable due to the presence of
Judy Ripple, AB Hegar Trust for judy Ripple many of these same elements.
Frank Hegar Trust for judy Ripple, Ronda Hegar
AB Hegar Trust for Ronda Hegar, Frank Hegar Trust for Ronda
Hegar
Jengnifer Ladner, Ryan Ripple We thank you for considering these comments. They are offered in the hope that you will listen and consider the serious and significant impacts associated with the Hegar Road alternative and that you will find
Stephen & Kristy Patchett, Kurt S. & Ruth Ann Watzek one or more alternative routes.
Robert L Waltrip, Wanda A McGee 1972 Trust
Lawrence F Hegar, Mary Lynn Hegar
Karen H Cook, L.F. Hegar children's Trust for L.F. Hegar, Jr.,
M.L. Hegar, K.H. Cook
F.L. Hegar nieces and nephews Trust for L.F. Hegar, Jr. M.L.
Hegar, K.H. Cook
Lawrence Frederick Hegar, Ill, Arland Lawrence Cook
Megan Elizabeth Hanson, Leah Nuco Hegar
Kathy Friedel, AB Hegar Trust for Kathy Friedel
Frank Hegar Trust for Kathy Friedel
12/18/2014 |lJill Moorhead | understand that some less residential routes may cost more to build; however, | think that by using the route through Oak Forest, the "cost" to Houstonians significantly exceeds the savings your company will |Alternatives
see. Profits are important, but people are more important. | urge to to consider a different route that will not slice through our heavily populated, family oriented neighborhood.
12/4/2014 Joan Stuts Escamilla First of all, | want to agree with what he said, the no-build option is the only option... Alternatives, we still say the no-build option is the only alternative. Anticipated issues of impacts is the people that will be Alternatives

impacted by this. We're tired of it. Go somewhere else. Thank you. | cede my last few seconds to someone else.
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12/4/2014 Joan Stutts Escamilla No Build option! Like the Trans-Texas Corridor of 2002-2008, we will defeat this in our county/region and state. It will not benefit residents of this county. We have too much land, resources, wildlife wetlands |Alternatives
woodlands to lose!
12/4/2014 Joan Stutts Excamilla We again opt for the no-build option. Alternatives
12/27/2014 |Joanne Mamaradlo | am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general, | have great concerns about the proposed route, Alternatives
particularly the section within Houston.
| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.
12/27/2014 |Joanne Mamaradlo The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing Alternatives
through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.
In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.
1/9/2015 Jobeth Stutts NO Build Option@ Alternatives
10/23/2014 |Joel Arrona I'm very excited about the proposed high speed rail line and looking forward to see it happen, and maybe one day be part of it. | think Union Station would be a perfect location for the Dallas terminal, which it  |Alternatives
would connect passengers to Amtrak, TRE and DART Rail.
1/9/2015 Joellen Snow | would like the rail to go I-45 because | have family land near Shiro and this would be detrimental to property value, noise level would be bad, and security issues would be at high level. Alternatives
12/3/2014 Joey Frederick 3. This line would be much much more attractive with a stop to service College Station. | know that the future could include unlimited development to San Antonio, Austin, College Station...etc. A planned stop |Alternatives
now benefiting the 40K plus families that trek to and from College Station. This method of transportation is for future generations anyway, lets get them involved early.
11/6/2014 You should make your high speed rail train stops at or near as many universities as possible. Universities such as Texas A&M and other colleges and universities serve as a major source of potential ridership. Alternatives
jogle@kbsi.com Coming close to, but not through, towns like College Station would not properly benefit the project or the needs of the Texas population..
1/9/2015 John The project will provide a needed service and is important for Houston, Dallas/Fort Worth and the communities between the large cities. Alternatives
If the BNSF/Teague Line is selected, the route should turn South at Mangum Road, following Mangum to the Hempstead Corridor and terminate at Loop 610 or, in the alternative, continue to downtown Houston
via |-10. If the Hempstead Corridor is selected, the route should follow I1-10
from Loop 610 to downtown. Proceeding North on Hempsead or the Utility Alignment, the route should be adjusted to reflect property ownership and avoid dividing a single owner's property where possible.
The area around Hwy 99/ Grand Parkway should follow more closely the RR corridor/tracks further North and coordinate with state, county or city plans for future track grade crossings along the route. Slight
variations from the existing utility alignment should be made to mitigate impacts on adjacent property, particularly residential subdivisions and single properties that may straddle the utility easement. A station
should be placed at Hwy 99/Hockley to serve NW Harris, Waller and Southern Grimes Counties. Stations should be located in each county along the route and service plans do not have to provide that every trip
include "local" service.
Future connections to Austin, San Antonio and the I-35 Corridor should be considered. In all cases the route should be coordinated with state, regional and local transportation plans.
1/8/2015 John and Cindy Bartos We write to express our opposition to the proposed construction of any (elevated or non-elevated) high speed rail system (HSR) along the BNSF rail line (the co-called “BNSF with Option 1” route) by Texas Alternatives
Central Railway (TCR) and outside Loop 610 in Houston. We ask that our opposition, comments and concerns be made part of the official record, considered in connection with the environmental impact study
and considered for all other relevant purposes. We specifically request that the FRA and The Texas Department of Transportation not approve the “BNSF with Option 1” route if the route will run anywhere
within Loop 610. There may be reasons the FRA should deny approval for either or both of these routes running outside Loop 610 in Houston or in any of the other areas through which they are projected to
run, and to the extent that our comments and concerns are pertinent to those portions of the routes, please consider them.
There are many alternate routes available that would not adversely affect residential homes, schools, businesses, parks and historical areas.
The FRA and TxDOT should require TCR to provide detailed environmental analysis of the other route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.
The “Utility Corridor” route outside of Loop 610 would be a better option. The Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it
does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas agricultural land.
We believe information available currently requires that the FRA and TxDOT reject the two current route proposals and send TCR back to the drawing board with respect to the other routes. At the very least, the
FRA and TxDOT should require that TCR address the critical issues and provide the important information as discussed above.
10/27/2014 |lohn Blasieng | agree that Bryan-College Station and Texas A&M should be considered! Alternatives
11/10/2014 |John Dungan Please build it and consider connecting to Bryan/College Station. Alternatives
1/9/2015 John Everett At the meeting we attended, there was expressed general philosophical support for such a train, but routing it though residential areas into downtown Houston made no sense to anyone. There was never an Alternatives
explanation for the reasoning why the end-point of the Houston leg of the route should be downtown when a perfectly logical end-point exists in the N. Loop 610/US 290 junction already exists with empty land
space — and a newly reconstructed highway interchange — making for easy access. That area sits within a mile of the current Northwest Transit station of the Houston METRO and is closer to several major
employment/business/shopping districts than does a downtown destination. It would also provide a natural point for a future, similar HSR to Austin.
10/28/2014 |John H Botkin This project ignores the already developed I-45 corridor from Houston to Dallas. Alternatives
10/27/2014 |[John Happ Thanks for holding this public meeting. | just wish the cities would have televised the presentation. The general public really needs this education. It goes without saying that | am truly disappointed that there |Alternatives
isn't a station planned to be closer to College Station. With a major university here, the students alone couldn't help but provide the ridership needed to make the station financially profitable! Not to mention
the growth in medical facilities and the district corridor.
11/13/2014 |John Huffman Regarding the terminus locations, the HSR should carry as close to downtown areas of Houston and Dallas as possible. Locations in Dallas at the intersection of I-45 /820 as well as the Beltway 8 /290 terminus [Alternatives

locations are both located too far from existing infrastructure and other public transportation options. These locations will require a large portion of the population in those communities to drive nearly an hour
just to get to the stations because they would not be centrally located. Both these communities have air quality issues and these terminal locations require and extra traffic and effectively spreads the air quality
issue/concern further out into the suburbs and the communities downwind of those traffic centers.
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1/2/2015

John Kressenberg

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general, | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston.

_| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods. Union Pacific's right of way down Hardy Street (along
the Hardy Toll Road) is a much better alternative and would create far less impact on existing residential and commercial property as well as saving millions of dollars in condemnation expenses and legal fees.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

John Moshioni

High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors in the urban center not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation which routes could terminate at the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or train links to Houston downtown central business district.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

John Pope

| actually live closer to Antoine and 34th. | am right down the entrance of the BSNF Railroad. You're only talking maybe a 4- or 500 yards from my house. | also have a hardware store on Hempstead Road, which
runs down another route that's proposed. I've already seen 290 get built once, and I'm watching through its second phase. If they had done the toll road expansion, it would have taken my business out. So, yes,
| have been in eminent domain. I've lost property on 45. I've lost property on 59. So | have been effected quite a few times by freeways. If you guys are going to build this thing, build it on 45.

Alternatives

11/6/2014

John Prihoda

Any intermediate stop on the route should be in the Bryan/College Station metro area (B/CS). If it does not pass through B/CS, there is probably no need for a stop anywhere else along the route options
presented. Of the two options most discussed at the scoping meeting, the Utility Alternative appears to be the better. The BNSF option looks too curvy near Houston. And the Utility Option looks straighter
overall. Terminals in both Houston and Dallas should be at the major freeways or loops as the route approaches the areas (such as I-610 and 1-20, but not toll roads). Then let those metro areas develop their
own rail (or other) infrastructure to meet their own needs.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Johnny Murphy

| am opposed to running the rail through our neighborhood garden oaks. you have no right to come take private property through eminent domain for your private for profit business. you should focus your
efforts on more commercial use routes or stop farther out of downtown.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Jonathan Lyssy

Alternative Routes Make More Sense — There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels, that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As
a private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would
make a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and
rental cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like Northwest Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/13/2015

Jost Lunstroth

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general. | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston.

| believe that the current focus on having the tine terminate in Houston’s. Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair. Guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

If, however, it is decided for some reason that a downtown terminus is required, he route down town must not pass through residential neighborhoods. The massive infrastructure required for this project would
be highly detrimental to any residential neighborhood and simply does not belong there. The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban neighborhoods will
not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them .Instead, an alternative routing through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.

In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don't run the

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Judi Foster

| am adamantly opposed to this route through Montgomery County! It is cutting through some of the most beautiful land in Western Montgomery County and will serve no purpose other than to disrupt the
lives of those living in that area. It will decimate land values in that areal!
The route needs to be up IH-45!11!

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Judith F. Bennett

| think the I-45 corridor, even though you say it's going to be more expensive, if you just have to build it, try that one.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Julian Gunther

In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Julie Falcon

As a resident of the Oak Forest subdivision in Houston, Texas, | am writing to you today to express my concert with Texas Central Railway's proposed routes for a high-speed rail in my area. | am opposed to this
project entering dense, residential communities. The rail should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Julie Grothues

Since the current proposed lines are the Utility and BNSF lines, it makes more sense to run any HSR lines to Northwest Mall. The mall is underutilized. It is a large property. It is located on loop 610 between US
290 and I-10 and is within a few miles of both US 59 and I-45. There is a Metro transit center close by. The mall is centrally located to downtown, the medical center, the Galleria area, City Center and the
Energy Corridor.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Julie Grothues

Running a high speed rail line to downtown Houston would be highly disruptive to a number of neighborhoods, parks and businesses. In addition, due to the number of business centers in Houston, it does not
make sense to take all riders to downtown Houston only to have them take other transportation back out of downtown to other areas of town. Since the current proposed lines are the Utility and BNSF lines, it
makes more sense to run any HSR lines to Northwest Mall. The mall is underutilized. It is a large property. It is located on loop 610 between US 290 and I-10 and is within a few miles of both US 59 and I-45.
There is a Metro transit center close by. The mall is centrally located to downtown, the medical center, the Galleria area, City Center and the Energy Corridor.

Alternatives

12/5/2014

Juliet Mellenger

Just stop the train at Bush International.

Alternatives
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1/9/2015

K Gahm

Location of the Houston station in the downtown district is counterproductive to a successful project. Think about it. The cost of parking would be astronomical in an area with limits to available land as would
occur in the downtown area. If | lived in the north side of the city (Spring and The Woodlands), | would be very unlikely to want to drive 35 to 45 minutes into downtown, with all of the traffic and then be faced
with expensive parking options. It would be much easier to just drive north and be in Dallas. | make this observation because a couple of years ago, | worked in Dallas for more than a year. It took me less time
and money to drive from my home in Spring than to fly. | flew only twice during the entire year | worked in Dallas. Even with a 90 minute transit time on the high speed rail, the additional time to make the drive
to downtown, park and board the train would not be worth the time and trouble.

Many citizens have recommended locating the Houston station in the area of the Northwest Mall, at the intersection of Loop 610 north, Highway 290 and Interstate10, makes much more sense than a downtown
location. There would be plenty of space for parking and rental car facilities. The proximity and travel time to downtown, the Energy Corridor, Galleria and airports is reasonable. Mr. Eckels has repeatedly
mentioned that the target market for the TCR high speed train are individuals that live and work in the Energy Corridor (I-10 west) and The Woodlands/Spring area (I-45 north). The Northwest Mall area is
optimal for people in these areas.

If the decision is made to select the downtown area for the Houston station, a route that avoids residential properties is needed. The industrial corridor along Highway 290 would have less impact on residential
properties.

The I-45 corridor needs to be re-considered as it is an existing high speed and high traffic volume corridor. Mr. Eckels has explained that there are some curves along I-45 that would be difficult for a train moving
at 200 mph to navigate. In those few areas, which are most likely in rural or less densely populated, acquiring land for the altered route would be an option and much less disruptive than choosing a route that
transverses a neighborhood.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Kara Niles

Thank you for your kind consideration of this request. | highly support high speed rail but would like it to take into consideration the residential neighborhoods to the North of Houston. An excellent compromise
would have the rail line terminate at the 610 loop with dedicated links to various population/work hubs in Houston (downtown, Galleria, Medical District)

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Karen Hink

| am a resident of Garden Oaks. A portion of the preferred route would cut through my neighborhood. | am against this route because of the following: The attendees of the meeting at Lutheran High School last
night were overwhelmingly against this project in its selection of the route that includes 34th Street. Please take these objections into consideration and protect our neighborhood.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Katherine Stinson

There is no direct benefit, rather harm, for our communities from this “for private profit” venture which wants to use our urban communities as their throughput. Alternatives exist in high speed freeway
corridors and industrial zones that are more reasonable and suited for such a project.

Alternatives

11/12/2014

Kathleen Armstrong

| understood that the BNSF route was the current railroad. But when | look at your map the blue line does not follow the railroad. Can you tell me whether it follow the railroad and the map is not accurate. Or
whether the blue line is going to be a new route? Or explain what | might have misunderstood.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Kathleen Dix

| wonder; why put it through a residential neighborhood when there is Hempstead Highway, I-45 or other lanes of transportation already in place. | don’t think that | should be asked to sacrifice my investment
in my house so that Texas Central Railway doesn’t have to spend money on acquiring right of way.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Kathy Huber

Why not build a station on our 610 loop and stop the train there? Light rail and other forms of public transportation so desperately needed in Houston could then connect high speed travelers to their
destinations. Or why not construct HSR along the Hardy Toll Road? We’'re were told because “the railroad doesn’t want to.”

Alternatives

12/27/2014

Kelly Gaines

| live in Oak Forest, Houston, Harris County. | attended the meeting with Robert Eckels on December 18. Here are a few questions:

Robert Eckels said that a commitment has been made to have the destination of the train in Houston be in downtown. Who was this commitment made with and why.

What is the specific address of the train station property in downtown Houston.

Clearly, the Hempstead Hwy with an end point/train station at Northwest Maill would be least disruptive to neighbors, communities, churches and families. Why has this not been considered?

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Kelly Gaines

Hello - | am extremely concerned about the High Speed Train. After attending the Dec. 18 meeting, it sounds like it's a done deal. And it sounds like the path has already been decided - the route along the
railroad tracks just ' north of 34th Street. As a homeowner just 3 blocks from that, I'd like to know what involvement the city has had ori this project.

When a statement was made by a homeowner at the meeting that suggested the Hempstead Highway route with a destination of the Northwest Mall,Robert Eckels said that a "commitment" had been made to
go downtown. Who was this commitment made with and why?

The logical route for the train is along the Hempstead Hwy and the destination at Northwest Mall. It's the least disruptive to families, churches and communities and getting to downtown to catch as train is not
convenient.

Also, please send me the exact address for the train station that will be constructed downtown.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Kelly Gaines

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Kelly Gaines

Hello - I'd like to express my opposition to the proposed high speed rail. | realize you have seen the following topics, but my main concern is that the destination into Downtown Houston is not necessary. No one
wants to fight the traffic to go downtown to board the train and no one wants to go downtown to pick up someone coming in on the train. Airports are not located near downtown and for good reasons like |
stated above. It makes more sense to have the train along the Hempstead Hwy and terminate at the Northwest Mall where there is more than enough room for taxis and rental cars.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Kelly Lutz

Historically as well, transit hubs are typically built on the outskirts of town. Airports are located away from the center of the cities (to reduce noise and imposition to the public) and this, | would think, would
apply to the hub for a train as well. It seems reasonable that the train could easily stop at the NW Metro Transit Station and let commuters take the already available mass transit methods to get to downtown
Houston, the Galleria, Greenway, the Texas Medical Center and the Energy Corridor from there. The NW Transit center is really more of a central location than is downtown to begin with. This location would
also reduce the numbers of people who would be impacted by the train, and this, to my knowledge is a priority set by the investors of the train.... or so they say.

Alternatives
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1/8/2015 Kelly Lutz I, for one, do not see the feasibility of a high speed train between Houston and Dallas, but that is for others to evaluate. | have lived in Houston since | was a child and have often heard of a bullet train between |Alternatives
the two cities, and it has never seemed to garnish enough support to make it happen. Texans are not prone to using mass transit, and that has been evident throughout the many failed attempts of building
systems that are used temporarily, and fail once the excitement quickly wears off. We do not have the same mind set as people in NYC or Japan. Historically as well, transit hubs are typically built on the outskirts
of town. Airports are located away from the center of the cities (to reduce noise and imposition to the public) and this, | would think, would apply to the hub for a train as well. It seems reasonable that the train
could easily stop at the NW Metro Transit Station and let commuters take the already available mass transit methods to get to downtown Houston, the Galleria, Greenway, the Texas Medical Center and the
Energy Corridor from there. The NW Transit center is really more of a central location than is downtown to begin with. This location would also reduce the numbers of people who would be impacted by the
train, and this, to my knowledge is a priority set by the investors of the train.... or so they say.
11/7/2014 Ken Just that fact that it is proposed to squeeze this thing down the Washington Ave Corridor in Houston as a preferred route tells me you folks don't really know what you are doing. Alternatives
12/4/2014 Ken I'm for public transportation alternatives to relieve congestion on our already crowded roadways. With that being said, however, | have the following concerns about the Dallas-to-Houston high speed rail project |Alternatives
as proposed:
| would also recommend a Houston terminal location outside of downtown along 610 or Beltway 8 to minimize increased road traffic within the city.
An alternative route down I-45 or through warehouse districts would be a better option where approaching the city to minimize residential disruption.
3.This project is proposed as an alternative to flying, but there is no terminal proposed near Bush Intercontinental airport. Many people arriving to Houston via high speed rail will need a car just like they do
when flying. There is already plenty of parking and rental car infrastructure in place near the airport. A downtown terminal will offer limited parking, and no close by rental car options.
Ken Navarro Many studies have shown the impact of transportation corridors on neighborhoods and the First Ward is uniquely vulnerable to such an impact due to its location - nestled inside the I-10 and I-45 interchange. |Alternatives
Please do NOT grant the option to pursue this project through the First Ward!!!
12/4/2014 Ken Vaczi An alternative route down I-45 or through warehouse districts would be a better option where approaching the city to minimize residential disruption. Alternatives
.This project is proposed as an alternative to flying, but there is no terminal proposed near Bush Intercontinental airport. Many people arriving to Houston via high speed rail will need a car just like they do when
flying. There is already plenty of parking and rental car infrastructure in place near the airport. A downtown terminal will offer limited parking, and no close by rental car options.
Please take my concerns into consideration as you move forward with this project. Thanks!
1/9/2015 Kevin J. Fogarty Our neighborhood (Super Neighborhood 22) is in support of the High Speed Rail ending outside of the 610 loop. This is the most practical solution. Alternatives
The required infrastructure to both accommodate a train of this nature and also not affect the existing freight line would be immense.
Eminent domain can and will be used to tear down homes and businesses. This would increase the chance of receiving below market value for your home.
Please take in the concerns of our neighborhood and consider the route outside the 610 Loop.
1/9/2015 Kevin Mineo | am writing you to voice my opinion and opposition about the newly proposed route of the High Speed Rail(HSR) . One of the current locations that is being proposed is the 34th St corridor (Through Garden Alternatives
Oaks/Oak Forest), and | am adamantly against.
Our hope in moving into this quiet neighborhood was initially to upgrade existing track crossings to no horn crossings, not to fight off a overseas corporation or has no concern about the wellbeing of
Houstonians. Let’s call a spade a spade, they are here to make the most money they can. And they are going to choose the route that has the most financial benefit not the route that is best for the community.
That is where we need our representatives to send a message in opposition to current route.
The 34th Street route also goes right by our kids current school, St. Rose of Lima. This will essentially kill this school. The distraction of trains running by every half hour is sure to distract our kids learning
potential. In age where ADD is at all-time high, and education is always in the spotlight of the news, | don’t see how destroying another school will be beneficial.
1/9/2015 Kevin Mineo Being a road design engineer and working with TxDOT through various firms over the last 15 years, | do realize there is a limited number of options, and that all of them have their down side. But putting a new [Alternatives
train through a neighborhood that is developing million dollar homes, wouldn’t have been allowed previously. In my opinion there are much better alternatives. The obvious one is the existing rail corridor up
Hardy. There is ample room, however for some reason the RR company there has too much opposition power, and money to make that a viable option albeit the most logical one. The other suggestion would
be have a transit center outside the loop, where there is less congestion, more parking, and possibility of business to flourish because of this. From that there could be a light Rail linking that to downtown. This
would also allow the people who use the train to reach their destination easier, as there are a lot of business in the energy corridor and the woodlands that would benefit. If people have to drive in to use the
train with traffic and find parking at absurd rates no doubt, | think they would be inclined to rather fly.
1/9/2015 Kevin Shannon The proposal is exceptionally troublesome to the residents of this neighborhood when there are perfectly good alternatives that have less of an impact on existing residential areas. The Hardy toll road corridor |Alternatives
would be a great alternative and only affect an industrial area. Having the HSR stop outside of the beltway is also a better alternative affecting less densely populated areas. We thank you for considering these
comments and look forward to future discussions.
1/8/2015 Kim Evans | support high speed rail between Dallas and Houston however | think it should select routes through industrial neighborhoods where possible. Alternatives
10/21/2014 |Kip Daniel As a business perosn with the need for travel between Dallas and Houston, | applaud this effort. We definetely need an alternative means of transportation between these cities. This will connect me much more |Alternatives
directly with my destinations, and it must even be easier than air travel. hopefully it will be cheaper too!
1/5/2015 Kirk D Carver Why does the line have to extend to congested downtown, when a more viable termination point would be the Northwest Mall area near the junction of US290 and 1610? Alternatives
Why is the preferred line not being run along the 145 corridor, where communities like the Woodlands are requesting service? A rail corridor exists on that route as well. Can you provide substantial data that
clearly shows the 145 corridor cannot be used, or has an impact that is far more significant than running other routes?
Houston needs a combined metro transportation solution that puts higher priority on local and commuter transportation options, not an airline replacement to Dallas. How is this being accomplished?
1/6/2015 Kitty Shields First of all, let me state that | am a proponent of public transportation of all types; as our population grows throughout Texas, we have to seek many different viable alternatives to adding more automobiles on |Alternatives

our streets and highways.

However, after attending a neighborhood meeting and listening to a presentation by Bob Eckles, | have real concerns about the impact of this train on inner city neighborhoods, as his plan indicates. While
former Judge Eckles went into great detail about the system in Japan, he seemed to be oblivious to the concern expressed by the residents of his city. Much of his presentation was spent trying to justify the
need for the train, which is really not the issue for most of the public.

As the plan was explained, the train would bisect this special neighborhood, and the right of way required along the route could possibly destroy homes, artist studios and businesses.

It seems to be illogical to destroy an historic neighborhood which is not a likely destination for the business traveler. A central transit center, north of the city with easy access to the Beltway 8, Hardy Toll Road
would seem to be a better choice.

At this point, based on what facts that have been presented to me, | cannot support this effort.
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12/23/2014

Kristen Washam

| am writing in regards to your proposed routes for High Speed Rail between Houston and Dallas. Though | am a supporter of alternative methods of transportation, | echo the sentiment of Houston’s First Ward
and Superneighborhood 22 organizations and the following are my biggest concerns:

Again, | am not in opposition to rail as a method of transportation but | believe there are other alternatives that would be a better fit for the future of Houston. | urge you to not go through with planning a high
speed rail route through central Houston. Please either end the route outside loop 610 and connect via light rail or build the rail route above existing freeways.

Alternatives

11/13/2014

Kurt Homan

The sooner this project completes, the better! | will be one of the first riders.
Just make sure you initially terminate in centralized locations that connect with other modes of transportation in both cities. In Dallas, the southwest corner of downtown near Union Station seems to be the only
location that currently fits this need, and would have the added bonus of terminating in downtown!

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Kurt Watzek

And the other -- other question would be is that with all the public right-of-ways on the main roads, why -- and if you want a station in College -- or a train station in College Station and Bryan, why don't they run
it up 290 and go up Highway 6 where you have a lot of public right-of-ways, existing right-of-ways. That's about it.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Kurt Watzek

My name is [sic] and | live at [sic} which is adjacent to the high voltage power lines where the high speed rail line is proposed to be constructed.

| have several concerns and comments pertaining to the location of the proposed line and the environmental implications of constructing the line through this section of Waller County.

To begin, it is very difficult to understand why the proposed location of the line is designed to go through Waller County. From attending the one public hearing, in which we never received a formal letter
informing us of the meeting, the main reason for the rail system is to alleviate the increasing amount of traffic that is projected on Hwy 45 in the next 15 years. Our question is why do the people of Waller
County have to give up their land and their desire to be away from the noise and nuisances of the city life to alleviate the traffic on I-45 and to help a private company destroy our lifestyle.

There are other routes adjacent to the existing rail lines and public highways that seem to be obvious choices.

As you can read, | am not a proponent of the proposed location of the line. | do think there is a need for a rail system from Houston to Dallas, but | affirmably oppose it being in such proximity to my home, our
schools and the sanctuaries of the bald eagles and the other wildlife that is present in the area. Use the locations adjacent to the public highways and the existing rail lines. They are readily accessible and
probably be more acceptable to the public than a newly proposed route through people's property and homes in Waller County. If a private company wants to invest their money in this venture, then it is their
risk and not the government agencies' responsibility to help them reduce their costs at the expense of the residents of Waller County.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Kyle Lutz

| am writing this letter to express my concerns with the Texas Central Railway’s proposed route for the high-speed rail in my area. The exact route that | am opposing is down 34th Street that eventually ends in
downtown Houston. This route would pass directly through neighborhoods that have been long established and in recent years have become highly desirable areas to live as well as promoted the growth of
countless small businesses. These “revitalizing” areas would be dramatically affected by this monstrosity of a rail system. Housing values, as well as resident’s quality of life would be destroyed if this train is
allowed to be built.

| understand the concept of developing a modern transportation system between Houston and Dallas. As a business man, | recognize the opportunities that this rail system would create. However, | do not see
the necessity of taking the train all the way downtown and ruining neighborhoods, parks, and businesses. | would propose that the train stop at Northwest Transit Center. This option would provide travelers
greater opportunities to reach the many major business centers in the city of Houston. Downtown is not the only major financial center in this city. From the Northwest Transit Center travelers would have easy
access not only to downtown but also the energy corridor, medical center, Galleria, and the Woodlands. It is my opinion, that offering travelers such easy access via freeways and existing public transportation to
five major business centers would not only increase revenues for investors in the rail, but also make the rail system more attractive to commuters.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Kyle Workman

It should be located in the IH-45 ROW where noise and environment have already been impacted.

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Kyle Workman

| live in Leon County. I've got a few questions. Number one was some clarifications. First of all, your slide when you talk about alternative methods of transportation to Dallas and Houston fails to include Amtrak,
okay? And we all know that Amtrak's are a booming success and we know -- there's a difference between Amtrak and this especially should be considered as part of the alternatives that -- that y'all are
considering.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Kyle Workman

A couple of clarifications. One, the alternative that was discussed as far as traveling between Dallas and Houston. Amtrak is not included and we all know how successful that train is. | think it ought to be
included as to how many riders are on that and the Amtrak. And as this gentleman said, I'd like to know why the no-billed alternative is not on the stoplight chart. It certainly should be. | suspect, though, it would
be the highest ranking option, and that's why it's not on there.

Alternatives

12/9/2014

Kyle Workman

Please evaluate requiring the track(s) to be located within the existing TXDOT ROW along IH45. Acquiring less amounts of ROW to “straighten” it out is far better than taking 100% of the land from the rural parts
of the state. The IH45 ROW is already relatively “urbanized”, thus reducing the relative differential between the conditions before and after. Further, any increase in cost by the use of this route could be borne
by the city centers on either end, given the lack of any benefit to those in the middle, which can be in the form of city sales tax revenue, increased fares, or other revenue sources which do not increase the
already negative effects on the rural communities.

Please evaluate placing stops in each county to allow for those whose land was acquired to have the opportunity to utilize the service. Alternatively, this project would be transportation designed for the
exclusive use of Dallas/Houston travelers at the expense of those property owners in the middle. This would be unique, exclusive, and potentially discriminatory.

Why does the stop light chart fail to include the “No Build” Alternative? Will you please provide the criteria being utilized to evaluate the different options and include this option for comparison purposes?
Please detail what makes the “rural” land between the two cities “ideal”. This was a component of the slide show. Why was this removed from the version on the website?

I”

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Lad Tufo

There is not sufficient evidence to disregard the I-45 route or Hardy. These alternate paths should be considered again. It would cause less headache--and heartache--to relocate there.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Larry and Patricia Cook

There is no Purpose or Need for this Railroad in Texas or Grimes County. We, along with all of our neighbors strongly urge The FRA, TRA and TxDOT to focus on the No Build Option.
We and our Grimes County Neighbors oppose this, and strongly urge the FRA and TxDOT to reach a "no build decision" on this proposed high speed rail, and recognize that the environmental and financial
detriments it would bring to the vast majority of citizens far exceed whatever fanciful benefits are envisioned from the project.

Alternatives
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1/13/2015

Larry Jacobs

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/1/2015

Lauren Michaelides

My major concern with regards to this project surrounds the assumption that the train should come into Houston’s Central Business District.

Any careful look at Houston reveals a major feature of the city: that this is a multi-nodal city, with multiple centers of significant business activity. These nodes include not only the Central Business District, but
the Medical Center, the Galleria area, Greenway Plaza and the Energy Corridor, as well as Sugarland and the Woodlands. In fact, the vast majority of business that takes place in Houston, occurs outside the
Central Business District.

From this perspective, it seems arbitrary to select the CBD as the terminus for this rail project. Houston has seen an enormous increase in traffic congestion over the past years along with its meteoric growth,
and taking this project directly downtown would only exacerbate an already bad situation. To reach a downtown terminus for the rail, potential commuters would have to come into our crowded downtown
from all the business nodes around the city, as well as from our suburbs, only to head back out of downtown on the high speed rail. It would seem to make vastly more sense to locate the terminus of the route
somewhere along the 610 loop, which is easily connected to other points around the city. Parking lots to service commuters would be more easily and less expensively built away from the congested center of
the city, and Houston’s Metro light rail could be extended to meet the high speed rail station. A project handled this way would be far less destructive to neighborhoods, and far less costly for the rail project as a
result of this. | strongly suggest that the TCR and the FRA consider this alternative route.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Laurie Clothier

From our understanding, the use of this high speed rail is for commuters. Using the existing transit route is the most obvious solution. There are few neighborhood communities close to 45. The Woodlands is
asking for this commuter train for easy access to downtown. KISS - KEEP IS SIMPLE STUP**. Then it is a straight shot north to Dallas. THE ROUTE ALREADY EXISTS!!!!

This is a commuter train and there are no stops planned in our neighborhood. The rail should be placed in areas where it is more beneficial to more people. Winding thru the city via neighborhoods that have
been established for 50 — 100 years or more, is not the way to handle this.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Laurie Hazzard

If the HSR routes a dedicated track at grade level through our neighborhood at 200 mph speeds they would cut off major arteries feeding into already congested traffic arteries to 290, I-10 & 610. This would
impede emergency evacuation routes, emergency vehicles, bus routes, bike riders, & vehicular traffic. The social & environmental issues arising from these proposed routes must be evaluated & given thorough
consideration during a planning process that would impose a massive transportation infrastructure in an urban residential area, where most of the residents will receive no direct benefit from the HSR system -
intended to service primarily remote business commuters between Dallas & Houston. Robert Eckles stated that the planned fare is 80% of airfare one way. Today's business select rate on SWA is $232 one-way.
Most residents in the affected area would likely opt to drive to and from Dallas, especially when two or more passengers are traveling, rather than pay $700+ to travel by rail. Adding rail traffic every 15 to 30
minutes between 5:30am and 11:30pm would harm those of us living near the proposed route. We're already subjected to the noise of freight horns that are passing more and more frequently as freight traffic
increases along these lines as our booming economy continues to grow. Adding the vibration & noise of an HSR is unacceptable.

The social & environmental issues arising from these proposed routes must be evaluated & given thorough consideration during a planning process that would impose a massive transportation infrastructure in
an urban residential area, where most of the residents will receive no direct benefit from the HSR system - intended to service primarily remote business commuters between Dallas & Houston. Robert Eckles
stated that the planned fare is 80% of airfare one way. Today's business select rate on SWA is $232 one-way. Most residents in the affected area would likely opt to drive to and from Dallas, especially when two
or more passengers are traveling, rather than pay $700+ to travel by rail. Adding rail traffic every 15 to 30 minutes between 5:30am and 11:30pm would harm those of us living near the proposed route. We're
already subjected to the noise of freight horns that are passing more and more frequently as freight traffic increases along these lines as our booming economy continues to grow. Adding the vibration & noise of
an HSR is unacceptable.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Laurie Hazzard

| support the idea of high speed rail between Dallas & Houston. | disapprove of the plan to route the HSR into downtown Houston through residential neighborhoods. Why not route it down I-45/Hardy/610.
Folks in The Woodlands are asking for a stop there to relieve the increasing congestion on I-45 with the pending opening of the Exxon campus. Another alternative is to route it along Hempstead Hwy to NW Mall
&incorporate adjacent transportation to the NW Metro Station. Or, route it down I-10 into downtown.

The officers and investors at TCR can have their bullet train as long as they can find a suitable route that is not through a residential corridor.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Lawrence B. Echterhoff

From available information it appears that the only alternatives considered for the TCR tracks are at grade and elevated. It would seem that, if the Winter Street alternative is given further consideration, that a
below grade option should be evaluated. This approach has been successfully used In Houston on part of 1-10 inside the loop and part of US 59 through the Montrose/Museum district to minimize noise and
visual impacts

There have been several suggestions for intermediate stops, one proposal for as many as six, one proposal for College Station, one for the Woodlands or the Exxon Mobil office complex, and maybe others not
known to me. This railway is proposed for a route of about 250 miles for a train traveling at over 200 miles per hour. This is not a local commuter train. It is a high speed express train and intermediate stops on a
route of this short length make no sense at all and seem to be purely politically motivated. | would suggest that no further effort be wasted considering intermediate stops.

No consideration seems to have been given to a hybrid route, that is, one combining segments of two or more of the proposed routes. One obvious possibility would be to use the Highway 290-Union Pacific
route to a point near Loop 610 in Houston and then to continue on the Burlington Northern route, assuming the route is to be continued into the downtown area. There may be other possibilities which should
be explored.

It seems to be accepted as a given that the route into Houston should terminate near downtown at point on the light rail line. There is no apparent reason for this and it would require riders to commute to
downtown in order to catch a high-speed railroad out of town. The Houston light rail system is currently in an early stage of development and at this point could be routed to connect to a high-speed rail station
at any reasonable point . One possibility would be to use the Highway 290 route with the terminal near Loop 610 at the old Northwest Mall property with both a high-speed rail station and a light rail commuter
station.

Alternatives
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12/23/2014

Leanna Sparacino

| am generally supportive of mass transportation and believe that this project, if done carefully and thoughtfully, could be quite beneficial to our region. However, | am deeply troubled by the current state of
discussion with regard to Houston. | understand that a number of alternative locations for the Houston terminus are being considered. However, if a Central Business District terminus is selected, the routes
currently under consideration will result in great damage and disruption to urban neighborhoods.

The building boom in Houston has seen many new residences built in our urban neighborhoods inside and near the 610 Loop.

There are plenty of options to consider. A route down interstate 45 which is the main corridor used to travel the Houston/ Dallas, is a viable option. Community leaders have put forward an alternative route that
would come down the Hardy Toll Road, where the existing right-of-way is much wider. Another idea, which Texas Central executives have acknowledged as a realistic possibility, would be to run elevated rail
over |-10, eliminating the need for additional right-of-way. Coordination with Metro and the City of Houston could also produce solutions involving less-intrusive light-rail connections into downtown. It would
also be worthwhile to consider terminating the train outside of Houston and connecting other stops via commuter rail for which an infrastructure is already in place.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Leroy Juanita

We are writing to you today to express our concern with Texas Central Railway’s proposed routes for a high speed rail in our area. We am opposed to this project entering dense, residential communities. The
rail should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors, or stop before entering long established urban neighborhoods, where at 50-foot elevated rail line, with trains running every 15 minutes 18 hours a
day, would lower property values, increase noise and vibration, severely harm the high-quality livability that these neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve.

Alternatives

12/23/2014

Leslie Sparacino

| am writing to comment on the prospective Dallas-Houston High Speed Rail project proposed by the Texas Central Railroad. |, along with four other family members, are the owners of properties on your second-
most-preferred alternate route, which would have the line run through the heart of the heavily-populated Inwood Forest, Candlelight Oaks, Mangum Manor, Oak Forest, Shepherd Forest, Garden Oaks,
Independence Heights, Lindale Park and more neighborhoods. All of our properties are single family homes that serve as primary residences. With so many neighborhoods involved it's easy to see how many
people will be impacted, just on this segment of the project.

| am generally supportive of mass transportation and believe that this project, if done carefully and thoughtfully, could be quite beneficial to our region. However, | am deeply troubled by the current state of
discussion with regard to Houston. | understand that a number of alternative locations for the Houston terminus are being considered. However, if a Central Business District terminus is selected, the routes
currently under consideration will result in great damage and disruption to urban neighborhoods.

The building boom in Houston has seen many new residences built in our urban neighborhoods both inside and near the 610 Loop.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Lewis Goodkouski

Surely there are alternative routes that will be less disruptive to a neighborhood. Hardy Toll Rd.? Hempstead Highway or Old Katy Rd? If someone has refused an offer can there not be a counter offer? The crux
of the matter is Garden Oaks residents do not want this rail system where the rail runs nearby 34th Street. The negatives outweigh the benefits to the neighborhood. If eminent domain is to be used think of the
morality of its use. There are builders building expensive new homes and people are buying them. If HSR has known of this project and route for 4 y4dars why let people throw good money after bad ? think not.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Lewis White

| have two issues. One, that presuming that there would eventually be high-speed rail. | feel that a terminus in downtown Houston does not make equivalent sense with a terminus near the Houston Bush
Intercontinental Airport. | feel that that if the various transportation agencies coordinated between themselves, you would probably find that a terminus near Bush Airport that would combine with mass transit
to other locations is already a Metro light rail within a couple miles of the airport, and there needs to be additional mass transit to connect Energy Corridor, The Woodlands, Midtown, and City Centre on I-10.
Anyhow, when | go home, I'll work on wordings and submit e-mails. I'm a former transportation engineer with the Parsons Corporation.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Lillie Hayes

In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Linda Bay

| would like the rail to go I-45 because | have family land near Shiro and this would be detrimental to property value, noise level would be bad, and security issues would be at high level.

Alternatives

1/13/2015

Linda Burroughs

State of Texas has already dedicated the 145 corridor as a rail link

People in Woodland would welcome the line with a station in the Woodlands which would increase rider ship. THEY HAVE THE TAX BASE TO SUPPORT THIS and would benefit!

Use the previously dedicated 145 corridor through The Woodlands, the residents of which would welcome the system

Follow the BNSF Option 1route which follows an existing rail line. Residents on the route purchased their property aware that there was a rail line and therefore will not be so adversely effected.
If anyone thinks this train is going to STOP between Houston/Dallas they are wrong.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Linda W. Echterhoff

There have been several suggestions for intermediate stops, with one proposal for as many as six intermediate stops, another proposal for a stop in College Station, another proposal for a stop in the Woodlands
or near the new ExxonMobil office complex, and perhaps others not known to me. This railway is proposed for a route of about 250 miles for a train traveling at over 200 miles per hour. The purpose of the TCR
HSR Project is not to serve as a local commuter train, but instead provide a high-speed commute primarily for business travelers between Dallas and Houston. It is intended to be a high-speed express train.
Therefore, intermediate stops on a route of this short length make no sense at all and seem to be purely politically motivated. | would suggest that the TCR HSR Project waste no further effort by considering
and/or evaluating intermediate stops.

No consideration seems to have been given to a hybrid route alignment, that is1 one combining segments of two or more of the nine proposed route alignments considered thus far. One obvious possibility
would be to use the Highway 290- Union Pacific route to a point near Loop 610 in Houston and then to continue on the Burlington Northern route, assuming the route is to be continued into the downtown
Houston area. There may be other possibilities that also should be explored by the TCR HSR Project.

It seems to be accepted as a given that the route into Houston should terminate in downtown Houston at point on or very near the existing and proposed Metro light rail lines. There is no apparent good
reasoning to bring the TCR HSR Project into downtown Houston for many reasons; available downtown Houston real estate is already limited and likely prohibitively expensive. Houston is a city with multiple,
equally important business centers at various locations within the greater Houston area; important business centers not only include downtown Houston, but also the Galleria area, Greenway Plaza, the Energy
Corridor, the Woodlands and most recently the new ExxonMobil office complex north of the Woodlands. A TCR HSR Project route alighnment that terminates in downtown Houston would require TCR HSR riders
to commute to downtown Houston from the various business centers in the greater Houston area in order to catch a high- speed railroad out of town. The Houston Metro light rail system is currently in an early
stage of development and at this point could be routed to connect to a high- speed rail station at any reasonable point that is more centrally located and convenient to all of the primary Houston business
centers, not just to the downtown Houston business center. One route alignment and terminus alternative that the TCR HSR Project should consider and evaluate further would be to follow the Highway 290
route into Houston with the final terminal being located near Loop 610, Interstate 10 and U.S. Highway 290 at the old Northwest Mall and Delmar Stadium properties. This alternative terminus point could easily
provide connectivity of the TCR HSR Project to both the existing Houston Metro Northwest Transit Center and a future Houston Metro light rail commuter station at that point. There is more than adequate and
probably more affordable real estate available at and near the old Northwest Mall location to build and house such a transit center and the desired ancillary infrastructure such as taxi stands, rental car offices,
etc. This alternative would yield a mutually beneficial repurposing of the old and severely underutilized Northwest Mall real estate property, which has been blighted for many years.

Alternatives
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11/5/2014 Lindsey Creating a stop or at least close connection in Bryan/College Station would be ideal as you have 50,000 students and a growing population who would use this as a means of travel given Easterwood is so limited [Alternatives
and air travel continues to increase in cost.
1/9/2015 Lindsey Banigan Since it appears that routing the train into downtown Houston will cost more to build and slow the train down why not route it to Bush Intercontinental Airport and place a station there? This would allow Alternatives
commuters access to the Metro and car rental agencies. | think this location will be more convenient to a broader range of commuters.
1/6/2015 Lisa and Mike Tauser Alternatives
My understanding is that that path is being proposed to allow the train company to save money. | think the train should run along Hempstead Highway, even if that is more costly.
1/7/2015 Lisa Finger Against Speed Rail in Texas - Woodcrest and greater Super Neighborhood 12 & 22 areas Alternatives
routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.
12/4/2014 Liz Machac This is unnecessary to have in Grimes County. If Bryan College Station wants the train then send it through their backyards. Go out 290 and north on Hwy 50 so to the west side of Bryan College Station. There |Alternatives
is NO reason to have this mass destruction done to the rural communities of Texas. SEVER de-evaluation of land values in EVERY county it goes through. And we don't want it and we need the no build. Period.
NO BUILD! ANYWHERE!
1/6/2015 Logan Palmenberg | own property within a subdivision in Montgomery County that is approximately one mile from the proposed BNSF Option 1 route. | am concerned that this route will reduce the value of my property, create Alternatives
nuisance noise, and put my children and family at risk should a derailment occur. |am also concerned about the potential negative economic impacts on the local economy.
Corridors along IH-45 or US 290 make much more sense than this BNSF Option 1 route.
12/2/2014 Londa Sessions High-Speed Rail route Alternatives
Please do not run the high-speed rail via the utility alternative!!! This would have a negative impact on both my private and professional life. The utility route would run down the side of our property and across
the road from the school | teach at.
1/6/2015 Loraine Perkins change your 1st pick of routes and go along the expressway PLEASE! Alternatives
Below is the letter | sent to ALL of my city and state officials about the ABDOMINAL PLANS to destroy the FIRST African American municipality in the whole state of TEXAS. Not only is the plan to come through
our neighborhood going to destroy what is there but it will endanger lives!!!
It amazes me how you managed not to disturb residential communities in Dallas yet your #1 route is to come through our neighborhood!! why ? is it because the land is cheap and you don't care about
communicates only you bottom line? You are trying to "IMPROVE" anything. If you wanted to improve things you would stay near the expressway and out of my back yard, park school and church! Houston is in
the process of revitalization and you want to destroy one of the state of TEXAS key neighborhoods!!! | am for the train just put it on I-45 and stay away from children and other living beings!!!
Here is the letter
Dear Representative Sheila Jackson Lee and Senator John Cornyn
| am writing to you today to express my concerns with Texas Central Railway's proposed routes for a high-speed rail in my area. I'm not against the train train coming to Houston | just think it needs to stay along
the expressway and not run a train that moves 200-240 MPH through any kind of residential neighborhood. It should not come through dense, residential communities. It should be stopped from constructing
50-foot elevated rail line with trains running every 15-30 minutes 18 hours a day.
1/7/2015 Loraine Perkins I'm not against the high speed train coming to Houston | just think it needs to stay along the expressway and not run a train that moves 200-240 MPH through any kind of residential neighborhood. It should not |Alternatives
come through dense residential communities.
11/12/2014 |Lucy and Mark Thomas We enthusiastically support this high-speed rail project in general. We urge you to consider placing the line - and a station - closer to the cities of Bryan and College Station. With the rapid growth of these Alternatives
communities, and with Texas A&M University and Blinn College, it would benefit ridership, as well as these communities, to have a station in the cities of Bryan or College Station.
10/28/2014 |Lydie Montgomery Park & Ride; Why Huntsville Walker County. Alternatives
1) Growing university > up to 30,000 (in small sampling had over 1500 people commute to Houston)
2) Growing oil and gas growth up 145, this will help with getting cars off the road; must reduce traffic infrastructure
3) Also people coming to Huntsville to work, prison, doctor, university students, etc.
4) Space/land, H20, clean air
5) Walker County will become bedroom community(ies) of the future.
6) Road network expanding in our area.
7) Room for future expansion - not land locked
8) Trainable workforce with SHSU
1/5/2015 Lyndon Tiu | would like to ask that alternate routes through established major transportation corridors (Hardy Toll Road, 1-45, I-10) and terminal locations (Park and Ride transit centers outside the 610 loop) be explored Alternatives
instead of running the HSR through vibrant inner city neighborhoods.
1/7/2015 Lyndon Tiu | live in Houston. If the high speed train terminal is located in downtown, how are people supposed to get on the train? We'd have to drive downtown and park our cars there before we can get on the train. Alternatives
Parking in downtown is sparse and expensive. Also, driving to downtown is normally a laborious process, traffic is usually heavy during the weekday rush hours. It does not make sense for me to catch a fast 90
minute train when | have to spend more extra minutes stuck in traffic trying to get to the terminal in downtown. Taking METRO may or may not be convenient or available depending on where we are coming
from and what time of day/day of the week we are travelling. Also, METRO is slow, that adds more minutes to my travel time. What is supposedly a short and fast 90 minute high speed train ride will be more
that that in total. Perhaps it be best to locate the terminal in a less congested, more accessible part of Houston.
1/8/2015 Lynette Adams This is the worst idea ever, unless you plan on it going down I-45. There is no viable reason for a train at this time, there is already transportation available from Houston to Dallas. Alternatives
1/6/2015 M L Greenwood | live on 34th St in Garden Oaks and am concerned about the proposed location of the high speed rail project. Alternatives
11/11/2014 |M. B. Zumwalt effect on environment, healt,safety and property values Alternatives

| have concerns regarding the installation of a high speed rail service and the effect on future generations as this project consumes rural property. At this time my northern property boundary is along the existing
BNSF for 2400 feet. | also have a powerline running thru my property.

| have spoken with railroad personnel regarding the lack of upkeep along our adjoining property line. They explained they cannot be expected to keep up or even help keep up due to the large amount of
property they own. Their only concern is for the tracks themselves.

| agree the high speed railway will be of great benefit to the citizens of Dallas and Houston, and | hope that, if this proposal proceeds, the route chosen will consider the impact on the rural citizens and future
land owners that reside between these areas.
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1/9/2015 Magdalena Gonzalez It is important to state that, in general , | support the idea of public transportation, and | understand its importance to a city the size of Houston. Likewise, | am generally supportive of high speed rail, as | think it |Alternatives
could potentially have a positive effect on our region and the State of Texas as a whole. My major concern with regards to this project arises form the assumption that the trains must come into Houston/s
Central Business District._ Houston is not like many other cities. It does not have one downtown or CBD but several (downtown area, Galleria area, Texas Medical Center, Energy Corridor, Greenway Plaza,
Sugarland, the Woodlands, etc. It makes more sense for HSR to terminate somewhere outside the downtown area (outside the 1-610 loop). Somewhere having adequate space for terminals, parking, food, and
integration with taxi, car, light rail, commuter rail and other modes of transportation to get travelers to their final destination. | do not know the exact statistics, but I've seen several sources that claim only 10%
of all Houston businesses are located downtown! Most riders of this bullet train would ultimately want to go to one of the other CBD's in....
1/9/2015 Marcia and Thomas Otto In conclusion, we have listed a number of concerns regarding the TCR’s project to build a high-speed line crossing Oak Forest-Garden Oaks. These concerns include decreased business activities and property Alternatives
value, harmful health effects of noise pollution, potential severe restriction on access to our neighborhood. We urge evaluators to work with TCR on routes that avoids densely populated residential
neighborhoods such as Oak Forest-Garden Oaks. One alternative is to reconsider a route along I-45 or Hardy Toll Road. If a high-speed line is approved through our neighborhood, there will be significant and
irreversible negative impact in the quality of life and health of tens of thousands of Houstonians who work hard and honestly to support their families.
1/7/2015 Margie Harris | support high speed rail, but not in residential areas. Alternatives
It belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors in the urban center not in residential neighborhoods.
The routes could easily terminate at the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or train links to Houston downtown central business district.
10/28/2014 |Marian Lyde That is what INTERSTATE 45 is for. If you want mass transit at low costs build this rail alongside this interstate and stop trying to take the land away from hardworking American farmers and ranchers. Alternatives
1/9/2015 Mark Saranie My name is Mark Saranie, president of the Garden Oaks Maintenance Organization, (GOMO), and we are opposed to the high speed rail running through the heart of our neighborhood and other communities |Alternatives
that surround Garden Oaks.
We ask that the route be reconsidered. This private for profit venture is a travesty and completely unfair to all the affected communities.
We understand that Mayor Parker wants this project to end in downtown Houston, but this is inefficient, (parking), and costly.
Better to have it end at the Northwest Mall location, 290 and loop 610, and extend Metro rail into that area for people moving into downtown.
1/7/2015 Marlon Sanchez Please reconsider the route. The people of Houston are not happy, need more proof? Alternatives
http://dallashoustonhsr.com/how-to-be-involved/submit-a-comment-or-question/
1/6/2015 Martin Parr | am a resident of Garden Oaks sub-division just north of 610. This is an older sub-division in Houston that has seen extensive renewal in recent years, creating substantial employment and a pleasant living Alternatives
environment within the city.
| am very concerned to learn that there are proposals to construct a high speed rail through the sub-division. There is no place for an elevated railroad, with trains hurtling at speed from early morning to late at
night. Such a transport system should be routed in existing high density traffic corridors, or stop outside city limits. The noise and unsightly structure would severely impact the livability of this and other affected
subdivisions, and adversely impact property values.
12/22/2014 |Marty Hiles High-Speed Rail Station Alternatives
Fact: A High-Speed Rail station in Ellis County would be an economic hub of growth and prosperity for the county.
Impact: a. Without a High-Speed Rail station the Rail would be observed by Elis County citizens as an impenetrable wall of economic loss.
Should the High-Speed Rail go through then Ellis County Citizens would expect the Report Findings Revised strategic direction, Key issues, action items and implementation steps However, the residents of Ellis
County during the public presentation oppose this High-Speed Rail and have been very vocal about their concerns for routing the HSR through their communities. Further, to all concerned that the County
Commissioners Court on 18 December 2014 approved a Resolution opposing the HSR indicating that they have similar concerns and feel that the same type of items need to be addressed should the rail go
through the Ellis County proposed routes. TCC firmly believes in supporting our neighbors and those in opposition to the HSR to Houston while maintaining that our own concerns are also relevant to the Austin
HSR. As a community we expect our elected officials to closely scrutinize any recommendations that are made and we highly recommend that our county leaders keep in mind the following:
Impact to existing neighborhoods should be minimized. Installation of sound abatement walls, pollution minimization controls, and or other such measures should be taken so as to limit this impact. These
measures should be fully considered, planned in detail, and discussed with all concerned before any plan is finalized.
Property values should be protected and any degradation to quality of life in and around the affected areas should be kept to an absolute minimum. (Property devaluation can be aggravated by pollution
including noise and light etc. and every effort needs to be made to minimize such impacts.)
Connectivity is a concern and efforts should be made to maintain the connectivity, not only between neighborhoods and students access to schools, but also between businesses and their customers.
Proper and thorough cost benefit analysis should be done on the areas affected by the proposed routes. We must ensure that due diligence has been done on any decision made and that efforts are made to
create a win/win situation for all.
All economic benefits envisioned by this project must be considered in light of the long term economic impacts to the areas involved. (Here we are referring specifically to jobs and the future of Ellis County’s
growth.)
Ensure that the transit needs of the community as a whole have been addressed, including a passenger station, adequate over passes and accommodation to farmers large equipment and that the proposals put
before the county commissioners and city council’s can be funded if need be and that there is adequate ridership within our region.
In conclusion, our community expects that our elected officials will determine the proper course of action for HSR and if need be that every effort will be made to compensate those whose homes or businesses
must be relocated at a fair value. The citizens expect our civic leaders to adequately address concerns that have been expressed by all residents and businesses that are impacted.. It is also expected that our
leaders will take this opportunity to expand our local economy by fully evaluating the impacts of the high speed rail and its future to our area.
Organization Description
Texas Concerned Citizens is a Texas non-profit corporation whose purpose is based in faith, family, community and free markets. TCC purpose is an educational and public policy organization that promotes
conservative values. We are based here in Ellis County due to its proximity to the Dallas and Fort Worth Metropolis. Our economic development executive committee consist of business executives, High tech
business consultants, national senior legal business attorney, business consultant for entrepreneurial and existing businesses, national advocates for economic development, legislative bill writers, congressional
economic development lobbyist, consultant from Washington, D.C., and more. Our Board of Advisory’s are elected officials from state to county government, former Chamber of commerce CEO, newsprint
media, attorney with established political organization that lobby’s Austin. All above are former or current business owners as well as Ellis County residence.
12/18/2014 |Mary Beck While | believe the concept of a high speed rail will be beneficial to both cities and reduce traffic and pollution in certain areas, | am opposed to the potential route running across 34th street. This route goes Alternatives

through a densely populated area. Many families with young children live right on or near 34th and on the other side of the rail...myself included - my back fence backs up to the railroad.
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Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
1/9/2015 Mary Beck Lost Opportunity - to increase ridership - it will not be able to stop anywhere near Intercontinental airport nor The Woodlands Alternatives
Why Not?
Go up 45 N or Hardy Toll Road - it is the most direct route; the residents of The Woodlands want it to stop there; There are already tracks on the Hardy and significantly wider space than in the residential areas
proposed.
Go to a location outside the main area of the city - Northwest Mall, Intercontinental Airport?
It appears that only reason these paths are not being considered is that they will cost TRC more money. This is unacceptable. Thousands should not suffer so a few can become richer.
11/9/2014 Mary Haddox | just purchased my home near the green proposed line this past week. The green line makes absolutely no sense as a rail, as it is not in a straight line, doesn't go straight to Dallas, but tours the countryside and [Alternatives
takes peoples land. Please let me know line green is out of the running so | can continue living the dream of renovating my newly purchased old home with a happy peace of mind. My sister has property on
Highway 6, and also would not like her serenity disturbed. If you have to do a rail from Houston to Dallas, why not go along the Highway that goes from Houston to Dallas, I-45?
12/29/2014 |Mary Jane Taegal The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing Alternatives
through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.
| urge you to terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if it must come downtown, please do not run the route through residential neighborhoods.
12/29/2014 |Mary Jane Taegal Regarding the proposed high-speed rain connection between Houston and Dallas: | have great concerns about the proposed high-speed rail route, particularly the section within urban Houston. | believe that the [Alternatives
current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few Houstonians live there;
instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown, exacerbating traffic
problems. It would be more logical to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.
1/9/2015 Mary Lynn Porter The HSR should be constructed along an industrial corridor. Alternatives
1/9/2015 Mary Wisnoski Because there are so many other options to build this railway, such as Interstate 45 or Hardy Toll road, why is TCR so bent on running it through our beautiful neighborhood ? The only reason must be greed of |Alternatives
profits for TCR and its investors.
Several alternative options were provided at the meeting but Mr. Eckels did not supply valuable information nor did he support the possible reconsideration of this incomprehensible decision. His answer to
questions - "Only the engineers know" or "l am sure that there is a study on that". Where were the engineers? Where were the studies? Who is conducting the study as to how destructive this elevated railway
will be to our neigh boyhood? We have a right to know the truth.
1/9/2015 MaryJane McReynolds | am absolutely opposed to the current high speed rail and the routes currently being considered. We have both highway and rail lines that would serve as the route(s) if and when this proposed project comes |Alternatives
to fruition. Plus, | do not believe you have justified the need for this rail.
10/28/2014 |Matt Allan Might suggest (although i'm guessing you're already planning on this) you need to connect the major airports by having stops at DFW and Bush. Alternatives
1/9/2015 Matt Gannon This should not go through the Garden Oaks neighborhood of Houston (or ANY residential area) and needs to be routed through an industrial area where there will be no impact to homeowners. Aside from the |Alternatives
environmental concerns, the whole concept is ridiculous.
10/29/2014 Matt Martin Jewett, Texas, in Leon County is The Sculpture Capital of Texas. Jewett has a 2010 census population of 1174 living within the city limits (www.city-data.com/city/Jewett-Texas, 2014). This is a 36.4% increase from the 2000 census, which is higher than the Alternatives

state average growth rate. Jewett's tax base is lower than cities within the surrounding area. Located 115 miles from Dallas and 132 miles from Houston places Jewett in an excellent mid-point area for a light rail terminal stop between Dallas and Houston.
Jewett is surrounded with rural land that allows for expansion. Within 10 minutes of Jewett is Interstate Highway 45, and within 45 minutes is Interstate Highway 35. Bryan/College Station, Waco, Temple-Killeen, Palestine, Corsicana, Centerville, and Fairfield
are located within a 100 mile radius of Jewett. Currently, Jewett has north-south and east-west existing railways, and BNSF Railway is proposing an additional railway along State Highway 39, which runs through Jewett. Housing a terminal in Jewett would
allow easy expansion for light rail running east-west and for terminal expansion. Jewett City Council is currently discussing tax abatement ordinances for incoming businesses. Jewett has centralized water and sewer with capacity to expand and meet the
needs of growth. There are currently four hotels with 200 rooms in Jewett, a civic center that seats 400 people for conferences and training events, and Leon County Expo Center approximately 15 miles away. State Highway 79, a major east/west corridor
system that leads to Austin, Texas, runs through the city. Major Industries In and Around Jewett Nucor Corporation: A Fortune 300 company. Nucor Corporation is the largest steel producer in North America (http://www.nucor.com/story/prologue, 2014).
With 200 locations throughout the United States and other countries, Nucor Corporation's largest producer of steel rebar in located in Jewett. Meetings, visits, and training for national and international personnel and visitors are continually held at the Nucor
Corporation plant in Jewett. These persO1mel and visitors fly into Houston or Dallas and travel to Jewett for these meetings, visits, and training sessions. NRG Energy, Inc.: A Fortune 250 company (http://www.nrg.com/about/who-we-are/, 2014). The
Limestone facility located just north of Jewett is the second largest NRG Energy coal energy producer in Texas. A subsidiary of NRG is Reliant Energy, an energy distributor in Houston, and NRG is the holder of the NRG Park, home of the Houston Texans. NRG
Energy continually holds meetings and training at its Jewett plant with state and national personnel who fly into either Houston or Dallas and travel to the plant. Westmoreland Mining, LLC: The sixth largest coal producer in North America with mining
facilities through the United States and Canada (http://westmoreland.com/about-us, 2014). Westmoreland Mining is located next to NRG Energy and provides lignite to the NRG power plant. Meetings and training sessions are continually held at the Jewett
facility with national and international personnel flying into Houston and Dallas and then travelling to the facility. Luminant Energy: The largest generator of electricity in Texas (http://www.luminant.com/plants/). Luminant Energy is Texas's largest lignite
coal miner. Luminant Energy supplies electricity to Dallas and surrounding areas. Luminant Energy is one of the largest wind-generated electrical producers in Texas and the United States (http://www.luminant.com/plants/pdf/PwrPtsMines.pdf, 2013).
Located approximately 20 miles southwest of Jewett, Luminant Energy holds meetings and training sessions at the facility requiring visitors and personnel to fly into Houston and Dallas and travel to the facility. Vulcan Materials Company: The nation's largest
producer of construction aggregates (http://www.vulcanmaterials.com/, 2013). With 323 facilities through the United States, Vulcan Materials Company provides aggregate to 18 of the top 25 metropolitan areas in the United States. Located approximately
20 miles northwest of Jewett, Vulcan Materials Company holds meetings and training sessions at the facility requiring visitors and personnel to fly into Houston and Dallas and travel to the facility. XTO Energy: A Fortune 500 company. XTO Energy is a
subsidiary of ExxonMobile. XTO Energy is the nation's largest natural gas reserves holder. Major Attractions Using Light Rail to and from Jewett: Texas A&M University - academics and athletic events George W. H. Bush Library; Baylor University - academics
and athletic events Melhorn Museum; Temple-Killeen -military fort Ft. Hood; Waco; Texas Sports Hall of Fame Texas Rangers Museum; Lake Limestone; Fishing, boating, recreation; Hilltop Lakes Resort City (approximate 20 miles south of Jewett) Travels Using
Light Rail to and from Jewett: Residents, Dallas and Houston airports Dallas and Houston shopping, Dallas and Houston medical facilities, Weekend residents, family members, and friends to and from Lake Limestone Why Jewett for a Terminal Stop? Building a
terminal stop in Jewett for the light rail system between Houston and Dallas may appear to be less appealing than cities like Bryan-College Station or Corsicana. Jewett is smaller and more rural than these cities. However, Jewett is a great place for a terminal
stop for the light rail system. Jewett is half way between Dallas and Houston. Jewett's City Council is already in discussions on tax abatement provisions for new businesses showing potential businesses that Jewett wants to grow. Jewett's surrounding lands
are rural providing growth in the city from new businesses and residences. This growth is easier to design than larger cities. Jewett's topography is relatively flat, and Jewett already has railway rmming through the city. Jewett has a north-south and east-
west railway in place making expansions for light rail to other areas of Texas easier and cheaper. BNSF has proposed additional railway to be added along State Highway 39, a major highway running through Jewett. Jewett is only 10 minutes from Interstate
Highway 45 and 45 minutes from Interstate Highway 35 making both highways easily accessible to light rail travelers. Jewett houses Nucor Corporation, the largest recycler of steel in North America, NRG Energy, Inc., the second largest coal producing energy
facility in Texas, Westmoreland Mining, the sixth largest coal producer in North America, and XTO, the largest natural gas reserves holder in the United States. Companies such as Luminant Energy, the largest energy producer in Texas, and Vulcan, the largest
producer of aggregate in the United States are a short distance from Jewett. These facilities hold regular state, national, and international meetings and training sessions. Having a terminal in Jewett would allow visitors to these facilities to fly into either
Houston or Dallas and take the light rail to Jewett for these meetings. Jewett already has weekenders spending nights traveling to academic and athletic events in both Bryan-College Station and Waco. A light rail system with a terminal stop in Jewett would
greatly reduce weekenders' vehicle travels to and from these events and reduce emission pollution. People who have homes on Lake Limestone either travel frequently to Houston or Dallas or travel from their residences in Houston or Dallas to Lake
Limestone for the weekend. A terminal stop in Jewett would allow easier and faster travel for local and neighboring home owners. Jewett would welcome the opportunity to give a presentation to Texas Central High-Speed Railway showing why Jewett is an
ideal city for the terminal stop between Houston and Dallas and to discuss the light rail system.
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1/9/2015 Matt Roesler The concept of high speed rail connecting Dallas Houston & San Antonio has been studied for many years. We were developing concepts on this 45 years ago in Architecture school. | support more detailed Alternatives
studies with other options as the rail enters developed urban neighborhoods such as Garden Oaks in Houston.
Given the approx. 100' right of way required, the approx. 50" height of elec. Lines for HSR the excessive cost, noise & light pollution as well as danger to people in urban areas point to transfer stations on
perimeter of cities, connected to lower cost, low speed grade level (or split grade intersection at major roads) rail systems to bring people to not only downtown, but other all business centers in Houston.
HSR in Florida is terminating near existing airports. This is logical.
One such location would be GHB Intercontinental Airport as a regional transportation hub.
You must put more importance on the quality of life for adjacent business and residential neighborhoods to get the public to support your project.
10/11/2014 |Maurice Ball A. The high speed rail line should have its stops at the main train stations in downtown Dallas and Houston. Alternatives
B. You should make your high speed rail train stops at or near as many universities as possible. Universities such as Texas A&M and other colleges and universities serve as a major source of potential ridership.
Studies show that fewer students drive and prefer access to alternative forms to transportation to reach their destination. Also high speed rail would promote research and economic development between the
research centers at Texas A&M and Houston and Dallas.
C. High speed rail should be used to access your major airports to Dallas and Houston and the city centers intermodal stations (downtowns). This will induce ridership. This will provide people from small towns
without major airports with easy access to your major destination hubs such as bush and Dallas/Fort Worth airports. This be will a new form of induced ridership for people such as people in nearby small towns,
college students, the elderly, and others without access to automobiles.
D. People in small towns will use the train as tourist trips such as sports and Recreation activities in Dallas and Houston. Again, this be will a new form of induced ridership for people such as people in nearby
small towns, college students, the elderly, and others without access to automobiles.
1/7/2015 Megan Stark | am writing you to voice my opposition to “BNSF Option 1”, the route shown on the map for Texas Central Railway’s proposed high-speed rail line connecting Houston and Dallas. Alternatives
1/8/2015 Mel G Johnson | attended the “Super Neighborhood 12” community meeting held at Lutheran High North on Monday 5th January 2015. | listened to the presentation made by Mr. Robert Eckels, President of Texas Central Alternatives
Railway and heard the comments that many of our broader community neighbors addressed. | concur with their input regarding the impact on home values, quality of life and just general “nuisance” aspects of
the preferred route through Oak Forest, Garden Oaks and the Heights corridor. The only thing going for this route was easy access and quite honestly that is an insufficient reason to contemplate such a negative
impact on so many people. | will leave further comment on these issues to those who have already written to you.
My final comment on this proposal is that unless the route is designed to tie into the major airports in each of these cities (either directly, or via a light rail link) then a primary customer base is being completely
overlooked. There has to be a way to design a hub that can link to both Love Field and DFW to the North and IAH and Hobby to the South. On the southern end Houston is already developing a light rail service.
The Northline (aka “Red line”) transit center along Crosstimbers, just outside of the North 610 loop would be an excellent candidate. The high-speed train could utilize 145 to the Hardy turn-off then zip down the
Hardy with little inconvenience to anyone. Mr. Eckels even stated at the meeting that this was his initial preferred option.
12/5/2014 Melanie Bartis Concerns about HSR rail option #1. | am a concerned Houston resident with property within 200 feet of the current BNSF track that travels north of 1-610 in Houston (in the Garden Oaks area). When | purchased |Alternatives
my home, | was very aware of the proximity of my home to the current BNSF tracks, studied the safety of the train, and researched train accidents along this line. Had | known this line would potentially house
HSR, | would not have purchased this property. Discussions about the line have indicated that the rail could be as high as 18 feet off the ground. Because of this, my primary concerns are twofold: safety and
property value loss. There are several other potential lines that are not located near established residential areas.
1/13/2015 Melanie M Long | am writing to express my concern and opposition to the proposed Texas Central Railway elevated high speed rail system along the BNSF rail line. This rail line goes directly through my community and the Texas |Alternatives
Central Railway has not addressed the concerns or impact on the residential homes, schools, churches, surrounding businesses or wildlife. Additional information needs to be provided by Texas Central Railway
before environmental impacts can be assessed and before a route can be chosen.
Many other alternative routes are shown on the Texas Central Railway maps and the Utility Alternative would be a better option than BNSF. The route is substantially commercial and since many of the business
are industrial they would not be significantly impacted. The location of Northwest Mall, which is currently for sale, could be a centrally located terminal and provide plenty of land for parking and rental cars. This
location would also provide better access to all four of Houston's business districts - Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor and the Woodlands.
Interstate 45 is also another viable route over any existing neighborhood. Residents in the Woodlands are highly in favor of the high speed rail Whereas city neighborhoods such as mine are in opposition.
Texas Central Railways lack of planning is clearly evident as to the impact on the surrounding neighborhood along the BNSF rail line currently being considered. They have provided little to no studies as to what
the high speed train coming through a city neighborhood would look, feel or sound like. These studies must be completed and provided in order to analyze the impact on landowners, residences, schools,
churches, businesses and wildlife.
Please demand Texas Central Railway address these serious concerns prior to this project moving forward.
1/9/2015 Melissa Hamous No information has been provided which substantiates the necessity for the line terminating in downtown Houston as opposed to in a location farther to the north or northwest, which would eliminate the need |Alternatives
to run the train through the neighborhoods. Why must the proposed rail terminate in downtown Houston?
10/21/2014 |Michael Bell Whatever route is chosen for the "Dallas-Houston" line should be enhanced to go through Austin as well! Would the route be longer? Certainly. Would it take longer to travel this route? Obviously. Would it be  |Alternatives
massively more cost-effective to use this route rather than building a second line through Austin? Absolutely!! The total environmental impact would be less than two lines.
1/9/2015 Michael Dreiss | am writing you to express my opposition to the preferred route selection of the HSR that runs through/borders several residential neighborhoods. The vast majority of neighbors | have spoken to are highly Alternatives
opposed to having a high speed rail running through or bordering our neighborhood. The first time | became aware of the two preferred routes | was very puzzled as to why one with so many turns going through
residential areas (BNSF) would be considered over one that is more of a straight shot along Hempstead. My guess is the almighty dollar and it is cheaper to do the BNSF through our neighborhood.
Food for thought:
Would you be inclined to approve this if it was in your neighborhood?
Would you or your family members want to take your children to a park that was 50’ from a high speed rail?
Would you want your child to attend a school that was next to a high speed rail?
Would you want to live next to a high a speed rail?
Would you want your taxes to increase in the event of default on the part of Texas Central Rail during the process or afterwards?
| believe most people agree rail could be beneficial in alleviating traffic and congestion if handled and built in the best way possible. However the routes that have been chosen do not seem to be the way to go.
| would like to challenge TxDOT and the FRA to give more thought and consideration to the proposed routes prior to making a final decision.
12/4/2014 Michael Graham Public hearings are being held the first week of December. A timeline for the project will be discussed at these meetings. | would like to urge to add your voice to mine in opposing the route that would take the |Alternatives
rail system through our community. I'd also like to ask for any advice you can provided regarding employing other strategies to help defeat this proposed route selection.
We understand the Woodlands community leaders have supported a route location that parallels Route 45, in hopes of having a terminal located there for their growing community. Estimates are that this area
will have population exceeding 1 million in the near future. We truly believe the 1-45 location would better serve the needs of Texas’ businesses and residents.
1/5/2015 Michael Jobe Put the terminus in an undeveloped location to stimulate investment. Furthermore, the terminal should be accessible to the Energy Corridor, the Galleria and downtown. Alternatives

29



Date

Contact Name

Request/Comment

Comment Topic

11/10/2014

Michael Parks

The Brazos Valley Council of Governments (BVCOG) has long been a supporter of High Speed Rail. The latest proposal for High Speed Rail through the Brazos Valley Region appears to be on the fast track to
becoming a reality. The proposed routes being offered appear to benefit our region as a whole, but out of the routes identified in the study, the BVCOG has chosen to support the Union Pacific (UP) Route
through Bryan/College Station. This route benefits more citizens or customers than the other two would. The Bryan/College Station metro area is home to over 200,000 citizens and is also home to over 68,000
students at Texas A&M University and Blinn College in Bryan. Having this privately funded new infrastructure would be beneficial for current and future economic development in the Brazos Valley Region.
Bryan College Station has been “bypassed” many times. First, the central cities of the Brazos Valley Region were only connected with two lane roadways to other cities in the state. The four lane roads did not
come to this centrally located community. Then during the era of Interstate Highway construction Bryan/College Station was “bypassed” again. The Interstate Highways did not come through B/CS. Now, with
TCR’s preferred route, it appears B/CS will again be bypassed. The only thing that did NOT bypass the cities was the original rail line from which College “STATION” actually derives its name.

We also want to bring your attention the amount of fans that could use the line on game and special event days. Texas A&M University’s football stadium will hold 104,000 in 2015 (which by the way is right next
to the UP line). Postgame automobile traffic is always congested; this project could provide relief to that. We understand that one day, Texas Central Rail (under a larger statewide long range plan for passenger
rail) might head to Austin and/or San Antonio. Which is why there is no time like the present select the UP route to cut down on future right-of-way/route costs by having the line a little closer to I-35 than the
preferred route. Brazos County should be the point of departure for TCR trains headed west toward Austin.

In conclusion, it is worth pointing out that, in the past we have written letters and approved resolutions of support (attached) for high speed rail. We have communicated this to officials in different levels of
government. Our commitment has not changed now that this effort has been continued by the private sector. This region has a history of support for the concept of High Speed Rail (see attached resolutions).
Hear what we are saying about the route choice but mark us down as a ‘YES’ for high speed rail.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact [sic] or myself. | can be reached via email at [sic]. You can reach also reach me by phone at [sic].

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Michael Thomas

| am totally opposed to any train coming across unwilling landowners property. | suggest you follow I-45 and I-10 from Dallas-Houston-San Antonio. Do not condemn our land.

Alternatives

10/17/2014

Mike Alms

Once again another project screwing over rural landowners. Unless this train is going to use current I-45 right of way no train should ever be built.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Mike Waltmon

Running along I-45 would be ideal .It is a straight line and it is 95 percent rural . We would not benefit in anyway from this train ,it would only be a long list of negatives for us . Even a route down Hempstead
road would be more preferable . Thank you for your help and consideration concerning this important very serious concern that we have .

Alternatives

11/13.2014

Miles McKinney, Woodlands Township Board of
Directors

Federal law requires that the project be engineered to limit landowner and environmental impact. To the extent possible, the EIS must provide a way forward for the project with the least amount of disruption
to the public. Because this will be a major concern, the Township asks that the IH-45 corridor be included among the routes to be studied as an option for the project in the EIS. While the IH-45 corridor was
initially included as a route option prior to the FRA public scoping session(s), it was then eliminated by FRA and TxDOT, at the request of TCR, without public input as it was not among the two routes offering the
lowest capital costs of construction. The Township believes that a rigorous evaluation of the IH-45 corridor for the proposed project can provide a way forward and minimize the need to acquire private property
for the rail line. Existing right of way and utility easements along IH-45 can be used to lessen impact on the need to acquire private property under state or federal law. Further, this corridor has very promising
rail commuter potential which could possibly more than justify the higher capital cost of this route. The Township believes that TCR is not against the IH-45 route or adding commuter rail services if it serves to
enhance their business plan through a public/private partnership agreement.

A rail alignment close to IH-45 could enhance the ability to include new local commuter stations along the route. By tying in with HSR services, it could further enhance HSR and vice versa as well as providing
significant congestion relief on IH-45.

Because this is a private project, station locations for the high-speed rail route must be driven by consumer demand and economics. To the extent they would not be prohibitively expensive or environmentally
unworkable, more than one station should be considered in both Houston and Dallas. A station location outside of the city centers locations could be effective for interconnecting rail passengers to existing
public transit.

A Houston north region station would accommodate passengers that would not otherwise travel to downtown Houston for boarding because of the travel time from their residence to the city center. A station
located north of Houston can be served by the existing highway system using the Houston Intercontinental Airport model. Consequently, the north station must be located to provide customers the ability to
travel by car to the station due to absence of public transit. The Township suggests that a station located near the Grand Parkway would be a logical location to attract and accommodate passengers from areas
east, west and north of downtown Houston. A suggested location would be at a point where the Grand Parkway, IH-45 and Hardy Toll Road intersect in North Harris and South Montgomery Counties.

In summary, The Woodlands Township asks that FRA and TxDOT develop a viable plan for high-speed rail service between Houston and Dallas supported by the project Environmental Impact Statement. The
Township further asks that an IH-45 alignment be included and considered for implementation during the EIS process with consideration of a passenger station located to accommodate passengers in the area
substantially north of downtown Houston, with potential consideration for also adding commuter rail. Removing some IH-45 commuter traffic would produce large and significant environmental benefits and, in
a public/private partnership, possibly more than justify the higher capital costs. The Township does not want to see this opportunity foreclosed until the combined commuter and HSR potential has been
examined.

These comments are submitted on behalf of The Woodlands Township Board of Directors.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Miller Bozeman

HSR on BNSF tracks in NW Houston
The Hempstead Hwy. Corridor is the place for this project or 1-45 to Hardy rd.
Please Don't save the developers a few dollars at the expense of many fine and growing neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Miller Bozerman

We were led to believe that HSR would be placed along the Hempstead Hwy. corridor where it is mainly light industrial business in the area and would be much better suited for this project.
There is currently much resurgence of the neighborhoods bordering the BNSF tracks. Let us not do anything that would impede this.

The Hempstead Hwy. Corridor is the place for this project or 1-45 to Hardy rd.

Please Don't save the developers a few dollars at the expense of many fine and growing neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Montie Grimes

The two current, preferred routes (Hempstead and 249) were noted as preferable. Why? Dallas is located to the north not northwest. Is the selection committee directionally challenged? The rail structure will
destroy or degrade quality-of-life by towering 20 to 30 feet above nearby homes. Additionally, even minimal impact from the concerns listed above will make people miserable.

The train should be routed through an industrial corridor not through multiple, tax-paying, Houston residential communities. Please find another route for the train.

Questions:

Who is responsible for ensuring the best route is selected? Not the cheapest, but the one with least impact to tax-paying citizens?

Don’t terminate in downtown Houston. Northwest Mall is for sale. Greenspoint Mall is not in high use. The Astrodome is available. Any of these could eliminate traffic congestion in already dense downtown
Houston.

Build it over White Oak Bayou if it must be terminated downtown. This would lessen the impact to the residential community.

Route it up the Trinity River basin, which runs south of downtown Dallas.

Unintended consequences if the train is built on one of the preferred routes, regardless of the objections about the 249 corridor: Large loss of tax revenues

Alternatives
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12/2/2014

Morgan Baruss

I-45 should be the main route. That is the freeway most people take to Dallas. We have 99 already bringing more people into our community, and the neighborhood (30,000 acres) being built off 1488 where we
have the fire. There will always be noise in the city. KEEP IT OUT THERE. This will be very close to our property, disturbing our livestock. Not many people raise livestock FOR A LIVING in the city. Not to
mention we have hwy 36A coming through our property. YOU ARE DESTROYING MANY PEOPLES JOBS AND HOMES. It is quiet out in country. lets keep it that way. You said from Houston to Dallas, not from
Hempstead or Waller to Dallas. So build it up 45 where people travel from Houston to Dallas. Noone comes through Waller County to go to Dallas.

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Ms. Moore

So, you know, as far as we're concerned the neighborhood will either say no build or go down 45 corridor because absolutely it's going to negatively impact us where we have no benefit whatsoever.

Alternatives

10/28/2014

Nancy Anderson

The utility corridor is probably much cheaper to build but it is a refuge for wildlife! IF you must build this, build this in the 145 Corridor.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Nancy Coyle

| am against the high speed rail going across rural properties, breaking up farm land and pastures and destroying the quite and beautiful countryside. If there has to be a high speed rail, then it should follow
Interstate 45 from Dallas to Houston.

| was told at the meeting in Grimes County that the HSR needs to have many straight-a-ways and few curves. The country routes | saw on the maps seemed to have more curves than the route following 145.
The route through Grimes County had a stop in the middle of nowhere so people could get to College Station but there is no way to get to College Station unless you have a car waiting. That does not seem
logical to me.

Whereas a route along 145 could have a stop in The Woodlands that would be perfect for commuters to downtown Houston. Houston could then plan bus and light rail routes to get to other business centers,
Minute Maid Park, NRG Stadium, other sports venues, the zoo, and the arts centers. The developers of the HSR must be aware that The Woodlands and surrounding areas are growing by leaps and bounds.

Alternatives

1/3/2015

Natalie L. Browne

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Natalie Thompson Hall

| am urging you to please considers other routes for this proposed high speed rail line besides 34th St.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Natalie Weierhausen

Pertaining to inner city Houston (inside Beltway8), why wouldn't you choose option 2 over option 1.
Northwest Mall Terminals!
| support HSR, but if more viable not option 1 through Oak Forest, Garden Oaks .... (selfish, but preferred)

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Nathan Montgomery

Below is an email that I'm sure you have received numerous times. As a resident and home-owner in Oak Forest only a few blocks away from this potential train location in North Houston, please take strong
consideration upon what is being planned.

My simple question to you is that if this was your property, your home, your neighborhood where you lived would you want this nearby? Would you purchase a home to live in with your wife or partner to raise a
family in if it were in such close proximity? While I'm not opposed to the high speed rail, | am opposed to this location as well as the "for profit forget everyone else" stance that Mr. Eckels and his company has
taken. His performance in addressing concerns during a community meeting was laughable and disrespectful to those in attendance. There are so many other viable options that yes, may cost more for Texas
Central Railway, but would be best for everyone involved.

I look forward to your response as well as your declination to Texas Central Railway to consider this option for construction.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Nathan Wood

Project looks great! Stations need to be downtown.

Alternatives

10/23/2014

Nathaniel Pendleton

DALLAS ROUTE COMMENTS

As Dallas downtown station is south east of Love and DFW and Alliance airport, | have fewer strong opinions about a preferred route from north of college station T spur line, presumably using the Kacki line
most of the way. As the airports are north east, | would strongly suggest build a rail corridor which permits through trains without reversing the trains nor making the train do a u turn on a dedicated balloon
track, linking Love, DFW, and Alliance. There are currently no straight line tracks from DFW to Alliance, such as along Rt 114, suggesting all DFW trains of all business models (PAER and ACHSR) require a balloon
turn on the north side of DFW airport, so Houston to Alliance airport ACHSR trains, and Memphis TN to Alliance airport ACHSR trains can do a DFW stop, and take the Ft Worth to DFW PAER tracks to Ft Worth
and use existing tracks to Alliance airport. Land for the best possible Rt 114 type straight line corridor must be found and protected for straight line use, but the balloon turn at DFW and 3 sides of the square
route of DFW to Alliance via downtown Ft Worth will likely be built first.

Alternatives

10/23/2014

Nathaniel Pendleton

The straightest connection for shortest trip at highest speed is best. There are several key markets and business models which should be planned in unison and built up as markets and governments support.
These Premium Airport Express Rail (PAER) from nearest downtown to each nearby airport, Air Cargo on High Speed Rail (ACHSR) to Alliance and between many airports on the corridor and Hoston sea port, and
PAER to far airports moving passengers from one city to the far city's commercial airport non stop express (bypassing the far downtown station for many reasons, especially time, see below), as well as ordinary
downtown to downtown high speed passenger rail, with the added value of a T off the straightest main line to College Station for nonstop direct to that town from either Houston or Dallas for special events, but
ordinarily a connector scheduled short haul commuter rail from College station to the main line.

Alternatives

10/23/2014

Nathaniel Pendleton

The maps | am using for the opinions below are from several places,

http://dallashoustonhsr.com/maps-and-pictures/

https://dallashoustonhsr.files.wordpress.com/2014/09/tcr-board-alternatives-considered-octber-20-2014.jpg

this secondary report of TxDot maps.

http://blogs.dallasobserver.com/unfairpark/2011/11/read_txdots_rationale_for_need.php

HOUSTON ROUTE COMMENTS

| strongly suggest that the alignment leaving downtown Houston current or future station take the Hardy toll road northward to GHW Bush airport, to let a premium airport express rail service between Houston
downtown and Bush airport (every 15 minutes would be 73+ trains per day in each direction) pay for most of this Houston area rail infrastructure. Each 1% of Houston Bush airport passengers taking rail to
downton adds 400,000 rail passengers to sharing and paying down this part of the high speed rail line. London with excellent mass transit moves 8.4% of Heathrow passengers to/from Paddington station via a
PAER called Heathrow express, suggesting Houston might be able to eventually move 3.3 million people per year from downtown to Bush airport this way. The downtown Houston train station alignment should
take into account both future premium airport express rail service to Hobby airport as well, and more importantly further through station extension of the main rail line trains from Dallas and Bush going to
Hobby and eventually the Gulf coast beyond, via downtown Houston's train station. From Bush to Dallas, cutting westward from the Bush airport to the red line on your map, likely Spring Tx to Pinhurst Tx (both
suburbs of Houston) northward on red line to the very straight segments kacki colored line, taking that kacki line roughly along Texas RT-39 towards Dallas.

If the calculus say a better faster rail from Bush airport to Magnolia to reach the red line on your map is better, | would build that instead of using the legacy diagonal of Spring to following This route provides a
high altitude rail line extremely relevant for hurricane storm drainage, and of greater than 300 feet, effectively future proofing the rail line from sea level rise for many thousands of years. Any official state oil
and gas maps will show you historical sea level rise by showing where coastal swamps laid down substantial algae, plant, and animal deposits, which became oil and natural gas, with large gaps in Texas
geography from rapid sea level change and costal erosion from the Gulf Stream in much of the land between Houston and Dallas.

Alternatives
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Nathaniel Pendleton

COLLEGE STATION ROUTE COMMENTS

AT line off the main line for infrequent nonstop direct to College Station is required for special events with trains from each or either downtown city Houston and Dallas direct to college campus, and a rail
station on the main line for most of the days of the year with regular commuter rail trains such as US Railcar DMUs or EMUs to the main line for transfer to only those main trains scheduled to stop. A city would
have to found, most likely North Zulch on Texas Rt-190, for building the T interchange and providing staffing for a rail and shuttle bus station, and us the rt190 road to connect shuttle buses in the event of
predictable line work or far off peak connection to the main line, as well as reach the I-45 on ramps in Madisonville, sharing the train station with Madisonvile and if the main rail line be disrupted for any reason,
provide an on ramp for long haul buses from the rail line. This T line spur would be about 32 miles long, and ideally reach the stadiums and graduation venues, and most importantly the Easterwood Airport, the
most identifiable and fixed multimodal transport facility in College Station, with the option to extend to "brac"ed Bryan Air Force base should that ever become a significant density academic Texas A&M
Riverside campus, or be returned to major aviation use.

Alternatives

11/3/2014

Neal McGlothlin

| highly support the construction of this railway. | live in Houston and used to live in Japan the early years of my life. | have ridden the bullet train there. Very safe, quiet, comfortable, and convenient.

| would like to see Texas Central Railway make each end of the line open-ended for eventual expansion of the railway to other large cities, such as Oklahoma City, New Orleans, and San Antonio. | say this
because even if the drive between Dallas and Houston becomes 5 or 6 hours, that is still not far enough that | would not drive. My sweet spot for high speed rail would not be 240 miles, but would be possibly
350 miles or more. Then | would ride the rail and leave my car behind. Once a trip on the bullet train might take more than six or seven hours, only then would | consider flying. Ex: | would drive from Houston to
Dallas, but take a bullet train from Houston to Oklahoma City, but | would fly a plane from Houston to Detroit. Connecting more city pairs that lengthen the railway will bring in more ridership for the Dallas-
Houston route, and thus make it more profitable. If TCR does not design the opportunity for future growth at its own initiative or another company's, then | seriously question that the railway will be successful.
If Houston-Dallas can at least operate at cost, | consider this a success and merits immediate consideration of expansion to other major cities.

| really think that high speed rail should primarily be an alternative to flying, not an alternative to driving. This would ease the pressure to make the train reach the city center wherever it goes. Rather, it can
swing by the suburbs just like an airport.

Also, please, please, please work very hard with landowners to keep them happy. If it requires making the rail a little longer by routing through easy landowners to avoid the hard landowner or two, then so be it.

Alternatives

10/30/2014

NEED NAME

As a resident of the DFW metro, | support this HSR rail line. However, a stop anywhere between the downtown's of Houston and Dallas should not be allowed in the first phase of this line. Express service
between the two cities is the only way to be competitive with the airlines from my transportation consumer perspective.

At some point in the future, perhaps additional track can be laid for more local commuter style stops, but in the near term a stop in Bryan/College station or anywhere else in between the metros would have a
negative effect on enticing drivers out of their cars, potentially mitigating the congestion relieving and emissions reducing benefits. Further more, given pricing for tickets on European style rail, around $80 to
$100 per trip (similar to air travel) the margin of economic benefit to drivers is small. A tank of gas (assuming vehicle fuel economy is 20 mpg, that's 12 gallons for the 240 mile trip at cost $4 per gallon) still only
cost $48 dollars. It then falls on drivers to determine is the time savings worth the $30 to $50. Adding an additional stop lowers the time savings and fewer drivers are likely to use the train. Additionally, extra
time added to the train trip reduces your competitive edge with airlines.

| do hope that one day the train does stop near Bryan/College Station. However the day it opens in 2021 or 2022 should not be that day, and not on either of the two selected alternatives

Reducing driving between the two metros and realizing the full economic and environmental benefit (via reduced vehicle emissions) of the rail means a design that features only express and direct service
between Dallas and Houston should be built.

Alternatives

11/3/2014

NEED NAME

As someone living in Bryan-College Station, | strongly urge the green line option of a stop in our city.

Alternatives

11/10/2014

NEED NAME

Comment: please build it and consider connecting to Bryan/College Station.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Nicholas J. and Ashley Menage

There are better route choices (e.g., I-45 Alignment, 1-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment, 290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities. Please consider these alternatives over
the BNSF Option 1.

Alternatives

10/23/2014

Nick Ferrantino

| need to see detailed maps of your routes through Houston, Texas any and all inside Loop 610 and add the Beltway 8 area with enough detail as to see street names. Will you be using rail lines already in place or
will you be laying new track?

Alternatives

12/15/2014

Noah Taylor

In my research I've noticed elevated HSR images clearly show these systems located adjacent to high speed freeways or industrial areas and NOT in residential neighborhoods. | do not understand why the Blue
Route out of Houston that is shown on TCR’s website is not being considered. It appears this route would provide access to METRQO’s Rail Main St Line at the Burnett Station, which provides travelers with a
means of transportation into Houston’s CBD.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Nora DeDontney

How were the two current proposed lines chosen from the original nine? There doesn't appear to be any specific information on the website comparing the proposed routes to each other.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Nora Dedontney

| have been a resident of Garden Oaks for 2 years. | purchased a home here, as | am intending to start a family. | heard about the proposed routes for the high-speed rail line from Houston to Dallas and | have
some concerns | hope you can address. | have seen the maps available online, and am primarily concerned with BNSF Option 1 (the red route), as it cuts through my neighborhood and may be within a few
hundred yards of my house. | also attended the Town Hall meeting on January 5th at Lutheran High School, where | heard the president of TCR speak and answer questions. My questions are below:

Why do the routes begin and end in downtown Houston/Dallas? The line could end somewhere outside the city, and use public transit to link to downtown, to the Galleria, and so forth. If it ends downtown a
massive Parking structure will be needed in downtown. What are the plans for such a structure? How expensive will it be to park there?

How were the two current proposed lines chosen from the original nine? There doesn't appear to be any specific information on the website comparing the proposed routes to each other.

Alternatives

12/17/2014

Nora Loera

HSR in Oak Forest

Good morning, I've recently learned of the high speed rail proposed to come through Oak Forest. | am absolutely OPPOSED to this route. | do not want to see an elevated rail come through our neighborhood. It
seems so unnecessary when the rail could easily go down Hempstead away from a very populated residential area — the third largest neighborhood in Harris County to be exact! We will not let this happen to our
neighborhood. Expect strong opposition.

Alternatives

12/8/2014

Oak Forest Homeowner

There are better route choices (e.g., 1-45 Alignment, 1-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment, 290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities and should be considered over the
BNFS Option I.

Alternatives

10/30/2014

Olivia Wolken

| would like to express my opposition to the route from Houston to Dallas being considered that runs alongside BNSF RR lines. Also, the idea of Shiro being a stop seems ill planned since it is not close to any
major cities. People in College Station or Huntsville would have to commute which is time consuming and making it not very advantageous to take the train when they can drive to Dallas in the time the
commute and trip by train would take.

Alternatives
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1/4/2015

P.M. and Peggy Finch

Houston/Dallas High Speed Rail Opposition
It is with great concern that we draft this letter in opposition to the proposed high speed rail western route with specific consideration to the deviation from the most direct Houston/DFW route and the negative
financial and environmental impact the would result from that course of action. In addition, there would be no positive environmental outcome to the properties or communities along that western route.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Pam Brock

| don't want the high speed rail. But if it has to be completed, | would like it to go the I-45 route.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Pat Montgomery

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Pat Streeter

| believe the hub for the line should not be located in downtown Houston. That location is only convenient for the people who already work there. Many people hate the hassles of going into the highly
congested downtown area.

It seems to me that the hub should be located north of Houston near Beltway 8. People from all parts of the Greater Houston Area can conveniently access Beltway 8. And rather than driving toward a highly
congested area (downtown) to catch the train, they would be driving away from congestion and into an area that is easier to access.

Hubbing the project near Beltway 8 would also mean that the route could go through less densely populated areas, and thereby affect fewer families' homes.

| hope that some of my observations and suggestions may be found helpful.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Patrick Mays

| would strongly suggest FRA pursue a route through more industrial areas, perhaps I-45/Hardy or stopping the train outside I-610.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Paul J Hughes

High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain by the FRA for
regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Paul Reed

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along 1-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Paul W. Han

The preferred route of Texas Central Railway is not the only option. It’s just the cheapest. When asked why this particular route was favored over four others out of the city, Eckels said it was a matter of
cost/profit. There were alternate routes available that would not destroy residents' peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods (Interstate 45, Hardy Tollroad, Hempstead Highway, utility easements),
but they would be more expensive to build and thus reduce investor profit. Residents in Oak Forest and our neighbors in Garden Oaks are struggling with why a neighborhood would be chosen for this project
when there are non-neighborhood options. This isn’t just about our neighborhoods, it’s about a request to build where there are no neighborhoods.

“... we saw a good opportunity to fulfill a need and make a profit. | wouldn’t say we're doing it because TxDOT can’t ... but Dallas-Houston was right in that sweet spot where we thought we could build it cheap
enough and pay off construction costs over time.”

As reported in the Dallas Morning News in April 2013, Travis Kelly, director at Texas Central High-Speed Railway, emphasized the need to build cheap and make a profit. All so a Japanese company who has been
“itching to enter U.S. market” can sell more trains (The Texas Tribune, August 14, 2014). | ask you...at whose cost? Homeowners?

On the Texas Central website itself, there is a claim: “...desire to avoid densely populated areas will require occasional deviations from current rail and road alignments”. So if there is a desire to do so, why is the
current favored route right through densely populated areas, such as Garden Oaks and Oak Forest?

There are many alternate routes available that would not destroy resident’s peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods. The BSSF1 route has a great impact on the environment and property owners.
The second proposed route, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route travels through a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many
of the businesses have already exited. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and
Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental cars.

Downtown is not the right place for the Houston terminal and getting the train those last few miles into downtown will be no easy task. The only reason they want to go downtown is a commitment they made
to the leaders in the City of Houston. Houston has four business districts- downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston does not make sense. Most
businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would make for an easy commute to any of the four business districts.

If the transit station were downtown, fewer residents would drive the 30 to 40 minute commute into downtown to catch the rail.

The Interstate 45 route needs to be reconsidered. This rail belongs on Interstate 45, not through residential neighborhoods or Texas agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run
along I-45. When someone thinks of a HSR from Houston to Dallas, they automatically think of it running along I-45 corridor.

Alternatives
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12/4/2014 Paula Norman | own 132 acres. This property has been in my family for 5 generations. | am opposed to the high speed railroad route that would go along the current Burlington Sante Fe railroad track. This high speed train Alternatives
would destroy our home, barn, arena and historical value of our land. My preference is for the high speed train follow the straight route of the utility corridor. That would save Shiro.
1/8/2015 Pene Carter High Speed Rail Concerns Alternatives
| have now attended 2 meetings regarding the proposal of the HSR going through our established neighborhood.
| live in Garden Oaks and according to one realtor at the January 5th meeting, just the thought of HSR going through Garden Oaks has already caused property values to go down by 10-20K. For most of us, our
homes are our biggest investments. For over 35 years we have paid escalating property taxes but took it in stride as we were confident that we would reap the rewards in the end; but now that seems to be in
jeopardy. So, the devaluation of our property is a huge concern.
Although downtown is a large business community, Houston has many others. How many people from The Woodlands will be willing to drive into town to catch a train or if coming from Dallas with a destination
of The Woodlands. It seems that a better alternate is to put the station outside the downtown area, on an established corridor such as 610 or Beltway 8. This would be more centrally located for the various
business districts.
| am also confused why you would go through College Station. The most direct route from Houston to Dallas is up 45 North.
All of this reminds me of when | was a child and the Army Corp of Engineers wanted to concrete all the bayous. It was touted as a great thing, for safety and to control flooding. The funny thing about it was that
when they approached River Oaks and areas near Memorial, the residents absolutely put their foot down and their bayous remain natural and beautiful to this day. Our bayous now flood — funny how concrete
does not absorb water as well as dirt! As, a friend of mine says, follow the money trail; Money Talks! Believe me, it is noted that there are no proposed HSR routes through these areas.
| am not against a HSR but | am against it going through well established neighborhoods, whether it be mine or someone else’s. Keep it out of town of downtown; stop it further out.
| really hope that people are listening to the communities concerns and will work diligently to come up with viable solution for all parties.
1/9/2015 Penny Leas There is no benefit to OF residents, only liabilities, if the train goes through our neighborhood. It is not a commuter train. No one can use it to get to work instead of taking their car. So our neighborhood just Alternatives
becomes a conduit for some other people to go some other place. There is only one stop planned — near College Station. If I'm remembering correctly, the train would take77 minutes with no stops and 90
minutes with one stop. Any additional stops would add to the time for the train — so even though we’ve been told other stops may be added, the people riding the train are not riding a “high speed train” so they
can make multiple stops between Houston and Dallas like they are riding the bus.
Why, specifically, has the I-45 route been discarded or at the least put on the back burner? That is the most direct route from Houston to Dallas. The fact that I-45 is the worst freeway in Houston and is about to
get even worse when the ExxonMobil campus is fully populated should make that freeway number one on TxDot’s list of freeways to widen/update and this project could be incorporated at the same time.
In the absence of using I-45 as the route, Hempstead Highway to I-10 seems like it would be the least disruptive route to homes and businesses to go directly to downtown Houston.
Use Hempstead Highway. End the train at Northwest Mall. Put in a whole shopping/restaurant/entertainment complex there where there is currently a big eyesore and a whole bunch of space that could be
repurposed for something that the current and new residents of Oak Forest and other nearby neighborhoods could get a lot of benefit from.
1/7/2015 Peter Oconnnor No to the Dallas to Houston High Speed Rail Project through our Neighborhoods. Alternatives
Alternative terminal locations are ignored: Northwest Mall would be a superb alternative for a terminal for ending the trip. It is well located to many of the desired destinations of down town, mid town,
Galleria, medical center, and the west energy corridor. It has none of the social, life impact and economic costs of bringing this train into the down town corridor.
Route Alternatives focus on the benefit to the project at the expense of private home owners: Bringing this project though our neighborhoods is a wealth transfer to a private entity at the expense of private
citizens who derive no social or economic benefit from the Project and whose homes are projected to lose significant value. Keep this industrial project located on rail though industrial areas such as rail on the
Hempstead Highway and out of our residential neighborhoods.
| don’t believe the rail should go through established dense neighborhoods. Houston is crowded enough without adding a high speed rail line through to downtown. Downtown is crowded enough during rush
hour for a high speed rail terminating in downtown. It makes more sense to end or terminate outside downtown in a more accessible area, where people can disperse from there. Not all rail commuters will be
heading downtown; other desired areas include is the Galleria, midtown and the Medical Center. This terminal can have public and private transportation pickup which can access these other areas.
1/12/2015 Philip Gaydosik There are alternatives.... Alternatives
The Hardy route would make a better route as the easement not only travels in a more directly northern route, there is obviously more easement along the entire stretch, even as it approaches the Spring area
and runs mostly along rural and industrial areas with limited residencies to be affected.
Another alternative would be to incorporate these plans into the 1-45 construction that is to begin within the same time frame as the rail line, and could be included in the design with this much lead time. But
the investors likely want to limit as much government interaction as possible during this project, in order to limit any oversight they may encounter. Also, there has been note that the railroad that owns the
easement along the Hardy is either not willing to lease or sell any of that land, but I'm not sure if there has been any confirmation regarding that matter.
1/9/2015 Phillip Gaydosik There are alternatives.... Alternatives
The Hardy route would make a better route as the easement not only travels in a more directly northern route, there is obviously more easement along the entire stretch, even as it approaches the Spring area
and runs mostly along rural and industrial areas with limited residencies to be affected.
Another alternative would be to incorporate these plans into the 1-45 construction that is to begin within the same time frame as the rail line, and could be included in the design with this much lead time. But
the investors likely want to limit as much government interaction as possible during this project, in order to limit any oversight they may encounter. Also, there has been note that the railroad that owns the
easement along the Hardy is either not willing to lease or sell any of that land, but I'm not sure if there has been any confirmation regarding that matter.
1/8/2015 Pratistha Pradhan Just came to know that cypress ( Hempstead railway) is one of the two possible routes for the high speed railway between Dallas and Houston. In the current plan is there any stop around cypress area so that Alternatives
residents in the area can use that train to travel to Houston downtown?
Any relevant information is highly appreciated.
1/9/2015 Rama Kumar Allada I'm a resident of Houston living along the Washington Ave. corridor. Although | applaud the development of HSR between Dallas and Houston, | strongly disagree with placing such infrastructure within a highly |Alternatives
concentrated urban residential area such as ours. | | think there are alternatives that would prove more beneficial to all parties involved. High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed
corridors not in residential neighborhoods. In addition to terminating the line at the 610 loop, there are other options such as running he line along hardy toll road and having a stop in the woodlands. The HSR
could serve as a commuter option to and from the woodlands serving a number of large companies.
12/2/2014 Ramesh Konidala Dallas to Houston speed rail. | am resident of Tomball, TX and supportive of this alternate route through Tomball. Let us know if we could support this project any other way. Alternatives
1/8/2015 Raphaele Please consider our opinion on the bullet train Houston to Dallas, as represented below. Alternatives
High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors in the urban center not in residential neighborhoods.
1/8/2015 Raymond St. Germain Il In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro |Alternatives

shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.
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1/5/2015 Rd Kissling Apparently the HSR company has already taken the I-45/Hardy Industrial Corridor off of the list of proposed candidates (largely because it is harder and more costly for them). They need to reconsider this. This [Alternatives
corridor would impact very few neighborhoods or homes as it already has a high level of auto/truck traffic and largely industrial complexes along it. Additionally, The Woodlands, a large and growing
municipality along this corridor north of Houston is actively seeking the HSR line to come through with a station. This would be a win win for the whole project and Houston as it would help alleviate very bad
commuter traffic in morning and evening rush hours.
1/5/2015 RD Kissling and Mary Tipton At the Super Neighborhood #22 Meeting on December 18, Robert Echols admitted that the most favorable place to put a station would be on the NW side of 610. The north and west side of Houston is probably |Alternatives
the largest target population for the rail. This would also give the city some incentive to expand public transportation from the suburbs to the city core. Why is this not a serious consideration?
What are the specific technical and financial reasons for abandoning the I-45/Hardy Industrial Corridor for HSR? The Woodlands is clamoring for a HSR station - why force HSR through established neighborhoods
that don't want it when you have a large community that highly desires the service? The HSR station in the Woodlands coupled with either an HSR station in the city core or light/commuter rail service to the city
core would alleviate the terrible traffic problem the northern suburbs have getting into and out of the city every day. Nobody from the Woodlands area is going to fight rush hour traffic to go downtown to get a
train.
1/9/2015 Rebecca Pradt HSR clearly belong in high speed freeway corridors or industrial zones rather than residential neighborhoods. Alternatives
1/8/2015 Reid Covington PLEASE CONSIDER AND ANALYZE AS SPECIFIED THE FOLLOWING REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT AS PART OF THE EIS PROCESS THE NO BUILD OR NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. Alternatives
1/7/2015 Renae van Zeelst In contrast, | could see a HSR from Dallas to The Woodlands as a final destination or Dallas to west Houston to the Energy Corridor. In my opinion, the best path would be along the Interstate 45 corridor with Alternatives
termination in the Greenspoint area, near Bush Intercontinental.
1/7/2015 Renae van Zeelst It is with great concern bordering on panic that | write to you today. Texas Central Railway is favoring 2 proposed routes from downtown Houston to Dallas for a high-speed dual BULLET train elevated rail Alternatives
system. This plan will absolutely devastate areas that have been undergoing tremendous urban rejuvenation that Mayor's Parker's Office and the media have regularly showcased; historic Independence
Heights, Garden Oaks, Oak Forest, the Washington Corridor and several other areas that are densely packed with families, schools, churches, parks, and small businesses.
Please know that | really am a fan of high-speed rails. | have frequented them in Europe where they are essential in connecting small towns to large cities that cross national boundaries. Dallas and downtown
Houston are already connected by Interstate 45. | can't understand why our city feels the need to shoot this bullet through the Texas countryside, slow it down to snake its way through our incredibly lively and
cherished neighborhoods and then dump passengers downtown. _In contrast, | could see a HSR from Dallas to The Woodlands as a final destination or Dallas to west Houston to the Energy Corridor. In my
opinion, the best path would be along the Interstate 45 corridor with termination in the Greenspoint area, near Bush Intercontinental.
Please question these private investors. Please ask Texas Central Railway to choose a route that won't infringe on any Houston resident's quality of life.
1/9/2015 Renee Duncan Michael Johnsen, per our conversation on January 9, 2015, my husband and | are long time property owners of our homes on 36th Street and 3507 Corlandt Street. We recently rebuilt our home on 216 East Alternatives
36th Street and are looking forward to doing so much more to our properties. We will be greatly affected by the High Speed Railway route that will potentially go through our neighborhood of The Independence
Heights. Like so many others, we want more information about the High Speed Railway that could affect our neighborhood. With that in mind, here are the many questions and concerns we have. We are hoping
to get some clarity on this matter so, let's begin:
What is the likelihood that the train will be routed through The Independence Heights?
12/1/2014 Richard and Teresa Honeycutt I. No- Buld alternative is the strongest and most obvious conclusion to be drawn from your stop [stop] light graph which [which] shows that none of the options meets your criteria. Alternatives
. 1-45 is the most feasible of your routes. A. It is a current traffic corridor. B. Residents and businesses have already adjusted to the disruptive environment. C. Tax values have already been adjusted. D. Contains
the largest population concentrations [concentrations] for future ridership.
I1l. BNSF Option 1. A. Completely divides and isolates communities; preventing/basic and fundamental fabric that [that] comprises rural and small town America. B. Interferes with emergency response time. C.
Interferes with school district zoning. D. Interferes with mail routes. F. Interferes with electrical Coop service areas.
IV. Utility Corridor (shy [why] is this a consideration? It was not included in FRA's Alternative list.). A. Divides properties; rendering land unusable. B. Terminates landowners' [landowners'] businesses. C. Land use
purchases far exceed 80' HSR easement. D. Legal battle at every property line. E. Decreased property values within the radius of visibility and audibility.
12/3/2014 Richard Franco Now, the utility route versus I-45. If you see an overlay, they're almost -- you say straight. They're almost identical the overlay. For the difference are paid for access for portions of land along 1-45 versus paid off |Alternatives
and clearing and refurbishing the land between Dallas and Houston. It's not practical to say -- | mean, the tradeoff is cheaper to go I-45 and pay accordingly, just the straight and narrow. What you said was not
practical. Now, also the stoplight issue. Stoplights along I-45? That's a highway. Your terminology, but as far as going along |-45 Highway elevate, there really be -- is minimal impact along any roads on the sides.
If you've got an elevated -- I've been in cities that have a -- an elevated. I've been in other countries that have a high-speed line. There's no impact on the sides. So you can't consider an impact if it's going straight
down 1-45. If you find minimal packets along I1-45, versus by land and then clearing it going from Dallas to Houston. The tradeoff is phenomenal. Have you considered the utility route?
12/4/2014 Richard J. Franco 1. What is the "Stop Light"/Impact problem with the 1-45 route? 1-45 is a highway and the bullet train would be elevated above it, away from adjacent traffic. Alternatives
2. It costs less to buy pieces of access to "straighten" out the |-45 route vs buying and preparing ALL the land along the utility route from Dallas to Houston.
1/8/2015 Rick Graves From the November 19th presentation by former Harris County Judge Bob Eckels: Alternatives
Mr. Eckels is president and one of ten investors in the Texas Central Railway a private corporation.
This proposed route designated as “BNSF1” will impact Central, North and Northwest Houston as it travels through and adjacent to the both the Garden Oaks and Oak Forest neighborhoods.
The two trains will any given point every thirty minutes from 5:30 in the morning until 11:00 p.m. at night.
According to Bob Eckels statement at the November 19th meeting, the most obvious route, IH45 and the less intrusive routes were eliminated as a matter of cost/profit.
12/12/2014 |Rick Pritchett Preference is for the line to travel through Tomball. | believe the 290 route alienates the Woodlands-Exx... communities and would avoid the already heavily congested 290 corridor. Provided the lien does,... Alternatives
through Tomball, | believe a station stop on the Grand Park.. US Beltway 8 is more practical, and avoids the already heavily congested Beltway 8. Thank you.
1/6/2015 Rjordan Mr. Eckles seems determined to make more millions off the taxpayers of Harris and surrounding counties. If he is so determined to build this railway, which | predict will be belly up in less than 5 years, he should |Alternatives

at least stand by his word that he will treat landowners fairly. The only fair thing to do is build his rail up 1-45, thereby displacing businesses which will have the advantage of updating their buildings. Displacing
home and landowners by taking the route west of Houston is doing exactly the opposite. Not only would this be taking rural land from the owners, it would be taking the rural atmosphere from those who enjoy
the scenery and taking the habitat from the wild animals such as deer, rabbits, etc. Those who are so readily in favor of the project obviously have no stake in the outcome causing the destruction of homes,
ranches and rural lifestyle chosen by the people who will be affected.

Of course you would encourage the TCR to choose the Hempstead route since it would not affect you or your neighborhood. What about those of us directly affected who have chosen to live in rural Waller
County. Is it ok for them to take land that has been our family's cattle ranch for over 120 years and our home for 40 years? The suggestion that 50,000 people will ride this train is ludicrous. Show me them and
I'll show you 100,000 who do not want it built
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1/8/2015

Rob Griffith

My major concern with regards to this project arises from the assumption that the trains must come into Houston’s Central Business District. Houston is not like many other cities. It does not have one
downtown or CBD but several (downtown area, Galleria area, Texas Medical Center, Energy Corridor, Greenway Plaza, Sugarland, the Woodlands, etc.) It seems to make more sense for this project to be a part
of a more comprehensive transportation approach that would integrate or overlay with other METRO transportation systems and options already in place (or soon to be so) throughout the city. It makes more
sense for HSR to terminate somewhere outside the downtown area (outside the I-610 loop). Somewhere having adequate space for terminals, parking, food, and integration with taxi, car, light rail, commuter
rail and other modes of transportation to get travelers to their final destination. | do not know the exact statistics, but I've seen several sources that claim only 10% of all Houston businesses are located
downtown! Most riders of this bullet train would ultimately want to go to one of the other CBD’s in Houston or back to their homes....NOT downtown.

Either terminating the track at a transportation hub such as a Northwest Transit Center at the site of the old Northwest Mall or keeping the elevated track along existing freeway routes, such as the proposed
Hardy Toll Road expansion, would cause minimal disruption to sensitive areas where families, businesses, churches, and communities are thriving. A project handled this way would be far less destructive to
neighborhoods, and far less costly for the rail project as a result of this. | strongly suggest that the TCR and the FRA consider one of these alternative routes.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Rob Griffith

Along with my partner, | am owner of an historic property located in Houston’s First Ward. | am also a REALTOR who has helped many people buy and sell real estate in the First Ward as well as other areas of
Houston. | am also the outgoing president of the First Ward Civic Council.

It is important to state that, in general, | support the idea of public transportation, and | understand its importance to a city the size of Houston. Likewise, | am generally supportive of high speed rail, as | think it
could potentially have a positive effect on our region and the State of Texas as a whole.

My major concern with regards to this project arises from the assumption that the trains must come into Houston’s Central Business District. Houston is not like many other cities. It does not have one
downtown or CBD but several (downtown area, Galleria area, Texas Medical Center, Energy Corridor, Greenway Plaza, Sugarland, the Woodlands, etc.) It seems to make more sense for this project to be a part of
a more comprehensive transportation approach that would integrate or overlay with other METRO transportation systems and options already in place (or soon to be so) throughout the city. It makes more
sense for HSR to terminate somewhere outside the downtown area (outside the I-610 loop). Somewhere having adequate space for terminals, parking, food, and integration with taxi, car, light rail, commuter rail
and other modes of transportation to get travelers to their final destination. | do not know the exact statistics, but I've seen several sources that claim only 10% of all Houston businesses are located downtown!
Most riders of this bullet train would ultimately want to go to one of the other CBD’s in Houston or back to their homes....NOT downtown.

Either terminating the track at a transportation hub such as a Northwest Transit Center at the site of the old Northwest Mall or keeping the elevated track along existing freeway routes, such as the proposed
Hardy Toll Road expansion, would cause minimal disruption to sensitive areas where families, businesses, churches, and communities are thriving. A project handled this way would be far less destructive to
neighborhoods, and far less costly for the rail project as a result of this. | strongly suggest that the TCR and the FRA consider one of these alternative routes.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Robbie Morrison

| am not totally against a high-speed rail line being built, but | am VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED to it being built through long established urban, historic neighborhoods. If it is allowed, It should be run in industrial
areas or high-speed corridors.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Robert D. Muir

| would request the rail project utilize already existing rail and utility easements.

Alternatives

11/18/2014

Robert Leilich

Routing HSR in the I-45 corridor instead of one of two non-commuter corridors could offer a long term public benefit and cost saving alternative. There is little or no time left for action.

Alternatives

10/28/2014

Robert Pali

High speed rail. My vote is to align with the 1-45 corridor. The agriculture and wildlife impact alone, and numerous crossovers to farm to market roads, should be enough to stay on the main highways. | live off
Hwy. 39, in Madison County. On clear, cold nights, the BNSF train sounds like it is in my living room. | am a mile and a half away. Please consider this.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Robert Stabe

| am very supportive of high speed rail. | love the rail systems in Europe. But the route through Garden Oaks is not a good idea and | am opposed to that. A line that goes up 290 through College Station seems
very logical and that it would be highly successful. Being able to travel to College Station in minutes would open up the state's largest university to students who can continue to live in the Houston area.

Alternatives

11/22/2014

Roger Aghai

| think this is a must way to avoid air and driving hassle. Go Robert E. | am with you in the old place in Houston across your old office. | can provide a better way for train to arrive in downtown Houston. Let me
know

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Ron Willkens

The last time | drove up I-45, most of the way, you've got a quarter mile on either side of the existing freeway that you can use. If y'all have to have high-speed rail, run it up 45. Don't run it through Waller
County.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Ronald Scott

No to high-speed rail in NW Houston. As a resident and tax-payer not living in but near several of the northwestern communities that would be involved and possibly destroyed, | totally disagree that any such
rail line be built through the residential areas along the existing BNSF rail line. There are other routes available that can use existing rail or utility right-of-ways that are adjacent to commercial and industrial
properties, not residential areas, like the possible route alongside Hempstead Highway. Please seriously consider the non-residential routes if this proposed plan moves forward.

Alternatives

1/10/2015

Ronald Scott

There are other routes available that can use existing rail or utility right-of-ways that are adjacent to commercial and industrial properties, not residential areas, like the possible route alongside Hempstead
Highway. Please seriously consider the non-residential routes if this proposed plan moves forward.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Rosa Lopez

As requested at meeting the 5th of January, | am forwarding to you this message with my comments regarding the rail entering dense-residential communities.

1. I am for the high speed rail. We are decades behind in doing this thanks to politicians siding with airline and auto industries.

2. 1 am against the rail to enter past the Beltway 8 if it entails going through residential communities. | have traveled in many countries where they have the service and even though some do come close to
downtown they manage to do it via areas that are commercial and not high residential area.

3. I am for the train ending outside the Loop whether at Northline mall or Northwest mall as long as they use the roads presently used with commercial/business entities around to reach them. The private entity
that owns the project needs to set up agreement with METRO or DART and set up a station in place where people can commute the rest of area or provide parking for the persons that leave cars for trip
duration. If not there are taxi service and/or rental cars persons can use the rest of the way. Also, Northline has the metro train and Northwest has the park and ride close to it.

4. Finally why not use the same route that Amtrak uses - | checked web page and even though they don't have daily service they still offer it.

http://tickets.amtrak.com/itd/amtrak

I am all for private entity progress but they need to consider how it affects communities by not coming to agreement with the proper governments/organization to achieve their goal and earnings.

Alternatives
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1/7/2015

RR Carrington

The concept of a park-n-ride located on the outskirts of Houston needs to be considered and not have the terminal points in town. Alternate routes that citizens are in favor of need to be considered. Such a
structure completely changes the landscape of the city. Quality of life is forever changed for residents, schools, and businesses along the proposed line if approved.

There has been little to no communication regarding the private business involved partnering with other business to plan more preferred routes around Houston. The Woodlands is in great need of this rail and
would benefit by a line along the I-45 corridor, but this is not on the preferred list. NorthWest Mall at 290 & 610 is not being considered as a terminal point, yet that land is for sale.

Taking the I-10 rail further west of the city is not being considered as a preferred route. We are told that the Hardy toll-road route into Houston is off-limits and would be more impactful to Houstonians, yet that
gateway into Houston is a prime route.

Partnering with airports and public transportation in Houston has not been sufficiently done as the airport also seems an obvious termination point for more seamless transportation and better connection
between each mode to server citizens. Private business involved is taking the least expensive and laziest way to get their high speed rail in place and as deep into the city as possible. There is money at risk for all
involved, but Houston Metro should be on board to have a termination point further outside of the city to also reap benefits. This might also give METRO a chance to bolster its inner-city transportation systems.
Having a high-speed rail into the heart of the city and through historic neighborhoods is not the smartest choice for me, my neighbors, or the city of Houston.

| would not want a high-speed train in my back yard and | am sure you wouldn’t want that for you or your family either.

| also recommend a terminal point further outside the city, allowing Houston METRO to continue seamless transportation services within city. Again, have a terminal point at 290 & 610 needs to be strongly
considered!

Alternatives

10/22/2014

Rue and Tuck Henry

station locations?
Are any intermediate stations planned between Houston and Dallas, or only two (one in Dallas and one in Houston)?

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Runwaysonex

The state of Texas may need a high speed rail BUT why not use existing "right of ways", such as I-45. This project will unnecessarily steal land from rural folks who do not deserve to have their heritage taken
from them and disrupt life.

Alternatives

10/27/2014

Russ Fores

SH 21 is complete to North Zulch which would be better for BCS. Station in North Zulch instead of Shiro.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Russell Hyde

| am writing to comment on the prospective Dallas-Houston High Speed Rail project proposed by the Texas Central Railroad. Myself, along with other family members, are the owners of multiple properties on
your second-most-preferred alternate route , which would have the line run through the heart of the heavily-populated Inwood Forest, Candlelight Oaks, Mangum Manor, Oak Forest, Shepherd Forest, Garden
Oaks, Independence Heights, Lindale Park and more neighborhoods. All of our properties are single family homes that serve as primary residences. Our family has lived here since the 1950s. With so many
neighborhoods involved it's easy to see how many people will be impacted, just on this segment of the project.

| am generally supportive of mass transportation and believe that this project, if done carefully and thoughtfully, could be quite beneficial to our region. However, | am deeply troubled by the lack of discussion
with regard to the people most affected in Houston. | understand that a number of alternative locations for the Houston terminus are being considered. However, if a Central Business District terminus is
selected, the routes currently under consideration will result in great damage and disruption to urban neighborhoods. The building boom in Houston has seen many new residences built in our urban
neighborhoods both inside and near the 610 Loop.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Russell Hyde

There are many other options to consider. A route down interstate 45 which is the main corridor used to travel the Houston/ Dallas, is a viable option. Community leaders have put forward an alternative route
that would come down the Hardy Toll Road, where the existing right-of-way is much wider. Another idea, which Texas Central executives have acknowledged as a realistic possibility, would be to run elevated rail
over I-10, eliminating the need for additional right-of-way. Coordination with Metro and the City of Houston could also produce solutions involving less-intrusive light-rail connections into downtown. It would
also be worthwhile to consider terminating the train outside of Houston and connecting other stops via commuter rail for which an infrastructure is already in place.

| hope you will give these creative proposals the careful consideration they deserve. Above all, | urge you to step back and slow the process down so that approaches can be developed for achieving the project’s
goals without needless damage to Houston’s urban neighborhoods.

Alternatives

12/8/2014

Ryan Balazs

There are better route choices (e.g., 1-45 Alignment, 1-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment, 290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities and should be considered over the
BNFS Option 1.

Alternatives

12/9/2014

Ryan Balazs

There are better route choices (e.g., I-45 Alignment, 1-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment, 290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities and should be considered over the BNFS
Option 1. | simply ask that we take a collective deep breath, then move forward calmly and wisely to find a more sensible alternative route doesn’t destroy residents' peace of mind and negatively impact
thousands of families/neighborhoods. We believe there are viable alternative routes in which the railway can be built that would eliminate the need for the project to cut through these highly-populated
neighborhoods. We strongly encourage you to find a safer, less-intrusive route than the one Texas Central Railway has proposed.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Ryan Grayless

The Interstate 45 route needs to be reconsidered. This rail belongs on Interstate 45, not through residential neighborhoods or Texas agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run
along I-45. When someone thinks of a HSR from Houston to Dallas, they automatically think of it running along I-45 corridor.
We can understand Texas Central Railway’s need to utilize existing railroads to make their project financially feasible. But economics and private interests trump the homeowners’ interests?

The preferred route of Texas Central Railway is not the only option. It’s just the cheapest. When asked why this particular route was favored over four others out of the city, Eckels said it was a matter of
cost/profit. There were alternate routes available that would not destroy residents' peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods (Interstate 45, Hardy Toll road, Hempstead Highway, utility easements),
but they would be more expensive to build and thus reduce investor profit. Residents in Oak Forest and our neighbors in Garden Oaks are struggling with why a neighborhood would be chosen for this project
when there are non-neighborhood options. This isn’t just about our neighborhoods, it’s about a request to build where there are no neighborhoods.

The second proposed route, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route travels through a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many
of the businesses have already exited. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and
Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental cars.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Ryan Grayless

As a homeowner of Oak Forest in Houston, Texas for 5 years, | am writing to express my concern with the proposal of the Texas Central Railway BNSF1 route and the proposed path which negatively and
needlessly impacts countless homes and property owners in northwest Houston.

If you’re unfamiliar with the neighborhood in which I live, it was founded in 1947 and is one of the neighborhoods in which the proposed route would traverse. Oak Forest is one of Houston's best-kept secrets.
Nestled among towering pines and majestic oaks, this quaint and architecturally unique neighborhood comprises over 5,500 homes. Oak Forest is one of the few remaining “inner city” neighborhoods where
families seek to live. Our families contribute to the Houston and Harris County businesses, rather than moving to a suburb. We are proud of our city and the quality of life we are able to have so close to
downtown.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Ryan Grayless

Downtown is not the right place for the Houston terminal and getting the train those last few miles into downtown will be no easy task. The only reason they want to go downtown is a commitment they made
to the leaders in the City of Houston. Houston has four business districts- downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston does not make sense. Most
businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would make for an easy commute to any of the four business districts.

If the transit station were downtown, fewer residents would drive the 30 to 40 minute commute into downtown to catch the rail.

Alternatives
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1/8/2015

Ryan Hunzeker

| live in super neighborhood 22 in Houston and do not want to see the high speed rail line go through my neighborhood.

In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston as well as other Houston
business districts.

Alternatives

1/10/2015

Ryan Stroud

After finally hearing details on the proposed route that bisects the historic First Ward (utility alignment route), | have to say | am beyond angry that this is even a possibility. An elevated train through the
neighborhood would completely cut off one half of the neighborhood from the other half and obstruct views for a lot of the homes being built here specifically because of the views of downtown. This is
unacceptable to me as a homeowner in the area. We recently bought a home in the neighborhood specifically because of its proximity to and views of downtown and the feel of a cohesive historic neighborhood
that has been undergoing a revitalization over the last few years. This project is a direct threat to all of the reasons we live there. This will surely drive home prices down in the area.

| would suggest rethinking the proposed location of the station and locate it in an alternative location preferably outside the loop or east of downtown which will be connected to downtown via metro light rail
anyway. Areas outside downtown would intrude less on established family residential areas. Please take this into account when discussing the project. At the very least rethink the proposed route as it will have a
devastating impact on a lot of the historic homes close to the existing rail. Many people will lose their homes because of the proposed right of way.

Please take this seriously because a lot of people have a lot at stake and will not be very happy if the “Utility Alignment” route is chosen.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Sally and Mark Jozwiak

We propose the following suggestions:

Press TCR to consider a termination point outside Houston’s urban core such as the parcel of land for sale at the intersection of 290 and 610 on the near northwest corner of Houston that already offers an
established Metro transit center nearby. This location also provides quick access to I-10 and the possibilities of expanding HST routes to Austin.

Urge TCR to consider/reconsider high-speed or industrials corridors that HST’s architecture favors. This provides convenient access for more of the urban and suburban population and also offers a great
marketing tool when drivers see a HST traveling alongside the highway.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Sandy Sharp

Bullet train
In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Sandy Simmons

| am concerned about the routes proposed by Texas Central Railway for the high-speed rail between Houston and Dallas. Both of the current "preferred" routes have segments that would run through dense,
long-established residential neighborhoods, one of which is the Oak Forest / Garden Oaks area where | have lived for 50 years.

A better solution would be for the routes to follow industrial or other high-speed corridors, or to stop before entering long-established urban neighborhoods. For example, the train terminal could be located
near an existing park-and-ride facility, such as the one at 290 and 110. Train passengers could then take the bus into the city center.

| urge you to bring Houston Metro and other transportation organizations into your discussions to map out a comprehensive plan for integrating a high-speed rail into our transportation solution, if it is indeed
deemed beneficial to the Houston metroplex as a whole.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Sarah Hannah

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general, | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston.

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Sasha M. Pejerrey

You could easily use another route, like the Hempstead Highway route which does not go by children's schools. | know you would have to deal with eminent domain cases on that route, but that should not deter
you from making the right decision.
Not to mention the fact that this area has worked so hard to gentrify and beautify, and now you will be taking that away.

Alternatives

12/8/2014

Scott Arnebold

| am urging you to consider using the Utility Alternative route that travels closer to highway 290.

Alternatives

12/7/2014

Scott Reagan

The Utility Alternative shares the same issues inside the 1610 loop going to downtown (Rice Military neighborhood), but it is a good route to get to the 1610 loop which would be an ideal location for the station.
Placing the station near 1610/290 will provide a centralized location for Houstonians and may be easily connected to downtown Houston with a direct bus route with a short commute. Extensive construction for
the 610 loop has been ongoing for years so affects of construction on property value have already occurred, and the placement of the station there will provide a needed boost to the Northwest mall and the
surrounding neighborhood. Additionally, | would strongly recommend an additional station near College Station for access to students and local residents. | also recommend the option to by-pass this
intermediate station so the option to travel quickly directly from Dallas to Houston still exists, while providing an access point for individuals living midway between the two cities.

The Utility Alternative is the best route into Houston with the station placed near the 1610/290 intersection. | look forward to seeing the project become a success with Texas leading the way for the future of
passenger transportation in the United States.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Scott Smith

My name is [sic], and | reside at [sic] which is approximately 1 mile west from the “Utility Route” alternative. The information presented at the December 2 meeting in Waller predicted that by 2035 increased
congestion on the 145 corridor and a favorable travel time comparison between airline service and rail service will make the high speed rail an economically viable option. | request that the Draft EIS examine in
great detail the following elements related to a “do — nothing” alternative.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Scotty Mecum

| suggest if you want a high speed train to go to Dallas, run it along 145 or Beltway 8

Alternatives

1/13/2015

Shane Kurz

There are better route choices (e.g., I-45 Alignment, J-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment,290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities and should be considered over the BNFS
Option 1.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Shannon Falls

In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston as well as other Houston
business districts.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Sharon Lout

If you are going to put a train to Dallas, take it straight north to Dallas, not on a scenic route through these neighborhoods we have worked so hard to create and take care of. Go north on I-45 where there is
plenty of available right of way. It will make the trip go faster! And keep our neighborhood quiet and safe. We have wonderful neighbors and institutions. Please move that train due north.

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Sheila Whitford

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general, | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston.

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Sheila Whitford

The outpouring of public sentiment at recent community meetings has made it clear that our urban neighborhoods will not tolerate this kind of blight being foisted on them. Instead, an alternative routing
through industrial areas or along freeway corridors must be found if the project is to extend to the CBD.
In sum, | suggest you terminate the HSR line outside downtown. But if you must come downtown, don’t run the route through residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives
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12/29/2014

Sheila Whitford

| am writing with respect to the proposed high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas. Although | am not opposed to high-speed rail in general, | have great concerns about the proposed route,
particularly the section within Houston.

| believe that the current focus on having the line terminate in Houston’s Central Business District (CBD) is misguided. The CBD is only one of several commercial centers in Houston, and relatively few
Houstonians live there; instead, it’s a fair guess that most of the target ridership is concentrated west and/or northwest of town. Placing the terminal in the CBD would force all these riders to come downtown,
exacerbating traffic problems. It would be much more sensible to place the HSR terminal outside of town, in the same way that airports are typically located, so as not to increase congestion.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Shelley Rogers

| join my fellow Garden Oaks and northwest Houston neighbors in opposing the BNSF line within Loop 610 and the "Utility Corridor" route inside Loop 610, for the reasons they have stated herein and for the
reasons stated in my and my husband's letter to Mr. Johnsen of today's date. The obvious route is along I-45. Heck, | think my dog could probably figure that one out. Any bisecting of neighborhoods,
communities, farms and ranches was done 50 or 60 years ago when 1-45 was first built (or perhaps even earlier, when its predecessor, U.S. 75, was built) and everyone recovered from that years ago. The
interstate is already ugly, so adding an ugly HSR track will not make things much worse and is certainly better than adding an ugly elevated HSR track in someone's backyard, next to a church or school or straight
across a family's farm or ranch.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Sherry Black

| live in Oak Forrest Section 15 in Houston, Texas. My home backs up to the railroad and | will be directly impacted should the HSR be installed on the BNSF route. While | am in favor of HSR between Dallas and
Houston, | am adamantly opposed to the two primary route choices which wind through long established residential neighborhoods. HSR should follow freeway routes or existing rail routes and should stop
before impacting existing residential neighborhoods.

Even if | did not own a home in one of the impacted residential neighborhoods, | would be opposed to the high speed rail going through residential neighborhoods. | believe the choice of routes through
residential neighborhoods was poorly thought out and planned. It should have never been an option. | urge you to find viable alternatives that do not go through residential neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Sherry Jordan

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Sherry Tseng Hill

Dallas to Houston High Speed Rail. Finally, a high speed rail in Texas! It's about 20 years late.

| recently traveled in Japan and Taiwan (Taiwan uses the Japanese high speed rails too) and loved the high speed rail system. | also traveled in Spain and loved the mass transportation system available. Well
developed mass transportation infrastructures are in place in Japan and Taiwan too. We never had to rent a car or hire a taxi in any of these countries and getting around was so easy.

| live in Houston, so | will address my concerns within the city of Houston only: The trains should run through industrial or light commercial areas and not through established neighborhoods. Please consider
other alternatives.

Alternatives

Sierra Club

2. The Sierra Club is very concerned about the HSR alternative that is depicted on the county maps as a green line. The Sierra Club's concern is that the green line alternative fragments the Warren Ranch which not only is the largest
working cattle ranch in Harris County but is a key part of the Katy Prairie Conservancy's (KPC) landscape protection system. This landscape protection system has been developed to save a sustainable portion of the Katy Prairie in
perpetuity. The Sierra Club urges the FRA to ensure that the Warren Ranch and other KPC properties are not impacted by this project. If the green line alternative can avoid Sam Houston National Forest in Montgomery County then
it can modified to avoid Warren Ranch in Harris County.

The KPC conservation properties are protected via fee title and conservation easements. The Katy Prairie is internationally known for its rich migratory and resident bird life; important coastal prairie and riparian wetlands; and
water quality filtering and floodwater holding capacity. There may be other conservation properties, both private and public, that may also be threatened by this project that should be avoided.

The Sierra Club is very concerned that the network of almost 20,000 acres on the Katy Prairie (KPC conservation properties) will be threatened by fragmentation, invasion by non-native invasive plants species (NNIPS), and other
environmental impacts that the project will cause. The Sierra Club is opposed to the unfriendly taking of any KPC conservation properties or properties rights on those properties by the green line alternative or any other alternative.
In particular, the Sierra Club believes that the green line alternative will degrade KPC conservation values and will have to confront environmental constraints like the avoidance or mitigation for wetlands, stream mitigation,
conservation easements, endangered species, and more federal and state interests and thus greater scrutiny. The Sierra Club favors either the modification of the green line alternative so that it does not cross the Warren Ranch or
any other KPC property or dropping the green line alternative.

8. All reasonable alternatives must be analyzed in the EIS. Some of the alternatives that must be analyzed include: No action alternative (a real unbiased analysis of this alternative); an alternative that avoids all KPC lands; an
alternative that mitigates with additional conservation lands given to KPC and the restoration of native prairie in the ROW if KPC lands will not be avoided; and an alternative that places a conservation easement on the ROW.

Alternatives
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1/8/2015 Stephanie Prosser Bayou Land Conservancy (BLC) is an accredited regional land trust that holds 56 conservation easements in the Houston Region, including one preserve that could be directly impacted by the proposed project. |Alternatives
Senior Conservation Lands Biologist We are submitting our comment as an interested party in the EIS of the Dallas to Houston High Speed Rail.
Bayou Land Conservancy In review of the preliminary information available, we state our opposition to BNSF Option 1 due to its impacts to conservation lands and to riparian buffer zone adjacent to Lake Creek and Spring Creek. BLC
holds a conservation easement on land located at the intersection of TX-105 and Old Dobbin Road approximately 1 mile east of FM1486, known as the Stewart Preserve. A location map of the conservation
easement is included as Exhibit 1. The alignment provided on county maps on the project web site shows BNSF Option 1 traverses the Stewart Preserve and would be detrimental to the ecological values that
BLC protects in perpetuity.
BLC is currently working with a landowner who holds land due north of TX-105 and approximately 1 mile east of FM 1486, to place a conservation easement on this property. This tract is also shown on Exhibit 1
as Planned Conservation Easement.
BNSF Option 1 is proposed to cross and run parallel to Lake Creek for approximately 29 miles. According to TCEQ, Lake Creek remains one of the few unimpaired waterways that feed Lake Houston, the main
drinking water source for the City of Houston. Lake Creek’s expansive floodplain is approximately 1.5 miles wide at the first proposed BNSR Option 1 crossing, and continues in similar width throughout the Lake
Creek watershed. These floodplains provide forested wetlands of high quality and size. This segment of BNSF Option 1 is also directly adjacent to the western boundary of the Sam Houston National Forest and
would cause adverse effects to ecosystem and habitat quality of this protected area.
2
Conservation ¢ Preservation ¢ Education
BLC is the nonprofit partner in the Spring Creek Greenway project, the largest urban forested contiguous greenway in the Country. The intersection of BNSF Option 1 and Spring Creek falls in a sensitive area on
the greenway where negotiations with landowners to the east and west of SH-249 are currently underway.
BNSF Option 1 does not co-locate the line within or adjacent to any existing facilities. This proposed route would be constructed mainly on raw land and therefore would be even more impactful then if placed
adjacent to existing traffic corridors.
It is for these reasons that Bayou Land Conservancy is opposed to the establishment of a High Speed Rail on the proposed BNSF Option 1.
BLC recommends that the proposed line be collocated with existing facilities in order to minimize environmental impacts. In the initial review of available data, the 1-45 Alignment and Utility Alignment appeared
to collocate the proposed project with existing facilities, resulting in lower environmental impacts than BNSF Option 1. Due to the limited mapping of I-45 Alignment, more information is needed to better
determine route placement and potential impacts to BLC lands.
Bayou Land Conservancy appreciates the opportunity to comment and requests a public hearing for further discussion of this project
1/9/2015 Steve Hazzard | support the idea of high speed rail between Dallas & Houston. | disapprove of the plan to route the HSR into downtown Houston through residential neighborhoods. Alternatives
Why not route it down I-45/Hardy/610. Folks in The Woodlands are asking for a stop there to relieve the increasing congestion on |-45 with the pending opening of the Exxon campus. Another alternative is to
route it along Hempstead Hwy to NW Mall & incorporate adjacent transportation to the NW Metro Station. Or, route it down I-10 into downtown. The officers and investors at TCR can have their bullet train as
long as they can find a suitable route that is not through a residential corridor.
1/7/2015 Steve Rachac If it is to help with highway problems put it if where there is already where the land is already being used, 1-45. Why come and destroy our country land to help others and resulting in hurting many others in our |Alternatives
part of the country? Again | recommend if these investors want to make money put it where It they claim the problem exist, next to 1-45. It sounds like the investors are only for the money and do not care what
they do to people like us who will not benefit at all by this project but will destroy us. Please remove this nightmare of a project off of the UTILITY ROUTE and hopefully after this environmental impact study it
will be realized that this project is too damaging to our land in the country and is too costly . At what price do you put on our country environment, our animal life, our investment in buying, preserving and
enjoying life in the country? Please destroy this monster.
1/9/2015 Steven Vealey Please find alternative to routing HSR through Houston neighborhoods Alternatives
In the urban center High Speed Rail in Texas belongs in industrial, rural, or high speed corridors not in residential neighborhoods. Homeowners and small business in Houston should not suffer eminent domain
by the FRA for regional privately owned transportation, when routes could easily terminate outside the 610 loop with dedicated Metro shuttle or light rail links to central Houston and our many business districts.
11/19/2014 |Susan | am opposed to your High-Speed rail going through any rural area. Keep it along I-45 as this makes more sense. Alternatives
12/3/2014 Susan Statler Thornhill | also agree with other's statements about having this system go through College Station so that college students can benefit from it. | am not even sure why we need this system as | am not a Houston to Dallas |Alternatives
commuter and would probably never benefit from it anyway, but change happens. Not always for the good.
1/9/2015 Suzanne E. Clevenger Alternative Routes Make More Sense Alternatives

There are many alternate routes available for the area of Harris County where the BNSF line nears downtown Houston that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were
told by Texas Central Railway President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. Cost and resistance are not factors in the NEPA analysis, but safety, visual,
noise, land use and vibrations impacts are factors to consider.

For example, the alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for
demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of
Northwest Mall would make a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located is a large plot of land
and should be evaluated for its ability to accommodate parking and rental cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston. Houston has four business districts- Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor,
and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project —to provide transportation for business travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many
businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts and would eliminate an extremely congested and residential area of the
proposed BNSF route.

In the event the rail line is extended into downtown, | believe that you should analyze the viability of locating the route into downtown along the Interstate-10 corridor. This proposed route would closely
parallel the BNSF route but would be located in an existing highway corridor, not through historic residential neighborhoods. Moreover, an elevated structure along the Interstate highway corridor would not be
visually distasteful and it is unlikely that the noise and vibrations impacts would be as significantly impairing as they would be to residences, schools and daycares along the BNSF route.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along Interstate 45, with a stop in the Woodlands to help alleviate the traffic congestion from that area of Houston to Downtown,
while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.
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1/8/2015

Sylvester Turner

| support the construction of the high speed train. | applaud Texas Central Railway in putting forth their plan without government financial assistance. | commend Robert Eckels for taking the time to answer the
public's questions, soliciting their input and considering alternatives.

At the same time, would strongly recommend that all parties concerned and all stakeholders consider locating the route along 1-45 to downtown or 1-45 to Hardy or Hardy itself, utilizing 1- 10 which has recently
been expanded, or developing the property at 290 @ 610 (Northwest Mall) as a Northwest Transit Center which could lead to further development and revitalization for that area. The development of the
Northwest Transit Center could be a joint project between the City of Houston, Metro, Texas Central Railway and others. | strongly recommend all stakeholders consider the Northwest Transit Center in its
decision making. The suggestions listed above would avoid the disruption of major neighborhoods and would be consistent with the area's mobility plans, reducing congestion, promoting the development of
homeowners living in the inner city, and would be a "win win" between homeowners and developers.

| fully recognize that a large scale project of this magnitude will always generate some opposition. Even with the suggestions offered above, there will still be some who oppose this project. However, | firmly
believe these suggestions are far better than what is currently offered and would gamer my support as well as many others.

It is clear that the routes as currently proposed make this project totally unacceptable. | join with Super Neighborhood #22 and Super Neighborhood #12 in their opposition to the proposed routes and |
incorporate their comments as well. | encourage you to consider other options and | am prepared to work with you to make this project a reality.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Tami Merrick

| suggest a high speed rail should be placed on the Hardy corridor expansion or an existing TxDOT corridor designated for transit properly vetted with the public. The historical train lines were located on the
outside of town years ago and these area are no longer rural and an important component of Houston tax base. Good urban planning practice would locate new rail tracks in major rx dot transit corridors. This
would ensure direct service and not interrupt traffic flow in city arterial streets. This would be a Houston Tomorrow to strive for.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Tami Merrick

| am writing comments as a follow up to the Town Hall meeting | attended on January 5, 2015 at 1130 West 34th Street in Houston Texas. SN12 organized the meeting in response to demand from
neighborhoods in Houston Texas wanting more information on the impact to their communities. Primarily the proposed routes by TCR has into Houston Central Business District both dissect populated
neighborhoods. HSR has published a document indicating 2 preferred routes in Houston. TCR provided a power point presentation to concerned residents in attendance. The presentation was shortened at the
request of attendees to extend the Q and A and for Judge Robert Eckels to quit selling their community a train they do not want. President of SN12 had to calm the packed room. Two to Three hundred
Houstonians attended the town hall meeting. Local TV stations 13 and 2 covered the event.

| personally support the concept of High Speed Rail from Dallas to Houston but not the routes. It was clear majority of Houstonians attending the meeting did not support current proposed routes and some did
not support High Speed Rail in Texas. Both on the basis of routing through Houston residential neighborhoods and lack or proof of ridership. There was massive consensus among the attendees that it’s clearly
unnecessary for the HSR to route directly into the Houston’s central business district. If the HSR considered termination in Houston at the Northwest transit center or northwest mall site it would offer revitalize
of the mall area and provide parking for HSR station. It would also avoid routing in Houston SN12 residential neighborhood. Below is a list of concerns | noted at the meeting.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Tami Merrick

It was noted that the collector distribution system for regional traffic was the freeways and that this was regional transportation and belonged in that corridor and not in the rail and utility corridors that wind
through densely populated urban neighborhoods.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Tami Merrick

Because | am highly involved in transportation issues in Houston including the 1-45 expansion project | have created a series of alternative routes many of which are hybrids that are designed to better integrate
with Houston. | challenge the FRA to make TCR explain fully why they cannot route in TX Dot corridors or Harris County Hardy corridor with proof. The Hardy from 610 to Hardy Yards has allot of space. If all
entities sat down with maps, | can’t believe that they couldn’t work something out. Truth is they don’t want to. It is easier to pick a train corridor that makes no sense for our community so they can lay track
fast! Below is series of not fully explored alternatives that have been dismissed or not really analyzed in depth with other agencies.

Alternate routes: A) Terminate the train at Houston at NW transit station at 610/290

Pros: Northwest mall is for sale needs revitalization and can provide parking and train station destination for HSR at low cost with great proximity to 610 dense freeway regional traffic corridors.

Minimal opposition from Houstonians as that corridor is wide and in an industrial zone with highway boundary prior to that point. (Comment pertains to Houston vicinity only and doesn’t take into account
surrounding counties who have other concerns.)

Cons: Freeway 610 traffic continues to slow as population increases. Travel times are faster in contra glow than coming to the center at peak hours.

B) 145 exp project comes out for a fourth and final scoping session late winter 2015 or early spring 2016. Plans from scoping session 3 has nearly two football fields of width from 610 north loop to the beltway 8
north loop all on grade. Elevated HSR could easily be integrated in that location. Then take a slight turn into the Hardy corridor from 610 to Hardy Yards with a train station at the super fund site.

At the Hardy Yards the light rail Burnett station is available to bring many from CBD and surrounding areas.

Pros: This would aid in revitalization efforts in one of most up and coming communities and has no loss of property to home owners or small business. The area that TX Dot is expanding has from 610 to beltway
is vetted.

Woodlands wants HSR and this facilitates a prime beltway 8 location at the woodlands with the new Exxon Mobil campus which has frequent traffic to Dallas and considered the new energy corridor. It could
also facilitate a short taxi to existing airport shuttles and taxis into cbd or taxi to airport rent cars

Con: Judge Eckels isn’t sure there is room to route with the Hardy corridor because Harris county is expanding the toll road and did not secure row as anticipated from UP. UP has unused right of way in this
corridor and claims they are adding 4 tracks? Fra could try to facilitate a better partnership with this zone to get HSR to CBD. | have photos of the area and it is the last corridor wide open to the CBD. Maybe its
time federal government, private enterprise and county government make a real effort to work together for better solutions for urban centers.

C) Alter the current proposed red route to minimize the impact to Houston residential neighborhoods. Re route the portion through SN12 to 610 loop high speed corridor from the North West Mall to the Hardy
corridor at 610 loop. (Note: while forcing two additional HSR tracks into a tight BSNF corridor is what Eckels wants. He has not provided any plans proving this the BSNF corridor actually can support existing
tracks and HSR proposed ROW. Eckels told SN12 residents nobody will lose property only property value devaluations will occur. | am telling the FRA he did not have maps or data proving this.)

Pro: This is more logical than routing in developed neighborhoods placing financial hardships on hundreds of people in this SN 12 corridor. It save TCR project cost money not to demolition existing BSNF track
and replace those tracks closer to residents. It pairs high speed rail with freeway traffic patterns.

Con: | don't see any statistical proof that the train needs to be in the CBD. So it is just added cost to the project to lay more track to get into the CBD when Metro has stated they can get people to the North
west Transit center. It would also interface the exchange at I-45 and 610 that TX Dot is re designing so if they cannot work with TX Dot they could impose more traffic issues and cost to the state.

D) Alter the current proposed yellow route to minimize the impact to Houston residential neighborhoods. Reroute the portion through SN22 and put the HSR in the 110 corridor form the NW transit station to
the Hardy corridor.
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1/9/2015

Terry Jeanes

Alternatives to terminate outside the inner 610 loop. Due to the high density residential not only of the BNSF line inside the 610 loop , but also that of the Washington corridor line, it seems more appropriate to
terminate near the 290 / 610 Hempstead area. This location especially coming from the west via the Hempstead line which runs alongside primarily high industrial usage areas as well as a “transportation
corridor” of the 290 freeway will have far less impact on already existing residential areas, especially those experience additional growth and economic development. Limited impact along such a line would exist.
In addition ridership to downtown, is questioned. Many of the higher employment centers for Houston are west of 610 — Galleria/Uptown, Energy Corridor, and Westchase. A transportation hub for an
alternative might be located and 290/Hempstead and 610 , where a current declining regional NW Mall site is for sale. More advantageous to parking a place for buses as the Katy Road (bus transit station is just
blocks south), cabs, rental car, sites, and in the future perhaps a “light” rail extension to Downtown, and other areas like Galleria, Westchase, and the energy corridor could base. After all if you bring your riders
in you have to get them to where they are truly going.

An added benefit would be the positive impact to nearby by / separated by the 610 loop / residential communities to have access to this hub. Food for thought, perhaps.

Another thought: The Interstate 45 route needs to be reconsidered. And the hardy toll as stated by Mr. Eckels at January 5th meeting was his preference but apparently not an option. This rail seems more suited
to along Interstate 45, not through residential neighborhoods or Texas agricultural land, as it is our understanding residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45. When someone thinks of a
HSR from Houston to Dallas, they automatically think of it running along I-45 corridor and the Intercontinental Airport transportation hub for Houston is more easily accessed from there.

There are likely more thoughts that have not been scratched due to the short time from when the information first broke within our community mid November, the need to gather information, and our meeting
just Monday January 5th with Mr. Eckels with the EIS comments due this day January 9th.

Alternatives

12/5/2014

Terry Poole

Indication are the Hardy toll road is too expensive, but it is the only route that actually makes any since and will not destroy the life and home values of so many citizens. | urge you to please not consider the
route through our area known as the 34th street, Oak Forest, Garden Oaks, Candlelight Oaks communities.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Thelma Elizalde

While | have no objection to high speed transit from Dallas to Houston, | believe a more direct line along I-45 N into downtown is more appropriate than through my Garden Oaks neighborhood. Certainly, there
exists a more viable alternative route that can achieve the same goal without impacting my neighborhood and the many small businesses that surround it. A train would create a barrier through the
neighborhood and would separate, rather than connect and unite us.

Alternatives

11/19/2014

Thomas Doveno

North Houston Option - While a Downtown Houston station is most ideal for the urban development of the region, perhaps a North Houston station at 1-45/Grand Parkway would make the most sense from a
financial and potential ridership perspective. Consider the BNSF route option (or a hybrid of the utility and BNSF | suppose), but north of Tomball veer east along the rail road tracks that parallel Kuykendahl-
Huffsmith toward Old Town Spring. A station for Houston located in the southwest quadrant of the intersection of the future Grand Parkway and I-45 will serve all potential riders--those deciding to drive would
have to pass this location anyway. An open-ended station here leaves open the possibility of expansion to Downtown Houston and other points further south, including Galveston, by your organization or TxDOT
in the future along the Hardy corridor. If you are only intending on building one station in the Houston region for financial reasons, a station further out makes more sense for a phase 1. Get up and running
sooner rather than later. Leave on the table building a close in station Downtown with a phase 2 strategy since such an extension will require more time and money to build. Income generating trips can already
be running while working on the Downtown extension if such was later desired and deemed necessary. Frankly, for sprawling Houston a far out station and a Downtown station make more sense for ridership
potential--why would someone in The Woodlands or Conroe want to drive an hour into town before getting on the train?

No matter how this line proceeds, | am happy to see it moving forward. Thank you for your efforts.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Tina Roberts

| am writing to you today to express my concern with Texas Central Railway’s proposed routes for a high-speed rail in my area. | am opposed to this project entering dense, residential communities. The rail
should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors, or stop before entering long-established urban neighborhoods, where at 50-foot elevated rail line, with trains running every 15 to 30 minutes 18 hours a
day, would lower property values, increase noise and vibration, and severely harm the high-quality livability that these neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Tinabeth Keaslin

PLEASE CONSIDER AND ANALYZE AS SPECIFIED THE FOLLOWING REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT AS PART OF THE EIS PROCESS THE NO BUILD OR NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Todd B Marshall

What consideration has been given to an above grade (e.g., mono rail) solution over the complete route? What consideration has been given to rapid (i.e., nearly instantaneous) hand off of traffic (e.g.,
preloaded cars just connected to the stream?)

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Tom Civitello

Another thing, if it's truly a high speed rail between Houston and Dallas then why is it going to Bryan college station, why not straight down I-H 45.
And why is a private group going to get right of eminent domain? | and my neighbors smell a rat!
I have lived in Oak forest a very long time and | do not want this in our neighborhood!

Alternatives

11/19/2014

Tom Compson

Comments on Proposed High Speed Rail Project

| strongly support this project. We need convenient, reliable, affordable travel options other than cars or planes.

| have a few comments:

During the scoping meeting in Houston | didn't see any depictions of the cross-section. How wide will the ROW be?

| strongly support downtown locations for both Dallas and Houston to maximize convenience and minimize need for cars at each end. The stations need to be multi-modal, with convenient access to local transit
and Amtrak, and facilities for bikes and rental cars. Room for shopping and restaurants should be provided.

Best wishes on your continued progress on this much-needed infrastructure.

Alternatives

12/1/2014

Tom Dubois

We're on this side of the Civilian River. We call it DuBois. We are currently in our fifth generation of farming and ranching in Leon County and rather than take up a lot of extra time, | totally am 100 percent in
compliance with these comments, the first young lady all the way through the last gentleman. | don't want this railroad, but | have some questions on your presentation. You mentioned that the I-45 corridor did
not allow for any excessive turns more than 90 miles per hour. Most of us have traveled 1-45 from Houston to Dallas. You don't need a 90-mile-an-hour turn. It doesn't exist between Houston and Dallas down I-
45. It's not there. It's a straight shot; and if they're really interested in the most direct route to transport commerce or move people, why would you want to go through Bryan/College Station? That is certainly
not the most direct route or not the flattest route. That's got to be Reveille generation. And anyone that wants to come in -- and I'm going to address this gentleman that rose up earlier, anyone that wants to
come in and acquire our properties, disrupt our county and will not put their names out in front as to who they are, | don't have any use for them.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Tom Oleary

| do not believe the high speed rail system should start near downtown Houston, and travel through urban and/or residential neighborhoods. It would be better located near the Hardy Toll Road, and travel a
more industrial route out of the city.

Alternatives

10/27/2014

Tony Boyd

Station in North Zulch - not Shiro. Connect to DART in Dallas (LR). Connect to Metro in Houston (NR)

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Tracy F Olds

Why was the |-45 option pulled from alternative for the rail project when Houston and The Woodlands want this option and the alternatives through Grimes County are not wanted?

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Tracy Olds

The 1-45 Option with a stop at Grand Parkway north (just south of Exxon-Mobil and The Woodlands) makes the most sense to relieve the commuter congestion between Dallas and Houston. Existing park riders
can be utilized. Existing rail line right ways can be expanded and used. Folks that live north are not going to drive 20 miles south to board this train. What would be the point? 1 hr south and 2 hour train ride
when we have a only a 3.5 hour drive to Dallas?? And we can be in our own car!

Alternatives
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Date Contact Name Request/Comment Comment Topic
10/30/2014 |Travis As a resident of the DFW metro, | support this HSR rail line. However, a stop anywhere between the downtown's of Houston and Dallas should not be allowed in the first phase of this line. Express service Alternatives
between the two cities is the only way to be competitive with the airlines from my transportation consumer perspective.
At some point in the future, perhaps additional track can be laid for more local commuter style stops, but in the near term a stop in Bryan/College station or anywhere else in between the metros would have a
negative effect on enticing drivers out of their cars, potentially mitigating the congestion relieving and emissions reducing benefits. Further more, given pricing for tickets on European style rail, around $80 to
$100 per trip (similar to air travel) the margin of economic benefit to drivers is small. A tank of gas (assuming vehicle fuel economy is 20 mpg, that's 12 gallons for the 240 mile trip at cost $4 per gallon) still only
cost $48 dollars. It then falls on drivers to determine is the time savings worth the $30 to $50. Adding an additional stop lowers the time savings and fewer drivers are likely to use the train. Additionally, extra
time added to the train trip reduces your competitive edge with airlines.
| do hope that one day the train does stop near Bryan/College Station. However the day it opens in 2021 or 2022 should not be that day, and not on either of the two selected alternatives
Reducing driving between the two metros and realizing the full economic and environmental benefit (via reduced vehicle emissions) of the rail means a design that features only express and direct service
between Dallas and Houston should be built.
12/8/2014 Troy Kaptain What is the primary route being considered for this project. What is the first alternative route. | have looked through the website, but it is not clear. Alternatives
1/8/2015 Vanessa Smith There are many alternate routes that would not adversely affect residential homes, schools and businesses. The Utility Corridor route outside of Loop 610 would be a better option for the project. The route Alternatives
traverses a commercial area that has ample land for a terminal station, parking and is convenient to Greenway Plaza, the Energy Corridor, Memorial City and the Galleria where many businesses are
headquartered. | believe the information you are making decisions on is lacking and | ask that you go back to the drawing board with respect to selecting other routes.
1/9/2015 Vernon Fristoe | am writing to you today to express my concern with Texas Central Railway's proposed routes for a high-speed rail in my area and subdivision. | am opposed to this high-speed railway entering dense, residential |Alternatives
communities.
The railway should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors, or stop before entering long- established urban neighborhoods.
A SO-foot elevated rail line with trains running every 15 to 30 minutes 18 hours a day, would lower property values, increase noise and vibration, and severely harm the high-quality livability that these
neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve.
10/31/2014 |Vicky Cheek | do not want the HSR in front of my house. Our house is on Hwy 80 North, Teague. The railroad already runs in front. Alternatives
10/27/2014 |W. Paul Kaspar | believe connection somehow to facilitate Bryan/College Station traffic is paramount. Some sort of parking or station to board is important that is convenient to drive to. Perhaps shuttle service from B/CSto  [Alternatives
Station. Clay soils of Texas will be a design challenge for smooth tracks.
10/29/2014 |Walter Council With regards to the two most considered alignments, if there was ever consideration to swing it east towards the George Bush International Airport. | would assume the Sam Houston Tollway could serve asa  |Alternatives
right of way going east, and |-45 or Hardy Tollway could as right of way going south. | think connecting the HSR with an international airport will connect more people, and create a high caliber multimodal
station for Houston. Furthermore, | would assume moving forward in Dallas terminus, the HSR will turn west towards Fort Worth. Along the way, it will likely have a stop at DFW Airport. Thus, both cities having
a HSR connected to their airport would magnify the purpose of the project.
12/4/2014 Wanda Chase Why not continue to expand 457? Alternatives
1/10/2015 Wayne and Jan Forster My wife and | write to express our opposition to the construction promoted by Texas Central Railway (TCR) of a high speed railway (HSR) route through the neighborhoods of Garden Oaks, Oak Forest and Alternatives
Independence Heights, and Lindale in Houston, Texas. This route will be constructed along the BNSF Railway easement, north of and parallel to W. 34th St and runs due east/west. This is a section of the overall
Dallas-Houston route that is known as BSNF Option 1. Our family has lived in our home on W34th for 27 years. We live about 500 feet south of the BNSF easement. We will be able see and hear the HSR train
within our house. We ask that FRA and Texas Department of Transportation deny approval of the above described route through the neighborhoods of Garden Oaks, Oak Forest, Independence Heights and
Lindale, and to please consider our objections and concerns in the creation of the Environmental Impact Statement for the Houston-Dallas HSR. More people would have easier access to the HSR if the
station/terminal was placed outside of the 610 Loop, away from the inner city congestion, resulting in more HSR passengers taking advantage of the service.
1/10/2015 Wayne and Jan Forster The most inconvenient and counter intuitive location for the proposed TCR HSR train station is downtown Houston. The large majority of Dallas-Houston business passengers on Southwest Airlines travel during |Alternatives
morning rush hour and return during evening rush hour in the same day. No one, not even downtown workers, will want to travel through morning congestion to downtown Houston only to leave downtown for
day business trip to Dallas. A more logical location would be a train station outside the 610 Loop or outside the Beltway. Access to the station would be far less likely to involve congestion.
Political interests want the HSR train station downtown because “it will look good” and not for reasons of logistics. TCR wants to put it in downtown in exchange for the political support of city politicians for the
building of the entire 240 mile route to Dallas.
12/5/2014 Wesley Bonner End of concerns: Please use I-45 option if a need. Alternatives
1/6/2015 William Awad TCR is a FOR PROFIT company and will do things the CHEAPEST WAY to appease their investors. It seems TCR is unwilling to work with Union Pacific or other already existing industrial private rail companies to |Alternatives
update existing industrial lines because it will cost more money.
The best area for your proposed high-speed train is via 45 or Hardy Toll Road.
1/7/2015 William Awad The current routes proposed by TCR for high speed (Washington Corridor / 34th Street) are detrimental to the quality of life for the small neighborhoods along these routes. Please move to 45 or Hardy - where |Alternatives
industrial lines exist and can be made better for centralized rail - good for all companies and citizens of Houston.
1/6/2015 William Tufo Questions of concern for the 34th Street and Washington proposed routes and entire construction: Alternatives
1/6/2015 William Tufo Why build in downtown Houston where there is already limited space and areas for parking, when this could be built in or outside the city somewhere like Greenspoint or the Woodlands? and perhaps even work|Alternatives
with metro to get the light rail out to the suburbs? (Have this private company invest in better public transportation in Houston before city to city transportation is done.) Why can't the Hardy route be used,
using UPRR, there was talk of Eminent domain in the meetings use that on UPRR not homeowners! UPRR declined to allow use of their tracks; | am declining the use of my neighborhood!
1/6/2015 William Tufo Questions of concern for the HSR being built in the city of Houston and not out in the suburbs or not being built at all. Alternatives
- Why build in downtown Houston where there is already limited space and areas for parking, when this could be built in or outside the city somewhere like Greenspoint or the Woodlands? And perhaps even
work with metro to get the light rail out to the suburbs? (Have this private company invest in better public transportation in Houston before city to city transportation is done.)
-As a resident in the Garden Oaks area | am truly concerned with having the HSR run through Houston. Bring the trains, traffic and people out to the suburbs where the majority of people are to begin with. It
would cause less congestion in the city of Houston and even spread out highway traffic. Plus for the Japanese investors it would be less expensive. Cutting down about 30+ miles of elevated track needed to be
built.
1/6/2015 William Tufo As a resident in the Garden Oaks area | am truly concerned with having the HSR run through Houston. Bring the trains, traffic and people out to the suburbs where the majority of people are to begin with. It Alternatives
would cause less congestion in the city of Houston
1/6/2015 Yolanda Garza Mr. Eckels stated that the Hardy Toll route was rejected because FRA and Central Rail disapproved it. He also stated that the route on I-45 was rejected, but did not state the reason for its rejection. The route |Alternatives

on |-45 is a straight route to Dallas. What's the problem with I-45, in essence, it's ideal!
| suggest that TCR, FRA and other entities in favor of the rail: to reconsider another route(s) - (corridors) possibly down Washington Blvd. up the Hempstead area and north to Dallas and "dismiss (remove)
Garden Oaks, Oak Forest, Shepherd Forest and the other neighborhood areas as the possible corridor (route).
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12/16/2014

A. Smith

As a resident of one of the long-established neighborhoods in Houston in the middle of the proposed BNSF route, | want to urge you to not put the rail alongside residences. Please, | urge you, we urge you, to
abandon the route along the BSNF tracks.

These communities have been in existence for over half a century (and in some cases, longer) and have seen exponential growth and improvement over the past few years. All of that history, all of what we have
worked so hard to continue to build, will be erased if the BSNF route is selected. Please, | urge you, we urge you, to abandon the route along the BSNF tracks.

Having to buy out for eminent domain, the property values along the BSNF route alone should dissuade you from seeing it as a financially prudent to select that route. It makes much better financial and public
relations sense to instead move forward along the proposed Hempstead highway route (which is already an industrial corridor) or any other industrial and high-transit corridor (freeway) routes. | also agree that
locating a station at existing transit centers (park and rides) could better serve the regional transportation network. Please, | urge you, we urge you, to abandon the route along the BSNF tracks.

Alternatives

10/31/2014

Abram VanElswyk, PE

(ii) TxDOT and the Harris County Toll Road Authority (HCTRA) have long-term plans to construct a four-lane toll road, the “Hempstead Tollway,” along the north side of Hempstead Road. Preliminary engineering
has called for the toll road to be elevated above all cross-streets, similar to the existing Westpark Tollway.

If the Utility Alignment is chosen, it would make far more sense for the Hempstead Tollway and HSR to be constructed at grade, parallel to the Union Pacific tracks. Major cross streets would cross the Union
Pacific, HSR, and the toll road on a single combined overpass. This would almost certainly prove cheaper than TXC and HCTRA independently building their own parallel elevated structures.

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Adam Brock Director — International & New
Ventures
Freeport-McMoRan Oil & Gas

1. The proposed Texas HSR is a fundamentally different concept than the Japanese version as this train is proposed to go to downtown Houston.
a. Our neighborhood (Super Neighborhood 22) is in support of the High Speed Rail ending outside of the 610 loop. This seems to be the most practical solution.

Alternatives

12/20/2014

Adrian Glave

I'm all for a HSR between Dallas and Houston in principle. | agree with others who have suggested that it needs to terminate downtown Houston - and spur on a local network.
So, | would prefer if the HSR did not route through the Oak Forest (34th street BNSF) option - saving that for (hopeful) local rail expansion.

Alternatives

10/31/2014

Alexander B. Wathen

Please include this email in the public comments on the HSR line proposal. As someone who studies transportation issues | am alarmed at the choice of route alternatives.

They are problematic for a couple of reasons:

1. They bypass the College Station-Bryan area - not providing convenient connections to that metro area. The line can be moved a little further to the west to accomplish this need.

2. They bypass Bush Intercontinental Airport - It could be along the Hardy Toll Road with a stop near IAH which can be served with a shuttle bus. In Stockholm, Sweden tunnels were bored under the airport. At
Bush IAH a less expensive than Stockholm but more costly than present alternative could be a right under surface tunnel that is built by digging rather than boring. Still more cost effective would be the Hardy
Toll Road alternative.

3. The Southern Terminus should be either Hobby Airport or Galveston. The beach tourism would increase dramatically if it went all the way to Galveston where it could connect with cruise ships as well.

4. The Northern Terminus should be DFW Airport via Love Field. While there are local light rail lines it makes more sense to have the high speed rail go all the way to minimize connections and make it a good
alternative.

If all four major airports in the region are connected the rail lines will deliver seamless integration with the air transportation system and provide increased convenience for many more travelers. This way the
line is more likely to have good passenger numbers than if it was just a downtown to downtown system. Most of the commercial development in both the Houston area and the DFW Metroplex occurs outside
of downtown so that basis alone will not be sufficient to support the rail line. Additionally suburban stations in areas such as the Woodlands or Tomball with free parking would help boost ridership. In Dallas an
Irving station and a South Dallas station would be a good alternative. It would be very unattractive to have to pay downtown parking prices just to ride on the rail line which is sure to cost as much or more then
airline tickets.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Allyne Halstead Awad

| am writing to you today to express my concerns with TCR’s proposed route for a high-speed rail in my area. | am opposed to the current routes entering dense, residential communities. | am an active voter
and taxpayer in the community, and | attended the meeting at the Lutheran High School on January 5, 2015.

The rail should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors or stop before entering long-established urban neighborhoods, where with 50 foot high elevated rail line and trains traveling every 15 to 30
minutes 18 hours a day, would lower property values increase noise and vibration and be irreversibly detrimental to the quality of life and livability that these neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve as far
as revitalization of neighborhoods, churches, schools, parks.

The best area for your proposed high-speed train is via 45 or Hardy Toll Road.

just people who live in Houston and pay taxes and vote! THIS IS TERRIBLE!!!

Alternatives

10/28/2014

Amanda Lampley

| would love there to be a stop between Dallas and Houston here in the BCS area. So many people drive to either city each weekend and having a HSR would cut the travel time down as well as the traffic on the
highways! | also would love a reason to visit Houston more often!
I'm very interested to see where this project goes!

Alternatives

11/12/2014

Amy Bonneau

My name is Amy Bonneau and | just bought a BEAUTIFUL Restored Historic House located on Crockett Street in May of 2014. | have to say | am extremely disappointed to hear that one of the options for the new
rail line is Winter Street. Please reconsider the Winter Street option. | was looking forward to see the rest of the 1st ward develop but not like this. Please don’t destroy my neighborhood! | like the idea of the rail
system it’s a great idea but please look at other options. PLEASE...| really can’t believe this and it makes me very sad.

Alternatives
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1/5/2015

Amy Hernandez

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed construction of an elevated high speed rail system along the BNSF rail line by Texas Central Railway. This proposal would have a devastating impact on my
community for a number of reasons, and Texas Central Railway has not adequately addressed many of the major concerns this proposed system would have on my neighborhood, including the residential
homes, schools and surrounding businesses. | believe that additional questions must be asked of Texas Central Railway, and that additional studies be provided before all of the environmental impacts can be
assessed and before a preferred route can be determined.

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Andrew & Kimberly Grimmer

We are writing to you today to express our concern with Texas Central Railway’s proposed routes for a high---speed rail in our area. We are opposed to this project entering dense, residential communities. The
rail should follow high speed corridors, like I---45 or industrial corridors, like the Hardy Toll Road or stop before entering long-established urban neighborhoods, like the North west mall. The Northwest mall is
for sale and is also close to the Northwest transit center, which passengers from the train can connect with buses to their final destination, and rental car company’s can set up centers for renting cars. A 50---
foot elevated rail line in long---established urban neighborhoods, with trains running every 15 to 30 minutes 18 hours a day, would lower property values, increase noise and vibration, and severely harm the
high---quality livability that these neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve. The addition would also harm neighboring residents and businesses already subjected to an exponential growth in freight traffic
along those lines during the past decade.

If the Route was in 145 or Hardy there could be a stop in the Woodlands which would alleviate one of the major traffic issues in Houston.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Angelina Pruz

High-Speed rail should go down highway 45 to Dallas.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Anna Sedillo City of Houston

Please see the attached letter from the City of Houston regarding additional comments for inclusion in the scoping report of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Dallas-Houston High-Speed Rail project.
The City recommends that the IH-10 corridor alighment be included as an alternative for analysis in the EIS. These comments serves as an addendum to the comments previously submitted to you on September
24,2014.

On September 24, 2014, the City of Houston's Planning and Development and Public Works and Engineering Departments submitted comments that jointly expressed support for the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a dedicated high-speed rail (HSR) system by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Texas Department of

Transportation (TxDOT). The purpose of this letter is to offer follow up comments on the EIS for inclusion in the scoping report.

The City would like to ensure that the EIS includes an alternative alignment that follows the IH- 10 corridor for connection into the Central Business District (CBD). As noted in the previous letter, the City, in
partnership with the Gulf Coast Rail District, Houston-Galveston Area Council (the region's Metropolitan Planning Organization),TxDOT, METRO and Harris County, has been studying alignment alternatives for a
passenger rail corridor to the CBD. This assessment has determined that within the urban core, an IH-10 alternative would have a lower impact on private properties and established neighborhoods in
comparison to the two alternatives selected for detailed evaluation. For this reason, the City recommends that the IH-10 alternative be included for further analysis during the environmental review for HSR. The
assessment conducted by

the City and related materials are available for inclusion in the EIS.

The City looks forward to working with the FRA and TxDOT on the nation's first HSR system. Thank you for your consideration.

Alternatives

1/5/2015

Anne Agan

The route being proposed goes through 200 miles of rural countryside, and DOES NOT go through any major population areas. In the remote possibility that HSR could be profitable without public funds or
public loan guarantees, the optimal route for maximum usage would be immediately adjacent to Interstate 45. Getting enough riders will be critical to the HSR financial success and to avoid the need for public
funds. Running next to Interstate 45 would allow the train to carry the most riders. TCR’s current favored route only provides one stop between Houston and Dallas, and that stop is many miles from any major
population area. Avoiding the populated areas significantly INCREASES the distance in which people would have to drive to access the rail stops and simultaneously DECREASES the immediate ridership available
within light transportation distance.

Alternatives

1/10/2015

Anne Fruge

| am excited to learn about plans for a high speed rail line connecting Houston and Dallas. However, having grown up in Garden Oaks and having family and friends still living in the neighborhood, | strongly
oppose the two "preferred routes" for the HSR. It makes much more sense to expand the light rail system Houston has already started or to construct a route that is more accessible for the target consumer
market (NOT build a downtown hub).

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Anne Vegsund

My name is Anne Vegsund. | currently live in Blackhorse Ranch , located in Cypress on the 290 route. My neighborhood is one block away from the proposed tracks. Placing the train outside of 99 could work
nicely, as 99 connects to the Energy Corridor or maybe place the train outside of the Woodlands. People could drive to the Woodlands and take the train.

Alternatives

10/28/2014

Aron Kulhavy, AICP

Huntsville would be an ideal location for an intermediate station. There is a large commuter population between Huntsville and Dallas/Houston. There is an abundance of available land and despite Huntsville
being the biggest population center outside of the Houston & Dallas MSAs. There is also an adequate road network from all directions to the heart of Huntsville. There are minimal environmental, engineering,
and financial difficulties in coming through Huntsville. The city will support the efforts of the high speed rail through a variety of means.

Alternatives

45
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1/9/2015

Arthur Madrid

| am writing to express my concerns about the high speed rail project between Houston and Dallas proposed by Texas Central Railway (TCR). Although | am not opposed to a high speed rail between our two
cities, | am concerned about the lack of answers that we have received to our questions.

| live in Oak Forest, in Northwest Houston, which will be directly impacted by the BNSF route under consideration. Although the route that will divide Oak Forest is TCR's preferred route, there are better options.
Alternate Routes Make More Sense - There are other routes that would not impact residences, schools or businesses. Mr. Eckels told concerned residents that the BNSF route is the preferred route due to lower
costs and less resistance. You cannot safely build a project such as this if containing costs is your highest priority. They need to make a profit, but it should not be at the expense of safety or by hurting their
neighbors. Please require TCR to provide detailed analysis of alternate routes and why their preferred route was chosen. Two high potential alternate routes include:

Highway 290 Utility - This is a commercial area that was slated for demolition. Many businesses have left or are planning to leave, so they will not be adversely impacted. Also, the Northwest Mall is for sale and
would be a great place for a terminal. It has ample parking and could easily be connected to the Northwest Transit Center for those requiring public transportation. Mr. Eckels said that the main reason for the
rail to terminate in Downtown Houston is that it was requested by Houston city leaders. He did not elaborate, so | can only assume that this request was for political reasons. Three of Houston's four business
districts - the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, the Woodlands and Downtown - could easily be reached from a terminal set at or near Northwest Mall. The mall would also be more convenient for those living in the
Woodlands than a downtown terminal since they could avoid downtown traffic and parking problems.

I-45 Route - This should be reevaluated as a viable route. This route would not go through neighborhoods or agricultural properties. The rail could terminate at either at the Woodlands, a high density area, or at
Greenspoint, which gives easy access to Bush Airport. Residents of the Woodlands are asking for high speed rail along I-45, while residents impacted by the current plan are overwhelmingly opposed.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Barbara Russell

| am writing to you today to express my concern with Texas Central Railway’s proposed routes for a high-speed rail in my neighborhood. | am opposed to this project entering dense, residential communities. The
rail should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors, or stop before entering long-established urban neighborhoods, where at 50-foot elevated rail line, with trains running every 15-30 minutes 18 hours
a day, would lower property values, increase noise and vibration, and severely harm the high-quality livability that these neighborhoods have worked hard to achieve.

| respectfully request that you seek other alternatives for this proposed project.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Beci Carrington

Houston High Speed Rail feedback BNSF line

| bought a home in Garden Oaks, section one, on 34th street, a historical Houston neighborhood, for its residential charm. One of the preferred routes would be right in my back yard, and likely | would be forced
to sell my home due to easement required for the high speed rail. | am in favor of high speed rail, but believe that this needs to be done with minimal obstruction to homeowners and businesses within Houston
city limits. Terminal points can be located outside inner-city neighborhoods, leaving our city to flourish and exist intact for the quality of living that Houstonians desire. The concept of a park-n-ride located on the
outskirts of Houston needs to be considered and not have the terminal points in town. Alternate routes that citizens are in favor of need to be considered. Such a structure completely changes the landscape of
the city. Quality of life is forever changed for residents, schools, and businesses along the proposed line if approved.

The Woodlands is in great need of this rail and would benefit by a line along the I-45 corridor, but this is not on the preferred list. NorthWest Mall at 290 & 610 is not being considered as a terminal point, yet
that land is for sale.

Taking the I-10 rail further west of the city is not being considered as a preferred route. We are told that the Hardy toll-road route into Houston is off-limits and would be more impactful to Houstonians, yet that
gateway into Houston is a prime route.

Partnering with airports and public transportation in Houston has not been sufficiently done as the airport also seems an obvious termination point for more seamless transportation and better connection
between each mode to server citizens. Private business involved is taking the least expensive and laziest way to get their high speed rail in place and as deep into the city as possible. There is money at risk for all
involved, but Houston Metro should be on board to have a termination point further outside of the city to also reap benefits. This might also give METRO a chance to bolster its inner-city transportation systems.
Having a high-speed rail into the heart of the city and through historic neighborhoods is not the smartest choice for me, my neighbors, or the city of Houston.

| would not want a high-speed train in my back yard and | am sure you wouldn’t want that for you or your family either.

Neighborhoods along the two preferred lines have not been provided sufficient details regarding the decision for these two routes. Period!

| strongly encourage those involved to provide all of the details behind this endeavor, allow for proper and adequate public commentary by openly communicating and doing so in a timely manner, and allowing
those at risk along the preferred BNSF line to have our say. | also believe that it be mandatory to consider other alternate routes to terminate further outside of the city limits and have alternate transportation
within the city to tie-in with the high-speed rail. | also recommend a terminal point further outside the city, allowing Houston METRO to continue seamless transportation services within city. Again, have a
terminal point at 290 & 610 needs to be strongly considered!

Alternatives

10/30/2014

Bob Pohl

| am not in favor of the proposed Winter Street rail for the high speed train. | live at [sic]. This is a new four story townhome, 2 % blocks from the proposed Winter Street line. This would devalue my home
greatly and “destroy” the Historical First ward.

A compromise to the above objection, would be a hub/port at the old Northwest Mall, this is centrally located and close to Metro’s Park and ride parking. This would eliminate the referenced “last mile” issue
and preserve an important historical and vibrant part of Houston.

Alternatives

11/10/2014

Bonnie Wills

I am all for fast trains such as this one. | feel the best service would be through Bryan - College Station area with a stop there along the way.

Alternatives

11/30/2014

Brad and Jessica Compton

High Speed Rail - | live in the Northwest corner of Waller County - one of the proposed routes for this HSR. Our family ranch has been in our family since they came over from Germany over one hundred years
ago. We do not want this HSR in our county! Take it down I-45 where all the people who already do that commute live. We live in the country for the simple reason that we like the simplicity of it.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Bruce Sanderson

| am a resident of Garden Oaks and | am very concerned about the proposed route of the High Speed Rail through my neighborhood.

And even though this system will not directly serve our community, we will be the ones who have to sacrifice so that a for-profit enterprise can make their money. Shouldn’t a massive infrastructure such as this
be built in along a freeway (i.e., I-45 or Hardy Tollway) or other industrial area? Why are we routing a high speed train through a neighborhood??_It makes no sense, except that it is convenient for the ones who
stand to profit.

| am all for High Speed Rail if it is implemented in a way that does not impact communities such as ours. Please register my disapproval for this project as being proposed.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Bryce Kotzebue

College Station stop
| thought | had originally heard that stopping in College Station would be a consideration. Is that no longer an option?
Seems to me that connecting the state's largest university to its two largest cities would be a great way to reduce traffic between them. Not only for students, but family and all other visitors.

Alternatives

1/5/2015

C Melgar

| am a Garden Oaks resident, and | oppose the two "preferred" routes that have been chosen to date. | would like to see an alternate route along the 45/Hardy corridor.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Carl Willis

Choosing an existing traffic corridor would be less disruptive to the citizens, ranchers and landowners

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Carmen Kearns

Downtown Houston is not the center of the city as it was 50 years ago. Houston has many business nodes so there is nothing sacred about a downtown station nor does Houston have to mirror Dallas’” downtown
terminus. TCR needs to propose other terminus points that are outside the main traffic congestion areas of Loop 610. The underutilized Northwest Mall area seems a strong candidate for the Houston terminus
point. Mr. Eckels stated TCR does not (did not?) consider locating the Rail Station around IAB because of direct competition with airline travel. If the HSR travel experience is as fabulous as described then it is the
airlines that should be worried and not HSR.

Alternatives
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1/8/2015

Carol Madrid

Alternate Routes Make More Sense - There are other routes that would not impact residences, schools or businesses. Mr. Eckels told concerned residents that the BNSF route is the preferred route due to lower
costs and less resistance. You cannot safely build a project such as this if containing costs is your highest priority. They need to make a profit, but it should not be at the expense of safety or by hurting their
neighbors.

Please require TCR to provide detailed analysis of alternate routes and why their preferred route was chosen. Two high potential alternate routes

include:

Highway 290 Utility - This is a commercial area that was slated for demolition. Many businesses have left or are planning to leave, so they will not be adversely impacted. Also, the Northwest Mall is for sale and
would be a great place for a terminal. It has ample parking and could easily be connected to the Northwest Transit Center for those requiring public transportation. Mr. Eckels said that the main reason for the
rail to terminate in Downtown Houston is that it was requested by Houston city leaders. He did not elaborate, so | can only assume that this request was for political reasons. Three of Houston's four business
districts - the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, the Woodlands and Downtown - could easily be reached from a terminal set at or near Northwest Mall. The mall would also be more convenient for those living in the
Woodlands than a downtown terminal since they could avoid downtown traffic and parking problems.

I-45 Route - This should be reevaluated as a viable route. This route would not go through neighborhoods or agricultural properties. The rail could terminate at either at the Woodlands, a high density area, or at
Greenspoint, which gives easy access to Bush Airport. Residents of the Woodlands are asking for high speed rail along I-45, while residents impacted by the current plan are overwhelmingly opposed.

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Carol Strain-Burk

.. take the private money to do a commuter rail system that will benefit all communities will take longer but will make major areas accessible positive economic impact. Do over the tracks of Dallas union station
to not impede rail 7) Terminals must be as complete an intermodal as possible for other access or have created more congestion.

Alternatives

12/12/2014

Carolyn and Saul Melger

The preferred route of TCR is not the only option. It’s just the cheapest. When asked why this particular route was favored over four others out of the city, Eckels said it was a matter of cost/profit. There were
alternate routes available that would not destroy residents’ peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods (Interstate 45, Hardy Tollroad, Hempstead Highway, utility easements) but they would be more
expensive to build and thus reduce investor profit. Residents in Garden Oaks and our neighbors in Oak Forest are struggling with why a neighborhood would be chosen for this project when there are non-
neighborhood options. This isn’t just about our neighborhoods, it’s a request to build where there are no neighborhoods.

“...we saw a good opportunity to fulfill a need and make a profit. | wouldn’t say we’re doing it because TxDOT can’t...but Dallas — Houston was right in that sweet spot where we thought we could build it cheap
enough and pay off construction costs over time.”

As reported in the Dallas Morning News in April 2013, Travis Kelly, director at TCR, emphasized the need to build cheap and make a profit. All so a Japanese company who has been “itching to enter the U.S.
market” can sell ore trains (The Texas Tribune, August 14, 2014). | ask you...at whose cost? Homeowners?

| simply ask that we take a collective deep breath, then move forward calmly and wisely to find a more sensible alternative route that doesn’t destroy residents’ peace of mind and negatively impact thousands of
families/neighborhoods. We believe there are viable routes in which the railway can be built that would eliminate the need for the project to cut through these highly-populated neighborhoods. We strongly
encourage you to find a safer, less-intrusive route than the one TCR has proposed.

| will be directly impacted by the proposed high-speed rail if you choose the preferred route. | would ask that you please consider other options even if it means a bit more money or a bit more time. Residents of
a long-term neighborhood (in fact, it was considering becoming "historic" at one point) would really appreciate it.

It seems unfair to have to cope with this directly in our backyard when in fact it's something | didn't choose to receive or have plans to utilize it.

there are also a lot of people thinking that the notification of this situation was not done properly, like it was "slipped in under the radar." We ask that you be upfront and transparent in all the next steps.

| personally have traveled on China’s high speed rail system. While | find significant value in such a system, even China did not build the tracks through heavily populated neighborhoods. Why? Because it does
not make sense.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Cathy Winkler

| am a home owner in the Oak Forest subdivision in Houston. | am writing you to address my concerns over the high speed rail being proposed to possibly run through my neighborhood. After attending the
meeting this past Monday night and listening to Mr. Eckels, | get the feeling that this route has already been chosen. The people | went with also got this impression and we are all very upset.

There are other routes that could be used such as following along 145 but it may cost more initially but it would be the right thing to do. It is time to take out the that will cost more and think about the safety
and people. This rail line should not be run through any residential neighborhood. It is too dangerous and uncaring for people.

Alternatives

Chad Prior

Believe this HSR would be better located along existing or near existing |-45 interstate (Why could it not be elevated 100%)
Request that residents affected receive a free one roundtrip pass annually to ride HSR

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Chasity West Cooper

HSR elevated structures are not compatible with my neighborhoods residential development and will negate the whole reason | moved here. This type of train belongs in a high speed freeway corridor or
industrial zone, not my neighborhood! I'm for the bullet, but not in my neighborhood.

Alternatives

12/22/2014

Christine Adams

If this route is approved, it will be the destruction of the residential neighborhoods and businesses along that route. Despite my long-standing, strong support for Texas having high speed rail, | am opposed to
the Dallas-Houston high speed rail line being that close to a residential neighborhood. No one would ever propose such a route through the elite River Oaks neighborhood if there were existing train tracks so
there should be no consideration of such a route through Garden Oaks, Oak Forest, and historic Independence Heights either. Certainly it makes more sense to have the hub of the high speed rail be either at
Bush International Airport or Downtown and have the train run along the tracks at Hardy toll road or along I-10 or I-45 especially if it is an elevated train when in the city limits. The Paris airport is a perfect
example of this type of efficient transportation system. Certainly HSR connecting with airports or downtown with light rail connectors is more prudent and more likely to be successful than blasting through an
old Houston neighborhood but still not efficiently connected to any of the major transportation hubs. | do plan to be involved in actions that work toward keeping high speed rail out of my neighborhood or any
residential neighborhood. Houston and Texas need high speed rail and the placement of these rail lines needs to be efficient with respect to maximizing rider-ship, connecting hubs of the various modes of
transportation, connecting rural and urban areas easily, and keeping HSR within business, commercial and industrial areas of cities.

Alternatives
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1/8/2015

Christine Adams

We were also told by Robert Eckels in the Jan. 5, 2015 public meeting (attended by about 400 residents) that the high speed rail along one of the current proposed routes would ease traffic on I-45 even though the train would travel away from I-45 and head to College Station. It is hard to see
how this is true. There would be more traffic along I-45 if there were a downtown train station as people would need to travel to downtown to catch the train, increasing traffic on the highways. Few Houstonians would see a time savings in driving to a downtown train terminal. The airports
would remain more convenient and less stressful. The traffic congestion along I-45 would be better addressed with light rail service between the Woodlands and Kingwood and downtown and medical center - not with a high speed rail system, especially with either of the proposed routes. It
is not surprising that the Woodlands actively lobbied to have rail service between the Woodlands and downtown. It is surprising they were turned down.
*(It is clear there is no value to residents in these neighborhoods since, unlike a commuter light rail that they could actually use from their neighborhood, the HSR simply barrels through there neighborhood going between Dallas and Houston but not between parts of Houston that would
benefit residents).
The report goes on to highlight the significant problems with high speed rail private-public partnerships. Among those problems are the following:
1. In Taiwan, "the government’s efforts to pursue a fully private-sector built and financed high-speed rail line fell apart — despite rising ridership — as the private company

responsible for building the line faced a financial crisis." The company was bailed out by the Taiwanese government - meaning taxpayers took on the risk.
2. In Great Britain, "an effort to privatize the operation of the nation’s rail infrastructure led to a decline in the system’s *safety that contributed to a deadly train accident in 2000."
*(There is woefully inadequate planning for worst case scenarios. Instead we were told at the meeting with Robert Eckels that high speed rail has a great safety record. We are just suppose to believe him? He clearly was either not scrupulous about getting his facts right about safety or was
unscrupulous and intentionally lying to us. The high speed rail in China derailed in 2011 killing 40. The train accident in Great Britain killed four people. The 2013 high speed train derailment in Spain killed 79 people one of whom was a Houstonian. Would one derailment in a densely populated
Houston neighborhood be unacceptable? Why are we residents expected to take that risk? There is no adequate compensation for a death or injury).
3. "Governments should acknowledge that public investment is necessary for the completion of a high-speed rail project and understand that even 'private’ rail proposals are likely to impose public costs, particularly in the event of a threatened private-sector default.
The information and recommendations out of the Frontier Group is based on valid research and presents excellent reasons why Texas taxpayers and residents of Houston and Dallas should not support this specific high speed rail project at this stage of its development even if they do not live
in the targeted neighborhoods with the so called "preferred routes."
In addition to being alarmed at the poor judgment and planning on the part of TCR, | am also a 30 year resident of Garden Oaks, one of the targeted neighborhoods. A neighborhood established in 1935. | oppose this project because of it would destroy my quality of life and financial security.
For most of us, our house is our most valuable financial asset. For me, my house is my retirement fund. This project, if the preferred routes through neighborhoods are approved, will devastate the financial security and quality of life for all us living in the neighborhood - forever. There is no
comparable place to where we live now with the same large lots, mature trees, close proximity to work and leisure. And the tight-knit, small town feel of our neighborhood would be gone forever.
The Garden Oaks and the surrounding neighborhoods' Renaissance has not come about by chance and luck but from the hard work and financial investments residents made in our neighborhoods. Garden Oaks was not an especially desirable place to live when we bought our home in 1984. It
was a risky move at the time. The neighborhood school was barely mediocre. Much sweat equity has been given by many to turn the neighborhood into a place people would want to come to instead of "have to" come to. For example, | was a central player in getting the original Montessori
program into Garden Oaks Elementary. The program greatly enhanced the neighborhood by keeping neighborhood children attending their zoned school and bonding the community closer together with a common benefit. That program has blossomed to become a magnet for children not
zoned to Garden Oaks Elementary to attend school in our neighborhood - a reverse of the brain drain that was happening prior to the program being implemented. All that will disappear with a high speed train traveling a few short blocks from the school - again, a train that runs through the
neighborhood every 15 to 30 minutes from 5:00 AM to 11:00 PM seven days a week.
Safety aside, if a high speed rail system is built through one of these densely populated neighborhoods property values will plummet despite claims to the contrary by TCR. We are all familiar with the expression of what not to do on my leg and tell me it's raining yet TCR makes the
preposterous claim on their website that "We respect and value the property rights of Texas landowners. ..that impact on landowners will be minimized...[that] We are committed to finding land-use solutions that work for everyone." Clearly, all these statements are PR marketing
statements that do not hold up under close examination. They want to minimize their costs and do not care about the interests of the residents in these neighborhoods or for the interests of Houstonians at large for that matter.
We already have some data that strongly suggests a high speed rail will impact property values in a dramatically negative way. Just ask any Realtor about the differences in values and ease of selling homes adjacent to railroad lines, highways, commercial properties or unsightly electrical
towers compared to the values and speed of selling of homes not near those undesirable features. | can guarantee you that a house on W. 34th in Section | of Garden Oaks that backs up to the current rail line does not command the same price as a comparable property not by the railroad
nor will it sell as fast. Our property values in Section | of Garden Oaks for all the homes are suppressed because of the traffic noise from 1-45 and Loop 610 make our section less desirable than properties in the other sections which do not have that issue. The train would be not just an
inconvenient eyesore but grotesque. HSR elevated structures are massive (40 to 50 feet tall) and hideous in residential neighborhoods. The train and supporting structures required would be several times higher than the many, many homes it would pass by and for many homes, it would
pass within feet of their backyards which should be a place of relaxation and peace - not like a tenement project next to an urban elevated commuter train.
And with all these negatives, the residents of the targeted neighborhoods would receive no benefit from the HSR being in their neighborhood. If it were to be a light rail commuter train that had stops in the neighborhood and could transport people to work and leisure, at least there would
be some benefit in exchange for negative consequences. But there are no benefits at all to residents of these neighborhoods.
The sweat and financial equity that residents have put into these communities, especially the last 30 years, to turn these neighborhoods into tight knit communities with strong public schools and well kept properties will be for nothing. These neighborhoods are unique for Houston - nice
properties with good public schools yet still within close proximity to workplaces and still affordable. They are also unique because our neighborhoods are far more diverse racially, socio-economically, ethnically, professionally and politically than other neighborhoods in urban Houston.
Studies of creativity support that contact with diverse people enhances creativity and improves problem solving in groups.
These neighborhoods successfully competed with suburbs and prevented Houston from becoming an urban area with impoverished people and very, very wealthy people with most of the working, middle and upper middle classes living in the suburbs. These neighborhoods supply the much

dad offocdallo Licl Lis, ichlbackhacde 11 " ot vt Lidi ol e 1 ot Lis, £ £ TR " HN P N Y Hoctad cicoifi £l il dodloo Lol L INH ool ais H Tl all

Alternatives

12/3/2014

Christy Lambright

Please accept this as comment to the Dallas to Houston high-speed rail environmental impact of the possible proposed route in Harris County (designated as BNSF option 1) through existing neighborhoods
including my own, the Oak Forest subdivision. | oppose any route that would cut through existing neighborhoods.
| believe that the better option through Harris County is the Utility Alternative route down Hwy 290 and Hempstead Hwy, which are large transit corridors with minimum neighborhood exposure.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Cindy

TCR should be required to prove affordable ridership and high volume of ridership to prove the project will be viable. Many of the neighborhoods the proposed routes would enter are undergoing massive
revitalization; these routes could impede the development needed to help renew these areas and dramatically impact property values. The proposed BNSF route clearly impacts several churches, schools, parks,
homes and TCR has NOT been able to adequately explain how safe this rail rould be once it hits these active areas. Would YOU or Mr. Echols like this running through your neighborhood??!!!

I am OPPOSED to this project entering dense, residential communities. The rail should follow high speed corridors or industrial corridors, or stop before entering long-established neighborhoods; property
values, noise levels and vibration would DEFINITELY impact the high-quality livability that exist in these neighborhoods that homeowners have worked hard to achieve. This is a preposteous proposal, at best.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Clara Timmerman

Honestly, it seems like a project for politics not for the people. Why can't we use the existing 1-45 corridor for the project? Why is a "straighter" path that takes family farms and ranches and destroys property
values considered when that path cannot possibly be proven to be better until you start digging? There is no way to know the possible issues you may face until you start and you are risking the decimation of a
family's legacy in order to find out. And for what? Some federal money, a few jobs and yet another way to travel back and forth to a location that is saturated with ways to get back and forth!

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Cliff Wischenewsky

Are there any rail stops planned between Dallas and Houston? If so in what towns and where will the stations be located in Dallas and Houston?

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Damon Thomas

| am excited about the proposal for a high-speed rail connection between Houston and Dallas, and hopefully more cities to come, but | am also very concerned about the potential negative impact on central city
neighborhoods if the best routes are not selected. My support is very enthusiastic given that routes are chosen in existing industrial and commercial areas and that existing residential neighborhoods are
impacted very minimally, if at all. Thank you.

Alternatives

11/14/2014

Dave Ruesink

To the Scoping group for HSR, | was unable to attend your public meeting in the Bryan/College Station (B/CS) area last month, but wanted to post some comments about the HSR. Between June 2006 and
November 2012, | served on the College Station City Council. During that time, | participated in meetings including an annual HSR meeting conducted by then Judge Echols. It was exciting to hear about all of the
possibilities for how HSR would be part of our community. We were especially excited about the T-Bone potential to allow troops from Fort Hood to be moved quickly in a time of an emergency which we always
hoped would never be needed, but would be there just in case.

A few years ago, there were discussions with both American and then Continental Airlines and both were very supportive of having a HSR between the two cities that they serve, Houston and Dallas. They said
they hoped to discontinue the short routes and concentrate on longer flights within about a 500 mile radius of B/CS. That discussion appears to be alive again, although no formal meetings about this have been
held that | know about. | understand the need to have the HSR where it is most economical, but of the current proposed routes, there is only one that would really serve B/CS. Any of the proposed routes east of
B/CS would be used by very few of the B/CS residents and probably would not serve many Houston or Dallas riders coming to this area. It is a matter of how much time and inconvenience would be involved to
drive to a station east of town compared to driving directly to the city of destination. Right now we have some residents who live in B/CS, but are employed in Houston and some who are employed in B/CS, but
live in Houston. If there was a HSR possibility for transportation, especially to Houston, we would expect more of those situations, just because we are told that B/CS is attractive because of the “high quality of
life” offered in the B/CS area.

Again, we hope that the HSR plan will include the B/CS area.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

David Markell

Rather, please follow existing rail routes if this project is to be completed at all.

Alternatives

48



Date

Contact Name

Request/Comment

Comment Topic

1/5/2015

Debbie Strang

The second proposed route, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route travels through a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many
of the businesses have already exited. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would be ideal for a centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and
Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental cars without having to destroy residential property. Wouldn't this save money for those in support of the
High-Speed Rail?

Houston has four business districts- downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston does not make sense. Most businesses are no longer in the
downtown area. A location like Northwest Mall would make for an easy commute to any of the four business districts. If the transit station was downtown, fewer residents would drive the 30 to 40 minute
commute into downtown to catch the rail.

The Interstate 45 route needs to be reconsidered. This rail belongs on Interstate 45, not through residential neighborhoods or Texas agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are requesting the rail to run
along 1-45. When someone thinks of a HSR from Houston to Dallas, they automatically think of it running along I-45 corridor. It just seems logical.

Alternatives

12/2/2014

Deborah Arndt

| think this stinks and it should run down 45 where it will take the least amount of land (that we will not be able to use) away from our raising cattle. This is cattle country not train country.

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Dennis Paul Reed

Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses.

The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.

Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.

| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.

Alternatives

1/5/2015

Donald R. Wasson

The second proposed route, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route is straighter and travels mostly along electricity transmission lines. This route has fewer people living near it, per Shaun
McCabe, a Texas Central Railway environmental and engineering vice president. It travels through a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many of
the businesses have already exited. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and
Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have adequate room for a terminal, parking and rental cars.

Downtown is not the right place for the Houston terminal and TCR President, Bob Eckles has agreed that getting the train those last few miles into downtown will be no easy task. The only reason they want to
go downtown is a commitment made to City leaders. Houston has four business districts- downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston does not
make sense. Most businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would make for an easy commute to any of the four business districts. If the transit station were downtown, fewer
residents would drive the 30 to 40 minute commute into downtown to catch the rail.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Douglas R Townsend

General objection to Option 1

Alternatives

12/29/2014

Dr. Elizabeth Long

Alternatives

12/8/2014

Eddy Roberts

| am writing you to voice my concern regarding the proposed Houston/Dallas high-speed rail. | am a resident of Forest West, a neighborhood that is west of Antoine and north of Pinemont. Although the two
proposed routes do not run through my neighborhood directly, both will be in close proximity to where I live. | should state clearly upfront, that I'm not opposed to the high-speed rail in concept, but | am
definitely opposed to the route that runs through the Oak Forest/Candlelight Oaks/Inwood Forest area.

The proposed route along Hempstead Highway seems an acceptable option due to the existing commercial and industrial character of the route. It will have a lower impact on residences as there are fewer
densely populated areas to disturb. While | am sure the area will have some residences affected, it is an area that is not only relatively sparse in populations, but also much more business-oriented and
commercial in nature.

| strongly urge you to take into consideration the wishes of the many residents and neighborhoods north of 610 and north of 290, as the consequences and impacts to these areas are substantial. This is a serious
matter of concern that | hope you will help to amplify, for the sake of my family, my neighborhood and my area friends.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Elaine Rachac

If it is to help with highway problems put it if where there is already where the land is already being used, 1-45. Why come and destroy our country land to help others and resulting in hurting many others in our
part of the country? Again | recommend if these investors want to make money put it where It they claim the problem exist, next to 1-45. It sounds like the investors are only for the money and do not care what
they do to people like us who will not benefit at all by this project but will destroy us. It is the Utility Route that is threatening our home and land.

Please remove this nightmare of a project off of the UTILITY ROUTE and hopefully after this environmental impact study it will be realized that this project is too damaging to our land in the country and is too
costly .

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Emily Bugaj

This is to inform that | oppose the High Speed Train using the W 34th Street BSNF train track...

Since there are many options for this Rail Project other than a family oriented and community based neighborhood, where the Speed Train would greatly affect our traffic and school bus routes, | suggest that
the HSR terminal station be built on the property currently known as The Northwest Mall and the Speed Train use the Hempstead Highway rail for its development. This corridor would not affect neighborhoods
or business like it would in Oak Forest/Garden Oaks, mainly because there is greater amount of easement for the track that is currently there, and it is mainly, an already established industrialized corridor.

Alternatives

12/25/2014

Eugene and Delmy Karagodin

It is irrational building the Shinkansen terminal in Houston downtown area, where few people live and where traffic congestion will increase tremendously with people needing to go and park there just to take
this train to Dallas. In view of the above, it would be more beneficial to erect the terminal in the present location of the deteriorating North-West Mall and the line along Hempstead Highway, which is a purely
industrial area and has enough space to accommodate it without destroying established residential communities.

Alternatives

11/14/2014

Evan Michaelides

| am writing to comment on the prospective Dallas-Houston High Speed Rail project proposed by the TCR. My wife and | are owners of two historic properties in Houston’s First Ward; one serves as our office and
design studio, and the other, currently undergoing restoration, will soon become our home.

| would like to | would like to start by saying that | am generally supportive of mass transportation and believe that this project, if done carefully and thoughtfully, could be quite beneficial to our region.
However, | am deeply troubled by the current state of discussion with regard to the “last mile” in Houston. | understand that a number of alternative locations for the Houston terminus are being considered.
However, if a Central Business District terminus is selected, the routes currently under consideration will result in great damage and disruption to urban neighborhoods.

There are plenty of options to consider. Community leaders have put forward an alternative route that would come down the Hardy Toll Road, where the existing right-of-way is much wider. Another idea, which
Texas Central executives have acknowledged as a realistic possibility, would be to run elevated rail over I-10, eliminating the need for additional right-of-way. Coordination with Metro and the City of Houston
could also produce solutions involving less-intrusive light-rail connections into downtown. | hope you will give these creative proposals the careful consideration they deserve. Above all, | urge you to step back
and slow the process down so that approaches can be developed for achieving the project’s laudable goals without needless damage to Houston’s urban neighborhoods.

Alternatives
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11/23/2014 |G Leiman Against BNSF1: | am against this proposed route (Option 1) for a high speed train. This will have a major impact on our neighborhood and property values. While | support this idea, as God knows Houston needs |Alternatives
to focus on alternative ways to move the public around, this proposed route should not be considered as it will impact a Residential area. | live on W 43rd St in Oak Forest. My home is located near [sic]. Please
consider other options or routes that will not impact residential areas. Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
1/4/2015 G.R. Dushan High speed rail needs to be on the Northside of Houston along an existing high speed corridor! High Speed Rail DOES NOT belong in residential neighborhoods. Use a route that is beneficial to all residents of  |Alternatives
Houston and people of Texas. NOT politicians & developers.
12/29/2014 |Gail Kikawa McConnell | have been traveling for five years from Conroe to the Justice Center in Richmond, Texas and would very much like to see a route and stop in The Woodlands. A stop at the south end of The Woodlands would |Alternatives
catch all the commuters north and in Spring for the commute that is getting more expensive and worse each day. Please use as much of the existing infrastructure as possible (existing highway and rail right of
ways, park and ride lots) We still have much unoccupied land in this area, but we need not keep cutting down our precious forest! or disturb our farmlands. Thank you for this project!
1/8/2015 Geraldine Cox | am a rural landowner living in Leon County, Texas and am adamantly opposed to this project. It benefits only wealthy urbanites and causes only long-term harm to the rural counties that it crosses. | am Alternatives
particularly opposed to the “Utility Alternative,” as it pays no heed to existing transportation corridors and goes cross country in a ruinous manner. My opposition is related to the following issues, which must be
addressed in your EIS process:
At least the BN option goes parallel to an existing train track, which has existing grade-separations at major highways like Hwy. 79. The Utility Alternative follows a minor below-ground pipeline (not an above
ground utility or an existing rail line like the other) and is essentially a completely new intrusion into a quiet rural area. The noise, road closings, and property divisions caused by this option would cause
significant harm, which could at least be minimized by following an existing transportation corridor like the BN railroad or |H 45.
The Utility Alternative seems to be a way to recycle route maps recently presented by URS for the Cross Texas electric transmission line. A great-wall-of-Texas high speed rail is significantly more damaging and
disruptive than an electric line, and the PUCT's criteria (I was at that meeting, also) should have no bearing on alternatives considered for a bullet train. If you have to build it, put it along an existing
transportation corridor, like a rail line or the Interstate.
| want to be informed of all future public meetings and decisions.
Again, this project benefits traveling Houstonians and Dallasites. It is an unwanted and extremely negative intrusion into my rural lifestyle and that of my neighbors. Please kill the project, or at least drop the
Utility Alternative and come up with realistic options using currently disturbed transportation corridors.
10/29/2014 |Greg Martin Rail not terminating in CBD Houston is non starter, rather fly Southwest. Is dual stationing, i.e., 2 terminals, in Houstin an option? In Dallas? Alternatives
1/6/2015 Heather McKeown | am writing to express concern with the proposed route for the Dallas-Houston High Speed Rail (HSR). Why not terminate the line north of the Houston city limits — where the rail is welcomed; can be utilized |Alternatives
by employees of the new Spring ExxonMobil campus; near a large international airport; and close to existing and well-utilized Park and Ride lots;? Do you really think the folks who make regular trips between
Houston-Dallas are also willing to ride a Metro bus or the light rail once they are dropped at an inner-city train station? It seems to me that little thought has gone into thoughtful planning of the HSR in a way
that will result in a successful project for investors or the communities affected!
1/10/2015 J.E. Thomas Alternatives Alternatives
Describe fully all assumptions, criteria, and measures used to determine alternatives including routes, terminal locations, and potential intermediate stations that were developed during the “Identification and
Screening of Alternatives” phase (Source: Scoping presentation slide entitled, “What is the NEPA Process?” and “Screening and Evaluation Process”). Provide this information for each category of criteria. Provide
backup for these decisions as materials or references to the EIS, as appropriate. Describe the process, assumptions, and specific criteria used to develop and eliminate alternatives during the screening phase.
Describe which specific measures were “qualitative” and which were not (See slide, Screening and Evaluation Process, preliminary Alternatives, “...measures may be qualitative”). Address how these criteria and
measures were converted to numeric values presented during scoping (See “Scoring” slides presented during scoping). Describe how these numeric values related and/or contributed to decision-making during
the screening phase.
Describe fully all assumptions, criteria, and measures used to make decisions regarding the alternatives including routes, terminal locations, and potential intermediate stations that arise during scoping. Provide
backup for these decisions as materials or references to the EIS, as appropriate. Describe the process, assumptions, and specific criteria used to eliminate alternatives during this phase of evaluation. Describe
which measures are qualitative and quantitative and how they relate to the decision to develop or eliminate alternatives. Address how these criteria and measures are tied to the Purpose and Need.
Describe how and when “FRA reviewed and verified criteria used to identify the alternative alignments for detailed evaluation in the DEIS.” (See scoping presentation slide, Alternatives Screening Process).
Describe why this verification was completed before scoping and before the scope of issues to be included in the EIS was determined. Provide backup and reference materials used as references materials when
the Draft EIS is released, as appropriate. Describe any existing FRA rules that were applied.
Describe how the screening criteria factored into the weighting process described in the Scoring — Sensitivity Analysis. Specifically address the relationship between the “Applicant’s focus is on financial ...
considerations” and “Environmental Considerations.” Describe the meaning of the numeric values presented in the table and how these will or will not be carried forward into the EIS. Describe how the specific
values used to determine “Recommended for further evaluation” were determined. Describe the party or parties that made this recommendation. (See Scoring — Sensitivity Analysis)
1/8/2015 Jan Garver Which leads to this. There is another option, going down I-45. The speaker said that the right of way belonged to UP and they did not want to negotiate. However, is that not negotiate from a particular price, or |Alternatives
not wanting to come down to the price they wanted to pay? There is a distinct difference.
It does sound as though there is a lot of very negative reaction to this. Again, | have not heard of too many people (although I'm sure there are some) that are just totally against light rail. Most are only against
either the routes selected, or the implementation.
10/23/2014 |lanet and William Jones At the 1 stop. Is there a place to leave your car, will there be a bus, taxi or rent a car? Alternatives
11/3/2014 Janet Jones Please look at going closer to Bryan College Station area. It might look good on a map but have you drove to the area where you propose a stop? Alternatives
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1/5/2015

Janet L. Davis

We're opposed to the TCR HSR project as currently proposed. A few Public Scoping comments:

- My husband and | find it difficult to support an HSR system that is going to plow right through neighborhoods, whether in the city or rural areas, or that would require taking or otherwise destroying private land
and farmland, etc. We live in a wooded subdivision called Saddle Creek Forest (400+ homesites with 60+ homes currently completed) that is located in Waller and Grimes Counties along the proposed "Utility
Alternative." The lines would run through our subdivision, alongside (or maybe on top of) the community pool and other recreational facilities, a lake, a children's playground, a riding trail, and homesites. There
would be no more quiet retirement life in the midst of nature. The local wildlife (including migratory birds) and residents' horses no doubt would be negatively affected by the noisy, vibrating, speeding trains.
Forest would have to be removed. And property values would of course plummet.

- We're concerned about reduced emergency access too.

- Residents in our community have nothing to gain from the HSR system; we wouldn't even be able to ride the bullet trains (short of trying to hop on while the trains are moving at 205 through our land) since
there will be no convenient stops for us. Instead, use of the bullet trains appears to be limited to interested individuals in or near Houston and Dallas (and, possibly later, one other place along the way).

- We feel it's wrong, an abuse, for whatever land that's needed to simply be taken via eminent domain (not to mention by a for-profit company financed, apparently, by foreign investors). Even if something may
be acceptable legally doesn't mean it's acceptable morally. And based on my understanding, historically, citizens and businesses affected by eminent domain haven't been adequately compensated.

- We, along with local and other government officials, are doubtful this project really would be completely funded, when all is said and done, by private (foreign?) investors without any use of taxpayers' money.
- Is this project as proposed even practical for the short and long term? Don't we need to concentrate first on better transportation in and around Houston - including connecting Houston to fast-growing The
Woodlands, airports, and other places? (Wouldn't that better help traffic congestion?) Must we have bullet trains? Or could we instead work on expanding/revamping existing rail systems that would stop in
more places? Or, if a bullet train system is ultimately proven to be necessary and practical, what about building it along existing corridors (as much as possible), primarily in areas that have already been
industrialized? (We know, it would likely be less expensive and more convenient for TCR to build in rural counties.)

- It seems this project hasn't been terribly well publicized or well communicated. We understand that the main reason a few more local Public Scoping meetings eventually were added had to do with a few
observant, persistent private citizens with the cooperation of a local judge-elect. Much of the public obviously is quite confused by the purpose of the proposed HSR system, with many unaffected people
apparently thinking this might be a nice little commuter train system conveniently taking passengers wherever they want to go.

-Related to the above comment, various important questions by concerned Texas residents haven't yet been answered. Any answers we've heard have only been vague and general - pie in the sky.

-The public comments section of the FRA/TxDOT HSR website hasn't been kept terribly up-to-date. For example, | commented in November and for weeks my comments weren't posted (they were always
"awaiting moderation"). The day after my second email to address this, more comments suddenly appeared on the forum; however, my own never made it there. Also, no one ever answered my email either. |
don't have a great deal of faith, therefore, that our comments made during this Public Scoping phase will be taken terribly seriously either.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Jason Theriot

| write to you as a concerned citizen to state my opposition to the Texas Central Railway’s proposed route for a high-speed rail in my area.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Jeff Magee

Develop an EIS on alternative options such as I-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment. Continued growth in air travel and the inability to connect hub cities such as Houston and Dallas via IAH and DFW diminish flexibility of
long term growth in commingled travel for the population. Decreased initial cost should not outweigh long-term benefit of alternatives.

Alternatives

12/9/2014

Jen Ledesma

| am a long-time resident of the City of Houston, and | am writing to express my full support for the proposed high speed passenger train by Texas Central High-Speed Railway that will operate between Houston
and Dallas. As a result of the expected negative consequences to my neighborhood and surrounding area, | strongly oppose the BNSF Option 1 route through Houston. | highly encourage the use of the Utility
Alternative route into the Houston area with the station being placed near the intersection of I-610 and 290, providing a centralized location in Houston while avoiding booming Houston areas (Garden Oaks, Oak
Forest, Rice Military). Additionally, | recommend having a station near College Station to provide an access point for the University and the local communities along the route.

Alternatives

12/4/2014

Jerry Wagnon

Second, if a station is built in Roans Prairie or Shiro, we must have infrastructure upgrades from TXDOT to carry the traffic surges when trains arrive, especially for such events as SEC Game Days at Texas A&M.
Already, this highway is heavily used during rush hour and traffic is further impeded by slow moving trucks using the new Twin Oaks landfill.

That said, | see some major benefits from having a station in our area. It would bring new jobs and retail to the central part of the county. The intersection of Highway 30 provides access to Bryan-College Station
with its booming biotech, education and conference sectors. | might add that | have ridden the shinkansen in Japan and | see how the Texas Central project makes business sense.

| do have one question: Is the proposed Grimes County station a potential connecting point for a future spur to Austin and San Antonio that would revive the Texas T-Bone concept?

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Jim Pauloski

| am an ardent supporter of rail travel. | have watched -- and hoped -- for decades as various rail plans have been proposed, and then disappointed as each failed to be brought to fruition. | have lived and
worked in Asia, Continental Europe, and the United Kingdom. | commuted frequently and regularly by high speed rail. For nearly three years, | traveled at least once per month between London and Brussels via
high speed rail, and many times per year between Brussels and Paris on high speed rail. | traveled within Japan on high speed rail. | also used local and commuter rail service whenever possible.

The models being described by the TCR representatives just do not seem to square with my experiences regarding high speed rail into major cities. The TCR investors claim they need to be able to travel
essentially station to station at 205 mph. And that they will need to construct massive elevated structures through residential and business districts to make the investment a success.

My experience from other countries is that high speed trains travel at their peak speeds between cities, in rural areas, but do not travel at peak speeds through highly populated areas. | recall the Eurostar
slowing to 'standard' train speeds, and using at-grade rails, for the last several miles into Brussels and into London.

Do we really want, or need, a train traveling at over 200 mph within the densely populated areas of our major cities? | certainly do not. | request that you seriously consider routing that allows for high speed
travel where it is safe and appropriate, and that constrains speeds appropriately elsewhere.

We have an opportunity to change mindsets in this country, and to begin to embrace rail travel as an economically and environmentally sound mode of travel. But we must adopt the right model.

Alternatives

1/10/2015

Joan and Jose Escamilla

NO BUILD OPTION!

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Joe Casarez

As a resident in Garden Oaks and specifically with a house located on 34th St on which a proposed route for the HSR utilizing the BNSF corridor is being considered, | am writing to voice my opposition to the HSR
being routed through congested urban neighborhoods within the 610 Loop area in Houston. | have attended multiple public sessions to listen to former judge Roy Echols and investor in the TCR talk about the
HSR and its impact on Houston. Mr Echols stated multiple times that the target ridership for the HSR are the business people located in the Galleria area (610/1-10), the energy corridor (I-10W to Beltway 8) on
the west side of Houston to the 290/249 business areas.

Why then is a route being proposed to terminate in downtown Houston? That makes absolutely no sense whatsoever. Houston already has a congested highway system and a terminus in downtown means that
the targeted ridership must add to the existing traffic congestion to travel to downtown Houston and park in the already limited available parking facilities only to board a train that must then travel BACK
through the areas in which the target ridership already resides.

The logical location for any HSR terminus should be a location OUTSIDE the 610 Loop area. From the two proposed routes (BNSF and UPRR) the logical location for a terminus should be the 610/290 area
specifically the area around Northwest Mall which provides access to both routes.

This provides opportunities for the TCR-HSR to partner with the City of Houston (Metro) to create a multi-modal transit center which would address everyones needs and concerns. Metro could setup a Park
and Ride terminal for access to the city's bus system and provide parking for HSR riders as well as the HSR terminal and associated facilities. Future plans could include a light rail segment into other parts of the
city.

Locating the terminus outside of the 610 Loop would remove the impact to local neighborhoods and infrastructure and maintain the integrity of these long established neighborhoods.

| opposed HSR inside the 610 Loop. Please make the logical choice and terminate the line outside of the 610 Loop.

Alternatives
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12/13/2014 |Joe Guidry The 1-45 and UPRR Hardy Alignment approach into the Houston area makes the most sense as existing multiple tracks located in non-residential areas. Alternatives
Consider this as a request to reject the BNSF option 1.
1/8/2015 John and Barbara Arnett While high-speed rail may be a viable option as a part of planning for future transportation between Houston and Dallas, we are opposed to the proposed BNSF route on several grounds. Alternatives
Another perplexing part of this proposal is the plan to take this train all the way downtown. It is hard to comprehend how this is a good idea. If the ridership estimates TCR uses to justify this project are accurate,
the increased traffic in and out of downtown will place an additional burden on all Houstonians traversing the city - and then there is the problem of parking. If trains will depart and arrive every thirty minutes,
where will all the cars be parked? If the thought is that taxis or other public transportation will be used, there should be studies on how this will integrate with Metro networks and freeways. Why couldn’t trains
come into an outlying terminus, and riders go to that location?
1/9/2015 John Everett and Kathy Huber At the meeting we attended, there was expressed general philosophical support for such a train, but routing it though residential areas into downtown Houston made no sense to anyone. There was never an Alternatives
explanation for the reasoning why the end-point of the Houston leg of the route should be downtown when a perfectly logical end-point exists in the N. Loop 610/US 290 junction already exists with empty land
space — and a newly reconstructed highway interchange — making for easy access. That area sits within a mile of the current Northwest Transit station of the Houston METRO and is closer to several major
employment/business/shopping districts than does a downtown destination. It would also provide a natural point for a future, similar HSR to Austin.
Our neighborhood would be asked — forced — to accept a massive, intrusive structure with accompanying years of construction disruption and constant operational noise which would be of no benefit to the
people living here, all for the benefit of a private, for-profit entity, and dubious benefit to the passengers who might use it. We oppose it and suggest this route be removed from consideration.
11/1/2014 Jonathan Coopersmith As someone living in Bryan-College Station, | strongly urge the green line option of a stop in our city. Alternatives
11/5/2014 Joseph O'Brien The federal DOT has already shown that the route for the project is restricted by ridership availability, and short distance problems. That eliminates distances under 75-100 miles !! Alternatives
10/23/2014 |Judy Keally How can the city of Teague get a stop in our town? Alternatives
1/9/2015 Judy Mimeo Am emailing to BEG you not to put the high speed rail through the 610 corridor, through garden oaks/oak forest area. There are so many negatives to it going through such a peaceful quiet part of the city, not [Alternatives
to mention the schools that are right on the tracks! Myself and probably 90 percent of St Rose of Lima Catholic School parents are greatly opposed to it on that route. | would say if anywhere the Washington
track would work better - inner city cool! Bullet train may fit right in! Thank you for your time and praying!
1/9/2015 Julie Villaescusa Agreements that limit the train to terminating in the CBD Alternatives
Mr. Eckles indicated that they had contracts that require them to build the train station in the Central Business District. These agreements should not enter into any decisions about the best route. Mr. Eckles
himself could be the person that added that clause the contract. Our neighborhoods should not be sacrificed so that 9 or ten investors can make a lot of money. If the train can’t be built if the Houston station is
outside the 610 Loop, then it can’t be built. Keep this train out of First Ward, Houston!
11/25/2014 |Kay Bruce Hi speed rail. The suggested route along San Felipe is very alarming. Alternatives
1/10/2015 Kay Zepeda I live in one of the neighborhoods that will be negatively impacted by the above-mentioned rail project and hereby state my objection to the railway being built in the location as proposed. While certainly noise |Alternatives
is a major concern, so is the negative effect the railway will have on property values for the neighborhoods.
Why put a railway near established neighborhoods??? The railway would be better suited to run along the major freeways already in place or in other locations away from residential neighborhoods.
1/8/2015 Kelly Gaines Hello - I'd like to express my opposition to the proposed high speed rail. | realize you have seen the following topics, but my main concern is that the destination into Downtown Houston is not necessary. No one |Alternatives
wants to fight the traffic to go downtown to board the train and no one wants to go downtown to pick up someone coming in on the train. Airports are not located near downtown and for good reasons like |
stated above. It makes more sense to have the train along the Hempstead Hwy and terminate at the Northwest Mall where there is more than enough room for taxis and rental cars.
Alternative Routes Make More Sense- There are many alternate routes available that would not impact residential homes, school and businesses. Concerned residents were told by Texas Central Railway
President, Robert Eckels that the BNSF1 route was the preferred route due to costs and least resistance. If they choose this route for being the cheapest, what other expenses are they being low-cost about? As a
private company needing to make a profit, what assurances does my neighborhood have that Texas Central Railway will not cut corners on safety and construction as well? Please require Texas Central Railway
to provide detailed environmental analysis of the following route alternatives and explanations of why the preferred route is more environmentally preferable.
The alternative route shown on the Texas Central Railway maps, the Utility Alternative would be a better option. This route traverses a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the
Highway 290 expansion. Many of the businesses have already exited or are existing industrial businesses that would not be significantly impacted. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make
a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental
cars.
Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.
| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.
Texas Central Railway has offered no compelling reason as to why the high speed rail must continue into Downtown Houston, other than a seemingly political reason. Houston has four business districts-
Downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston is not required to meet the purpose and need of the project — to provide transportation for business
travelers between Houston and Dallas. Many businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would provide access to any of the four business districts.
| also believe the Interstate 45 route needs to be evaluated as a viable alternative route. . The Interstate 45 Alternative would be preferable because it does not traverse residential neighborhoods or Texas
agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run along I-45, while residents in my neighborhood overwhelming oppose this proposal.
1/5/2015 Kirk D Carver My wife and | own property at 753 Sue Barnett Drive, Houston, TX 77018, which backs up to BNSF tracks along the 34th Street corridor. We are in the process of designing a new home to be built on the site. Alternatives
However, with the uncertainty of the impact on our property due to HSR, we have had to put those plans on hold.
| would like a response to each of my questions by Feb 1, 2015 so that | can determine my next course of action.
1/7/2015 Kyle Lutz | understand the concept of developing a modern transportation system between Houston and Dallas. As a business man, | recognize the opportunities that this rail system would create. However, | do not see  |Alternatives

the necessity of taking the train all the way downtown and ruining neighborhoods, parks, and businesses. | would propose that the train stop at Northwest Transit Center. This option would provide travelers
greater opportunities to reach the many major business centers in the city of Houston. Downtown is not the only major financial center in this city. From the Northwest Transit Center travelers would have easy
access not only to downtown but also the energy corridor, medical center, Galleria, and the Woodlands. It is my opinion, that offering travelers such easy access via freeways and existing public transportation to
five major business centers would not only increase revenues for investors in the rail, but also make the rail system more attractive to commuters.

52



Date

Contact Name

Request/Comment

Comment Topic

1/9/2015

Laruie Hazzard

| support the idea of high speed rail between Dallas & Houston. | disapprove of the plan to route the HSR into downtown Houston through residential neighborhoods. Why not route it down I1-45/Hardy/610.
Folks in The Woodlands are asking for a stop there to relieve the increasing congestion on I-45 with the pending opening of the Exxon campus. Another alternative is to route it along Hempstead Hwy to NW Mall
and incorporate adjacent transportation to the NW Metro Station. Or, route it down I-10 into downtown. The officers and investors at TCR can have their bullet train as long as they can find a suitable route that
is not through a residential corridor.

Alternatives

1/13/2015

Laura Rahman

| believe the commission needs to take further consideration of the impact on the people who live and work along the BNSF tracks, as well as to give deeper consideration to alternate routes, such as existing
highways and interstates. Similarly, | believe further consideration should be given to ending the line outside the city, such as at terminals in locations where light rail lines are already in place or scheduled to be
built. An elevated line outside my window is simply unacceptable, and | believe further study needs to be completed prior to any decisions being made.

Alternatives

1/13/2015

Linda Kelly

| am writing to you as a Houston Texas Oak Forrest homeowner to inform you of my opposition for the BNFS Option 1 ("the proposed tracks") High-Speed Rail ("HSR") route under consideration of Federal
Railroad Administration and Texas Department of Transportation. | am not opposed to the implementation of HSR between Houston and Dallas, but | believe this route would negatively impact my community.

| was born in Europe where trains are a common form of transportation. However, those train lines were built through undeveloped lands and the towns eventually established themselves alongside. No
civilized society would put a train line through an established residential community when (a) there are no benefits to that community and (b) other route choices are available that would have less of an impact.

Alternatives

12/31/2014

Lisa Collins

Alternatives- There are many alternate routes available that would not destroy resident’s peace of mind and negatively impact neighborhoods. The BSSF1 route has a great impact on the environment and
property owners.

The second proposed route, the Utility Alternative, would be a better option. This route travels through a commercial area that until recently was scheduled for demolition for the Highway 290 expansion. Many
of the businesses have already exited. In addition, the current location of Northwest Mall would make a great centrally located terminal. The mall is for sale and it is adjacent to the Union Pacific rail line and
Utility Alternative. The land where the mall is located would have available land for parking and rental cars.

Downtown is not the right place for the Houston terminal and getting the train those last few miles into downtown will be no easy task. The only reason they want to go downtown is a commitment thy made to
the leaders in the City of Houston. Houston has four business districts- downtown, the Galleria, the Energy Corridor, and The Woodlands. Taking the train into downtown Houston does not make sense. Most
businesses are no longer in the downtown area. A location like NW Mall would make for an easy commute to any of the four business districts.

If the transit station were downtown, fewer residents would drive the 30 to 40 minute commute into downtown to catch the rail.

The Interstate 45 route needs to be reconsidered. This rail belongs on Interstate 45, not through residential neighborhoods or Texas agricultural land. Residents of The Woodlands are begging for the rail to run
along I-45. When someone thinks of a HSR from Houston to Dallas, they automatically think of it running along I-45 corridor.

My husband and I, we both commute. | work south of D/FW; he works in Dallas. The reason | live where | live today is because of the property, the family, and the farm, and if anyone can benefit from a rail, it
would be me. Put it on Highway 45. Put it on other rails, but the high-speed rail is not an option with the locations, the two that are being proposed. Thank you.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Lyndon Tiu

| live in Houston. If the high speed train terminal is located in downtown, how are people supposed to get on the train? We’d have to drive downtown and park our cars there before we can get on the train.
Parking in downtown is sparse and expensive. Also, driving to downtown is normally a laborious process, traffic is usually heavy during the weekday rush hours. It does not make sense for me to catch a fast 90
minute train when | have to spend more extra minutes stuck in traffic trying to get to the terminal in downtown. Taking METRO may or may not be convenient or available depending on where we are coming
from and what time of day/day of the week we are travelling. Also, METRO is slow, that adds more minutes to my travel time. What is supposedly a short and fast 90 minute high speed train ride will be more
that that in total. Perhaps it be best to locate the terminal in a less congested, more accessible part of Houston.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Mariette Garcia

There are other viable routes which could be utilized to minimize the hardship on citizens and businesses.

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Marisa Thomas

| am not opposed to High Speed Rail. | am opposed to it being in the Northwest Corridor, impacting schools and neighbors. This is much easier and cheaper to do it along where will live, work and play and some
finance person is looking at the bottom line and how it is easier to use eminent domain on family's and schools rather than work a little harder to do the RIGHT thing and work along the Hardy Toll Road area.
YMCA Member - NOTE: My kid plays soccer on part of the land that is sectioned to be used? Are you going to elevate the soccer field too?

Alternatives

1/7/2015

Melvin Guider

According to information provided by one of the major supporters and contributors to this project, other logical alternatives for routing, such as the Interstate 45 or Hardy Tollway corridors are being ignored. If a
high speed train is to travel from Houston to Dallas on a 15 to 30 minute cycle, it is more logical that the route be along an existing highway route between the two cities. No high speed train will be capable of
going at high speed as it twists and turns through the proposed routes being considered through the Oak Forest and Candlelight Oaks communities and other communities within the city limits. I, along with
many other residents object to the proposed high speed rail project through any residential community and urge you to seek other alternatives which do not impact the standard of living for residents of
Candlelight Oaks and other residential communities.

Alternatives

1/9/2015

Mike Cutaia

| am very concerned about high speed rial near candlelight Estates. We have a tight knit community close into amenities. We attend St. Rose of Lima Church. | do not understand the need for high speed rail
from Dallas. Why not pick places in Ewest Texas? The naural route would be down I-45. | understand that it is not the cheapest route. That does not mean it is the most viable. | don't understand the need to
bring the rial downtown. Norhtwest mall could be an end point. We need more information about the project.

Alternatives

1/13/2015

Nicholas J. Menage
Ashley Menage

There are better route choices (e.g., 1-45 Alignment, |-45 UPRR Hardy Alignment, 290 Utility Alignment, etc.) that would have less of an impact on residential communities . Please consider these alternatives
over the BNFS Option |.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Peri Mashburn

It seems to me the most logical choice would be along Hardy Toll Road.

Alternatives

1/6/2015

Pete Vonder Haar

| am opposed to the proposed Dallas-to-Houston high speed rail project for the following reasons:

No adequate explanation has been given as to why this route is being favored over proposed routes in freeway or industrial corridors.

Route options were culled from nine to two without any review by affected neighborhoods or civic associations, and only one public scoping meeting was held for these. And this was at a location on the other
side of downtown.

Needless to say, | am also concerned about eminent domain and the amount of private property condemnation required to initiate a for-profit rail project.

Alternatives

10/29/2014

Phil Whitley

Going 205 mph and then stopping near Bryan-Huntsville is time opposite of the goal of 90 minutes. All projects to increase travel will generate jobs. i.e., new or added highway construction or/and high speed
rail projects. This will be a better way to travel. Going around Bryan/College Station is not the way to save time. 90 minutes again.

Alternatives
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1/9/2015

Raajen Patel

CONCERNS WITH THE PROCESS AND JUSTIFICATION

Based on the nine initial proposed routes, TCR presumes that it is best to start and end in both cities' downtown areas. However the main business hubs of Houston are not just in downtown, but include the
energy corridor, the Galleria area, and so forth. Both proposed routes avoid these areas. To reduce concerns about barreling through neighborhoods, the lines could stop somewhere outside of the 610 loop
(Northwest mall, for example), and a deal could be made with local public transit to provide the last leg of the journey, into any of the large business districts of Houston. Please explore the feasibility of these
ideas.

CONCERNS WITH BNSF OPTION 1

BNSF option 1 follows a Union Pacific line through Oak Forest/Garden Oaks/Independence Heights. The track would need to be significantly expanded, running next to schools, parks, churches, and homes. As
proper safety barriers would necessarily need to be erected, the proposed route would bisect currently walkable, livable neighborhoods. The current Union Pacific line does not divide the neighborhood so
starkly. What is the proposed design for the high-speed train line, what will the barriers look like, and what will the dimensions of the finished track be? Pictures found online of these trains in Japan are very
worrying, as the tracks look very large, tall or deep, wide, and covered in power lines. They are located either in rural areas, or in very high-density cities (like downtown Tokyo). Not in neighborhoods with
houses and shops and schools.

It is unlikely the train will be traveling at 200 mph through the neighborhood, but exactly how fast will it be traveling

Alternatives

1/8/2015

Rackelle Goebel

This project potentially impacts me and concerns me greatly as a private land owner and tax payer. | would like to provide this letter as my comment for inclusion in the Scoping Report.

First, | am concerned about the environmental impact on the BNSF Option 1 proposed route. | have 30 acres near this route and have worked hard to ensure the environmental prestige of this land. My
husband and | have in fact converted the agriculture use of this land to a wildlife purpose and take an active role in supporting the local wildlife population. As part of this plan, we have a detailed management
report of our land and submit annual reports on our activities.

The BNSF Option 1 will have an adverse impact on maintaining our c