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Stakeholder and Public Comments and Responses on the Tier 1 EA
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1. Letters from Stakeholders and Responses
a. United States Department of Interior June 20, 2012
b. State of Connecticut
i. Department of Economic and Community Development June 22, 2012
ii. Department of Public Health June 22, 2012
iii. Department of Energy & Environmental Protection June 22, 2012
Capital Region Council of Governments June 22, 2012
City of Meriden June 18, 2012
City of New Haven June 21, 2012
Town of Newington June 11, 2012
Town of Windsor June 22, 2012
Town of Wallingford June 13,2012
Regional Plan Association June 14, 2012
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Greater Meriden Chamber of Commerce June 18, 2012
Greater Hartford Transit District June 21, 2012
Peter Pan Lines, Inc. June 22, 2012
. SKRealty June 22,2012
Tri-State Transportation Campaign June 22, 2012
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Connecticut League of Conservation Voters (not dated)
Connecticut Fund for the Environment June 22, 2012
Robert Fromer June 21, 2012
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Response to the United States Department of the Interior, June 20, 2012

Connecticut Department of Transportation is working with the Federal Railroad Administration who will be
providing direction on any Section 4(f) impacts and required mitigation.
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DECD

State of Conneciicut
Bepartment of Econozsic and
Community Development

June 22, 2012

Mr. Mark W. Alexander

Transportation Assistant Planning Director
Bureau of Policy and Planning

2800 Berlin Turnpike, P.O. Box 317546
Newington, CT 06131

RE: Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation
New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Rail Project # 170-22%6

Dear Mr. Alexander,

The Department of Economic and Community Development {DECD) would like to thank you for the
opportunity to review the Environmental Assessment/ Environmental Impact Evaluation for the New Haven-
Hartford-Springfield (NHHS) Line High $peed Intercity Passenger Rail project. DECD would like to offer
its full support for the project. We believe that the project will stimuiate economic development and create
jobs in the region. We would like to bring to your attention that DECD is supporting a few transit oriented
development (TOD) initiatives in the station communities along the NHHS corridor utilizing state and
federal grants. Some of the projects include:

¢ City of Meriden TOD Plan and Zoning Code (State Urban Act Grant and U.S. HUD Challenge Grant
awarded Lo DECD — folal of approximately $400,000}

s Meriden Property Acquisition for TOD development (U.S, HUD Challenge Grant awarded to DECD
— $730,000)

+ Meriden HUB Redevelopment and Remediation ($3.5 million Urban Act Granf)

¢ Meriden IIUB Demolition Project ($1.6 million Urban Act Grant)

+ Meriden Factory H TOD/Brownfield property demolition and stabilization ($300,000 DECD
Brownficld PILOT Grant)

¢ New Haven Union Station TOD Planning and Zoning Activities (U.S. HUD Challenge Grant
awarded to DECD — approximately $950,000)

¢ New Haven Downtown Crossing ($8.85 million Urban Act Grant)

DECD would like to continue to collaborate with your office on your transit and TOD efforts and would like

to offer any support that you may need for the successful implementation of the project. Please feel fiee to
contact me with any questions.

Sincerely, .
ichael J. Lettieri

Community Development Director

505 Hudson Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106 -7106
An Affirmative Action { Equal Opportunity Employer
An Equal Opporlunily Lender
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Response to State of Connecticut Department of Economic and Community Development Comments, June 22,
2012

Thank you for your support of the project. Throughout the preparation of the EA, CTDOT has engaged all of the
communities to develop the proposed project in a manner that is consistent with their development plans.
CTDOT recognizes the importance of Transit Oriented Development as a way to maximize the economic
development of the region and supports TOD efforts that are compatible with the project.

As the project enters final design for the phases that are funded, CTDOT will continue to engage the

communities so that the NHHS Rail improvements are consistent with community plans and funding which they
have secured for adjacent initiatives.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH'

<

B
B

Dannel P Malloy
Governor
Jewel Mullen, M.D., M.PH., M.I2A.

= Nancy Wyman
Commissioner :

Lt. Governor

Drinking Water Section

June 22, 2012

Mark Alexander

Transportation Assistant Planning Director
State of CT Department of Transportation
2800 Berlin Turnpike

Newington, CT 06131

Re: Notice of Environmental Impact Evaluation for the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High
Speed, Intercity Passenger Rail Project
Dear Mr. Alexander:

The Department of Public Health Drinking Water Section’s Source Water Protection Unit has reviewed
the above Notice of EIE. Please refer to the attached report for our comments.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please call Pat Bisacky of this office at (860) 509-
7333.

Eric McPhee
Supervising Environmental Analyst
Drinking Water Section

Cc: Roger Dann, General Manager, Wallingford Water Department
Lawrence Deantonio, Control Manager, Berlin Water Control Commission
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Response to State of Connecticut Department of Public Health Comments, June 22, 2012

Response to comment 4.3.2-1
The Town of Berlin was included in the CE for Phase 1 rather than this EA. However, Table 4-14 is revised as part
of Section 6.0 of this FONSI to include the Berlin well field.

Response to comment 4.3.2-2
Section 2.5 mapping for the Town of Berlin has been revised and included in Appendix D of this FONSI

Response to comment 4.4.16-1

As the project enters final design for the phases that are funded, CTDOT will continue to engage the
communities so that the NHHS Rail improvements are consistent with the needs of the Berlin and Wallingford
public water systems. Specific contacts recommended are:

e  Wallingford Public Utilities Commission: George Adair,
Director of Public Utilities
203-294-2263

e Berlin Water Control Commission: Bruce Laroche - Chairman
5 Worthington Lane
Berlin, CT (860) 828-1558
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Mark W. Alexander -2- June 22, 2012

for pervious paving and somewhat suitable for infiltration. Infiltration practices may be suitable
at any of these sites. Test pits should be dug in areas planned for infiltration practices to verify
soil suitability and/or limitations. Planning should insure that areas to be used for infiltration are
not compacted during the construction process by vehicles or machinery. The siting of areas for
infiltration must also consider any existing soil or groundwater contamination.

Parking structures are proposed at several of the stations, including those in Windsor,
Meriden and Wallingford. The following standard recommendation concerning stormwater
management should be observed.

Stormwater management for parking garages typically should mvolve two separate
collection systems designed to treat the runoff from different types of parking areas.
Any exposed parking levels will produce a high volume of runoff with relatively low
concentrations of pollutants. Runoff from such areas should be directed to the storm

See

4.2.4-2

sewer system and the collection system should mnclude controls to remove sediment

response to | and oil or grease. A hydrodynamic separator. incorporating swirl technology,

comment

circular screening technology or engineered cylindrical sedimentation technology, 1s
recommended to remove medium to coarse grained sediments and oil or grease. The
treatment system should be sized such that it can treat stormwater runoff adequately.

The Department recommends that the treatment system be designed to treat the first
inch of stormwater runoff. Upon installation, a maintenance plan to remove
sediment and o1l or grease should also be implemented.

Interior levels of the garage will produce a low volume of runoff with relatively high
concentrations of pollutants. In addition, the need for cleaning of the garage must be
considered and floor washwater cannot be directed to a stormwater sewer system.
Runoff from mterior areas should be directed to the sanitary sewer system, again
with appropriate treatment. An oil separator tank with a capacity of at least 1000
gallons 1s required. A licensed waste o1l hauler must clean the tank at least once a
vear. A list of certified haulers can be obtained from the Bureau of Materials
Management & Compliance Assurance at 860-424-3366. The discharge of floor
washwater 1s covered under a General Permit for Miscellaneous Discharges of
Sewer Compatible Wastewater as building maintenance wastewater. Registration is
required for discharges greater than 5000 gallons per day. For further information
concerning stormwater management, contact the Permitting & Enforcement Division
at 800-424-3018. A fact sheet describing the permit and the registration form may
be downloaded at: Miscellaneous Discharge GP.

See
response
to
comment
4.3.4-1

The proposed North Haven station is within Connecticut's coastal boundary as defined by
section 22a-94 of the Connecticut General Statutes (CGS). The EIE notes that a Coastal
Consistency Review and coordmation with the Oftice of Long Island Sound Programs will take
place as part of project permitting in 2012 and 2013. Coastal management concerns which
should be carefully addressed in future phases of the project planning process are the potential
mobilization of pollutants in contaminated soils and appropriate use of urban retrofit stormwater
best management practices, wherever possible.
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Mark W. Alexander -3- June 22,2012

If local planning and zoning approvals, variances or building permits are required for the
station project, the Coastal Site Plan Review requirements of sections 22a-105 through 22a-110
of the CGS would be applicable. The municipal planning and zoning commission or designated
zoning official should be consulted regarding this matter.

Page 83 notes that most of the corridor within the coastal boundary 1s already double-
tracked except for a small segment in North Haven. Sheet No. 04 of the Concept Design in
Volume IT depicts the proposed double-tracking starting at milepost 7.0 and extending northerly.
This location 1s just beyond the northernmost extent of the coastal boundary, so it appears that no
double-tracking will occur within the coastal boundary. (The text of the document notes that
double-tracking begins at milepost 7.1, even farther to the north.)

Page 44 concludes that “the low level of auto trips generated by the proposed project
relative to total regional trips is unlikely to negatively impact regional air quality.” On a regional
basis, these local trips generated by the increased use of the train (short trips to the station) would
be more than offset by the longer trips (to the final destination) that would be eliminated. The
Department agrees with the statement on page 1 that improved rail service would decrease
highway congestion, reduce energy use and improve air quality.

In discussing measures to mitigate air quality impacts during the construction phase, page
190 notes that non-road construction vehicles will be required to comply with federal
regulations, including Tier 4 standards. If the newer equipment specified by Tier 4 cannot be
used, equipment with the best available controls on diesel emissions including retrofitting with
diesel oxidation catalysts or particulate filters in addition to the use of ultra-low sulfur fuel would
be the second choice that can be effective in reducing exhaust emissions. The use of newer

See equipment that meets EPA standards would obviate the need for retrofits.
response
to DEEP also recommends the use of newer on-road vehicles that meet either the latest EPA

commentjor California Air Resources Board (CARB) standards for construction projects. Omn-road
4.4.16-1 [vehicles older than the 2007-model year typically should be retrofitted with diesel oxidation
atalysts or diesel particulate filters for projects. These on-road vehicles include dump trucks,
fuel delivery trucks and other vehicles typically found at construction sites. Again, the use of
newer vehicles that meet EPA standards would eliminate the need for retrofits.

The DEEP-State Parks Division is in favor of relocation of the Windsor Locks station
north of the town’s central business district and adjacent to the historic station structure. This
conceptual plan incorporates an up-and-over to a platform on the east side of the tracks, which

See would also provide access to the west bank of the Windsor Locks Canal. This plan has the

FeSponse | potential for a future connection from the east platform across the canal, perhaps via
to reconstruction of the historic swing bridge, to the southern end of the Windsor Locks Canal State
comment | park Trail. A station at this location would thus overcome one of the two major obstructions of
3.3-1 public access to the trail.
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Response to State of Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP) Comments,
June 22, 2012

Response to comment 3.3-1
Please see Response to Comment 3.3 B in included in “2. Summary of Public Comments and Responses”.

Response to comment 4.2.4-1

Thank you for your support of the project and your continuing involvement, guidance, and advice as the project
advances into final design and permitting. Be assured that during final design CTDOT will coordinate with DEEP
to implement LID and other innovative techniques to reduce storm water runoff and mitigate water quality
impacts. As indicated in Volume lI, final design will follow Connecticut Stormwater Quality Manual which would
include applicable appendices.

Response to comment 4.2.4-2

The conceptual designs included in Volume Il do not identify floor drainage systems for the garages; this level of
detail will be developed during final design in accordance with all applicable regulations and permitting
requirements. CTDOT appreciates your input at this time which is being included in the FONSI available for
reference to the final designers.

Response to comment 4.3.4-1

Because of railroad geometry considerations the exact starting point for the Phase 1 double track must be
determined during final design. At that time CTDOT will determine if the project extends into the coastal
boundary.

Response to comment 4.4.16-1

Be assured that during final design and preparation of contract documents for construction CTDOT will
coordinate with DEEP to implement the best management practices for controlling air quality during
construction. CTDOT appreciates your input at this time which is being included in the FONSI available for
reference to the final designers.
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Response to the Capitol Region Council of Governments’ Comments, June 22, 2012

Response to Comment 1.3-1

As indicated in Table 1-1 and in Sec. 1.3 (on page 10) of the EA, the available funding for the project cannot be
used for the construction of regional rail stations; CTDOT must therefore apply for future funding from the FTA
for improvements to New Haven's State Street Station, and proposed new stations in North Haven, Newington,
West Hartford and Enfield.

Response to Comment 3.3-1
Please see Response to Comment 3.3B included in “2. Summary of Public Comments and Responses”.

Response to Comment 4.4.2-1

Section 4.4.2 of the EA confirms that the proposed project would be consistent with all State of Connecticut,
regional, and municipal plans in the corridor. During final design CTDOT will continue to coordinate with local
stakeholders. CTDOT would continue to engage CRCOG via your proposed advisory board that would streamline
the coordination process.

Response to Comment 4.4.10-1

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Page 165) acknowledges that rail transportation has to be integrated with all other
modes of transportation (pedestrian, bus, bus rapid transit, and air). During final station design CTDOT will
continue to work with all stakeholders to develop the station facilities to ensure that mobility is optimized.

Response to Comment 4.4.10-2

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Pages 153, 165, and 166) discusses that the existing parking in the area of the stations
is not adequate to support the projected ridership for 2030. The travel demand models completed by CTDOT
and Amtrak were used to determine the modal split (riders getting out of their autos and boarding the train).
Specific parking capacity requirements, based on those models, are included in Table 4-30. The basis of the
modal splits and parking capacity requirements is a reference document (Data Collection/Ridership Analysis)
which can be made available as described in Section 8.0 of the EA. As noted in Table 4-30, parking for Hartford,
would not be constructed as part of this project but will be addressed and advanced by the local parking
authorities to be compatible with their downtown development plans which would include the Interstate 84
Viaduct Study and a vision for relocating the existing rail line.

Response to Comment 4.4.13-1

Section 4.4.13 of the EA, Table 4-34 identifies the Proposed Action at grade crossing in the corridor. Grade
crossings will receive either two quad gates and a median or four quad gates. These improvements make them
eligible to be designated as "Quiet Zones” to mitigate noise impacts. During final design, CTDOT will continue to
work with the communities to implement “Quiet Zones”.
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CITY OF MERIDEN
DEPARTMENT CF PUBLIC WORKS
ROBERT ]. BASS, P.Z., DIRECTOR

142 EAST MAIN STREET, ROOM 19
MERIDEN, CT. 06450-5667

(203} 630-4018 FAX (203) 630-4025

June 18,2012

Mr. John Bernick

Connecticut Department of Transporiation
2800 Berlin Turnpike

P.O. Box 317546

Newington, CT. 06131-7546

RE: New Iaven — Hartford ~ Springfield High Speed Rail
Meriden and Berlin Grade Crossing Improvements

Dear Mr. Bemick:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Environmental Assessment/Impact Evaluation and Concept
Drawings. The following ar¢ our comments:

Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation

Page ES-1
What are the maximum allowable speeds throughout the corridor? Where are the speed restrictions located?

The appendices show the maximum attainable speeds on cach segment, but not the posted or allowable speed.

Page E8-6 :
The Meriden Station preferred alternate differs with respect lo the placement of the pedestrian bridge structure

from the plan submitted as part of the Grading and Drainage plans dated March 23, 2012.

Page ES-18
Traffic impacts should list the Meriden grade crossings at Dast Main Street and at Britannia Street,

Page 15
The annual and daily intercity boardings in Meriden are third highest in the line. Is there supporting
documendation for this data?

Page 22
The Inventory of Undergrade Bridge Improvements in Project indicates planned work for the Gypsy Lane,

South Colony Sireet, and Harbor Brook crossings in Meriden. Could additional information on this work be
provided (scope, timeframe)?

Page 51
The Wayside Train Noise Impacts indicates two, Category 2, moderate impact receptors of noise. Is the

recommended course of action for this noise insulation?

B-18



Page 178
The grade crossing of Britannia Street inhibits higher train speeds due to excessive delays at the intersection.

Has any evaluation been done to the train time savings and resultant cost savings associated with separating the
crossing? )

Concept Drawings and Environmental Resource Graphs
Page 9 - Is retail incorporated into Parking Garage (similar to Lot E in New Haven).

Concept Design Review
What is the capacity of the Kiss and Ride at the Meriden Station? Striping and/or hardscape needed to delincate

public transportation from Kiss and Ride. Up and Over pedestrian bridge is attached to parking garage. Other
design concepts show this south of the Intermodal Center.

Community Facilities Map - Meriden
Hub should be shown as a Recreation site.

If you have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please do not hesitale to contact me direetly.

Very t OUTS,

Howard J. Weissberg, P.E., PT
Associate City Engineer

Hiw/mb

ce: Robert J. Bass, P.E., Director of Public Works
Paui A. Kopek, Assistant City Engineer
Brian Ennis, P.E., Associate City Engincer
Project File - New Haven — Hartford — Springfietd High Speed Rail — Correspondence 2012

File
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Response to the City of Meriden’s Comments, June 18, 2012

Response to Comment Regarding Page ES-1

Train speeds are a function of many factors including distance between stops, frequency of at-grade crossings
and track alignment. Therefore, they vary along the length of the corridor. The proposed train speeds along the
corridor are shown in Appendix D of the reference document "Service Development Plan". Section 8.0 of the EA
provides instructions for reviewing reference documents.

Response to Comment Regarding Page ES-6
The station concepts included in the EA are intended to show an overall concept to determine feasibility,

general proportions, and land use. Throughout the preparation of the EA, CTDOT has engaged all of the
communities to develop the proposed project in a manner that is consistent with their development plans.
CTDOT recognizes the importance of Transit Oriented Development as a way to maximize the economic
development of the region and supports TOD efforts that are compatible with the project.

As the project enters final design for the phases that are funded, CTDOT will continue to engage the
communities so that the NHHS Rail improvements are consistent with community plans.

Response to Comment Regarding Page ES-18

Section 4.4.10 of the EA details the anticipated impacts that increased train service would have on traffic
operations at existing at-grade crossings and improvements that will be implemented to mitigate these impacts.
Page 164 contains statement "Intersections adjacent to the Meriden Station will not deteriorate in LOS (level of
service of traffic operations) due to grade crossings compared to the no-build conditions and there are no
adverse impacts. The intersections studied in Meriden are included in Table 4-29 (Page 160). Technical Report
“7. Traffic Operations Analysis” referenced in Section 8.0 of the EA studied grade crossings near the station and
included East Main Street and Britannia Street. It was determined that the increased train frequency would not
cause a reduction in LOS. A copy of that technical report can be obtained through CTDOT.

Response to Comment Regarding Page 15

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Pages 165 and 166) discusses that the travel demand models completed by CTDOT and
Amtrak were used to determine the modal split (riders getting out of their autos and boarding the train).
Specific parking capacity requirements, based on those models, are included in Table 4-30. The basis of the
modal splits and parking capacity requirements is a reference document (Data Collection/Ridership Analysis)
which can be made available as described in Section 8.0 of the EA. The final layout of the station, pedestrian
access, bus stalls, auto access, and parking layout will be determined during final design.

Response to Comment Regarding Page 22
CTDOT will work with the City of Meriden as the final design of the structure improvements develops. The
following structures in Meriden are included in Phase 2 of the project which is intended to be complete by 2016:

e MP16.78 28’ deck girder over Gypsy Lane Rehab/Repair
e MP 16.84 18” corrugated metal pipe with brick arch  Rehab/Repair
e MP17.00 3’ x 4’ brick arch Rehab/Repair
e MP21.12 Overhead bridge abutment Remove

Response to Comment Regarding Page 51

Section 4.2.2 of the EA (Pages 52 and 53) indicates that noise mitigation must be considered for severe noise
impacts. Impacts in the moderate range may require consideration if it is determined to be feasible and
appropriate. CTDOT is committed to evaluating each receptor on a case-by-case basis during final design to
ascertain the need for mitigation. Noise insulation is a potential mitigation if mitigation is necessary.
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Response to Comment Regarding Page 178

Delays at grade crossings have been identified when the intersection is near a station and the train stopping at
the station causes the gate to close the roadway. Britannia Street grade crossing was studied and is not affected
by the train stopping at the Meriden station. The increased train speed does not cause intersection delays;
converting the grade crossing to quad gates as indicated in Table 4-34 meets safety requirements due to the
higher speed of the train. CTDOT has not prepared a cost study for grade separating Britannia Street; studies at
other locations in the corridor have demonstrated that they are not feasible.

Response to Comment Regarding Concept Drawing Page 9 and Concept Design Review
The station concepts included in the EA are intended to show an overall concept to determine feasibility,

general proportions, and land use. Table 4-30 of the EA (Page 166) indicates that 11 spaces are intended for Kiss
and Ride. These are generally identified by pavement marking or signage. Throughout the preparation of the
EA, CTDOT has engaged all of the communities to develop the proposed project in a manner that is consistent
with their development plans. CTDOT recognizes the importance of Transit Oriented Development as a way to
maximize the economic development of the region and supports TOD efforts that are compatible with the
project. As the project enters final design for the phases that are funded, CTDOT will continue to engage the
communities so that the NHHS Rail improvements are consistent with community plans.

Response to Comment Regarding Community Facilities Map

CTDOT is aware of the City’s intention to develop the Hub into a TOD and recreational area. As such the concept
plans for the station do not use any of that property. The City’s current zoning maps identify the Hub area as
zoned C-1 “Central Commercial”.
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NEW HAVEN CITY PLAN DEPARTMENT

165 CHURCH STREET, NEW HAVEN, CT 06510
L (203) 946-63738 FAX (203) 946-7815

June 21, 2012

Mr. Mark Alexander

Transportation Assistant Planning Director,
P.O. Box 317546,

Newington, CT 06131-7546

Mr. Alexander:
(Subject: Regarding New Haven- Hartford- Springfield High Speed Inter-City Rail Program)

The City of New Haven Planning Department was pleased to have the opportunity to comment on the
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the New Haven- Hartford- Springfield (NHHS) High Speed Intet-
City Rail Program. Susmitha Attota, Assistant Director of Comprehensive Planning, testified at that
hearing, on behalf of the city. [ am writing to reiterate that testimony.

We strongly support this Program as it proposes to significantly increase the speed and frequency of
passenger service along NHHS rail cotridor and consequently enhance economic growth along existing
and proposed station locations. However, we are extremely disappointed to know that the proposed
station improvements at the New Haven State Street station are not included in Phases 1 and 2, which are
currently funded and scheduled for completion by 2016.

State Street station, as you know, is the penultimate stop for Shoreline Fast trains, which experienced a
significant increase in ridership (by nearly 107%) since the station opening in 2002. New Haven’s Union
Station also experienced a significant increase in ridership (195%) from FY 1999 to FY 2011 and remains
the 10" busiest station in the national Amerak system. Rail ridership along Metro North New Haven rail
line is very high with a weekday inbound ridership of 3,700 people and weekend inbound ridership of
8,400 people as of 2011. New Haven also expetienced an overall increase in population by 5% over the
past decade and continues to have the highest shate of population (22.8%) and density in the South
Central Connecticut region. This cleatly indicates that we have a very strong potential ridership base for
the proposed rail service in New Haven. In addition, a high concentration of low-income residents in the
region also live in New Haven and can avail themselves this service to connect to their employment
destinations in the inner ring suburbs.

Even though the proposed high speed rail service would stop at Union Station once Phases 1 and 2 are
complete, many of the potential riders of the line will not have the opportunity to utilize the pivotal
connection at State Street station. This is needed to cnhance connectivity to other transit and
transportation modes in the area and further the City’s goal of enhancing economic growth oppottunities
and diverting automobile trips to rail and other modes of transportation in the area. The location of the
State Street station cuts travel time to destinations in the northern portion of central New Haven and
encourages walking to these locations.
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The EA states that currently “traffic congestion occurs mostly on Interstate 91 located primarily near
New Haven and Hartford and businesses in this area are at a competitive disadvantage due to higher
wages needed to attract employees and lower productivity resulting from employee commute travel time
and the cost of required business delivery services.” It should be noted that some of our major employers
such as Yale University, Knights of Columbus, Saint Raphael Hospital, and majority of our
commetcial/retail businesses are located in Downtown closer to State Street station and therefote the
proposed rail’s stop location at this station is critical due to its visibility and direct access from
Downtown. This would also fulfill one of the objectives of the proposed rail service to connect the
“knowledge cortidor” from New Haven to Springfield.

Another primary purpose of this project is “to provide beneficial economic stimulus at existing and
proposed station locations” as stated in the EA. New Haven is currenty undergoing a major
transformation due to several development projects planned or proposed such as the de-construction of
the Route 34 corridor (Downtown Crossing project), Union Station Transit Oriented Development,
Church Street Affordable Housing Project, West Rock/Brookside Housing redevelopment, Farmington
Canal Greenway Trail Phase IV design and construction, and Long Wharf Boat House project. Most of
these projects will be located in Downtown or closer to Downtown. Certainly, these developments could
cause congestion on the regional and city-wide road network if alternative options to automobile trips are
not proposed.

‘Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

City Plan Department
165 Church Street
New Haven, CT - 06510
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Response to the City of New Haven’s Comments, June 21, 2012

As indicated in Table 1-1 and in Sec. 1.3 (on page 10) of the EA, the available funding for the project cannot be
used for the construction of regional rail stations; CTDOT must therefore apply for future funding from the FTA
for improvements to New Haven's State Street Station.
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TOWN OF NEWINGTON

131 Cedar Street Newington, Connecticut (6111

John Salomone Town Plan and Zoning Commission Craig Minor, AICP
Town Manager ) ) Town Planner

June 11, 2012

Mr. Mark W. Alexander

Transportation Assistant Planning Director
P.O. Box 317546

Newington, CT 06131-7546

Dear Mr. Alexander:
Re:  Bridge and Cuivert Repairs on the New Haven—Iartford—Springfield Line

1 am writing you regarding a long-standing stormwater flooding problem at Stamm Road in
Newington. Apparenily this problem will be addressed as part of the NHHS High Speed
Intercity Passenger Rail Project, but T would appreciate it if you could confirm this.

According to Appendix 3 (“List of Bridges and Culverts”) to the May 2012 Environmental
Assessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation (excerpt attached), the bridge at MP 28.63 is
described as being in “poor condition™ and is slated for replacement. The associated comument is:
“Due to documented flooding at this location, existing culvert will be replace with proposed
bridge (5" x 11’ box)”. Can you confirm this for us? And if so, are detailed drawings and the
drainage analysis of the proposed replacement bridge available for our review?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Craig Mihor, AICP
Town Planner

cC:
Town Manager
Town Engineer
file

Phore: (860) 665-8575 Fax: (860) 665-8577
' planning@newingtonct. gov
www.newingtenct.gov
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Response to the Town of Newington’s Comments, June 11, 2012

Section 3.3 of the EA Table 3-2 (Page 23) indicates that the structure at MP 28.63 over Webster Brook is being
replaced. This work is included in Phase 1 which is covered under a Categorical Exclusion and the FRA funding is
obligated. That work is included in the EA document to satisfy the State of Connecticut Environmental Impact
Evaluation requirements.
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Tirst in Connecticur. First Tor its citizens.

June 22, 2012

Mr. Mark W. Alexander
Transportatin Assistant Planming
Director, CT DOT

P.O. Box 06131-7546

2800 Berlin Turnpike
Newington, CT 06131-7546

Dear Mr. Alexander:

I am pleased to have the epportunity to provide comments on the New Haven — Hartford
— Springfield Line Intercity Passenger Rail Project Environmental Assessment and
Environmental Impact Evaluation. (EA/EIE) Overall I am excited about the prospective
benefits of this significant investment to both the region and Windsor Center. .«

Based on my reading of the EA/EIE one of the potential impacts to the Windsor
community relates to noise created by the increased number of trains when combined
with seven grade crossings along the line. We support the conceptual safety
improvements as suggested (except for closing Wilson Ave crossing) in the EA/EIE lo
mitigate this petential impact to over 725 category 2 receptors. The safety improvements
as outlined will allow the town o apply 1o the federal govemment for what is referred to..

s “Quiet Zone Designation™. Town staif. looks forward 1o Worklng closely with the
DOT as further designs for each crossing are developed. '

See response

The report recommends the Wilson Ave grade crossing (MP 39 85) be closed. |

to Comment | respectively ask the department to review: this recommended action. This crossing is (R P
4.4.13-1 already outfitted with safety gates and prowdes access to-State of CT owned passive open
space and a recently completed segment of the regional multi-use trail systent. Iwould o
like to have further conversations with your office concerm_ng this rccommendauon :
I also would like to note our support for continued mamtenance and Iehablhtallon of the. .~
rail bridge over Route 159, The report also states there arc not plans to replace the :
See existing overpass al Batchleder Road. I would like the department to be cognizant of the
response to| fact that Batchelder Road, which is a prime connector road to the upgraded platform and - -
Comment parking area, is rather narrow under the rail bridge. - This condition provides for no safe -
3 3.1 refuge / pathway for pedestriaus or bikers, With the potential for increased traffic inand - |
out of the upgraded platform arca'1 ask that the department consider ways to help e

improve safety along Batchelder Road.

Gi\data\Town Mgr Oflﬂce\Transponaﬁon\é-Zﬁ_-li PP8 comments to DOT on Rail EA-EIS dec
275 Broad Sucer ® Windsor, Connecacut 06095 @ www. townofwindsorct.com
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See response to
comment 4.4.7-1

Also, there appears to be no significant alterations planned to the historic stone bridge
over the Farmington River. The town strongly supports efforts to preserve the historic
integrity of this very important structure that adds so much to the character of the
community.

See response
to Comment
4.4.6-1

The report also notes in Section 4, page 109, the need to be aware of the visual impacts of
the planned parking structure and rail station along Mechanic Street. [ believe hy
working closely with the various stakeholders and the community during the entire
design process an appropriate design can be achieved. 1t is my hope that the rail station
with high level platforms and pedestrian “up and over” can be built in the early phases of
the project to facilitate more convenience for commuters as well as redevelopment
opportunities to the east of the rail line.

In closing, I thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please include these
comments as part of the record of submitted comments on the EA/EIE.

I look forward te working closely with you and the department on furthering the
reinvestment in the New Haven — Hartford — Springfield Line. Please do not hesitate to
contact me at 860-285-1800 or at souzat@townofwindsorct.com.

Sincerely,

Peter Souza 3

Town Manager

cc: Jennifer Carrier, Director of Transportation CRCOG
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Response to the Town of Windsor’s Comments, June 22, 2012

Response to Comment 3.3-1

Section 3.3 of the EA Table 3-2 (Page 24) indicates that the bridge over Batchelder Rd is in satisfactory condition.
As such it will not be upgraded under this project. It will be maintained in an ongoing state of good repair by
Amtrak.

Response to Comment 4.4.6-1

Visual Resources and Quality is an environmental resource included in Section 4.4.6 that the project intends to
maintain. There will be public meetings during design phase at which time decisions regarding the architectural
appearance and final site layout will be made. As indicated in Section 1.3 of the EA (Page 9) the Windsor Station
is included in Phase 3B and funding has not been awarded. The schedule for this work will depend on funding
being awarded.

Response to Comment 4.4.7-1

Section 4.4.7 of the EA Table 4-20 (Page 130) indicates that the Farmington River Bridge in Windsor contributes
to the historic New Haven-Springfield Rail Line. Therefore, modifications to the structure must follow the
process included in the Programmatic Agreement (PA) as described on Page 147.

Response to Comment 4.4.13-1

Section 4.4.13 of the EA Table 4-34 (Page 178) indicates that the Wilson Avenue grade crossing is to be closed.
The Town is encouraged to work with CTDOT as the project continues to identify and implement alternative
access to the open space and trail.
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Joun P. THOMFSON, WE.
TUYM ENGEMEZR

BoBERT V. BarTramaiTis, P.E.
ASSISTAMT TOWH ENGINEER

gp : % J % ”22 7" DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING
(44744 (44 » TOWN HALL
45 SOUTH MAIN STREET

ROOM #2043
WALLINGFORD, CONNECTICUT oBas2

TELEFHONE {203} 294-2033

FAX (203) 284-4012

June 13, 2012

Mr. John E. Bernick, PE

Project Manager

NH/H/S Rail Project

State of Connecticut

Department of Transportation

2800 Berlin Turnpike - P.O. Box 317546
Newington, CT 06131-7546

RE:- Town of Wallingford -
New Haven/Hartford/Springfield Rail Commuter Pro_;ect
New Wallingford Railroad Station

Dear Mr. Bernick:

Please be advised that the Wallingford Town Council; at their June 12, 2012 meeting; endorsed the
Working Group’s recommendation supporting the Cerrito (North Colony Road)/Parker Street Site as the
preferred location for the new Wallingford rzailroad station.

Thank you for the opportunity of working with you in the evaluation candidate sites and in the selection
of the preferred site. :

If you have any questions or if you want to discuss further, please feel free to give me a call at any time.

Very truly yours,
Town of Wallingford

JthP. Thompson, PE

Towh Engineer

CC: Mayor William W. Dickinson, Jr.
Wallingford Town Council
Railroad Station Working Group: Chief Struble, Chief Dortenzio, George Adair, Kacie Costello,
Don Roe

C:\My Documents\john\061312 John Bernick DOT new railroad station.doc
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Regional

Plan

Association
NY « NJ « CT

TESTIMONY OF

AMANDA KENNEDY
ASSOCIATE PLANNER, CONNECTICUT OFFICE
REGIONAL PLAN ASSOCIATION

ON BEHALF OF
REGIONAL PLAN ASSOCIATION

REGARDING
THE NEW HAVEN - HARTFORD - SPRINGFIELD HIGH-SPEED INTERCITY RAIL PROGRAM

BEFORE THE
CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

June 14, 2012
North Haven High School, 221 Elm Street
Public Hearing on the Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation for the New Haven - Hartford
- Springfield High-Speed Intercity Rail Program

B-31



Good evening. It’s a pleasure to appear before you tonight. I'm here speaking on behalf of Regional Plan
Association, a 90-year-old independent urban research and advocacy group that is dedicated to planning for the
growth and development of the New York- New Jersey-Connecticut metropolitan region. We understand the
influence that quality transit services can have in shaping a region. I’'m here to share RPA’s strong support for
the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Rail Corridor Improvement Program, which will create faster, more
frequent, and more connections between important job centers in Connecticut’s Knowledge Corridor and
Coastal regions, but to emphasize that the rail project must be in conjunction with improvements to local
transit, incorporating a branding and marketing campaign, and supporting land use planning to maximize the

benefits of the rail system.

RPA has long supported improvements to the transportation network and worked to promote greater transit-

oriented development in Connecticut, including projects such as the New Britain-Hartford Busway, which finally
broke ground last month. The rail and Busway will complement one another in expanding the transit network in
central Connecticut, with connections at both Newington Junction and Hartford enabling quick local transit trips

to and from longer commutes by rail.

A year ago, RPA convened 90 business and community leaders, city and regional planners, and government
officials for two workshops in Hartford and Rocky Hill to identify opportunities for achieving greater economic
growth in the region in conjunction with the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Rail investment and to determine
the strategies necessary to achieve a complementary, regional vision. In preparation we analyzed the likelihood
of the region’s economy to respond and benefit from rail connectivity. The New Haven-Hartford-Springfield
Knowledge Corridor includes at least 75 colleges and universities within ten miles of the corridor, including
Central Connecticut State, Southern Connecticut State, Yale University, and Quinnipiac University. The region’s
employment base also specializes in several knowledge-sector and related industries, such as aerospace,
medical device, and precision manufacturing, renewable energy, and educational services. Research has shown
that schools and knowledge industries thrive in areas that have fast, frequent, and reliable transportation
connections, which enable face-to-face interactions, so scholars can easily collaborate on research and

innovation.

At last year’s first workshop, we convened planners and economic development professionals to hear from

experts from Maine’s Downeaster and California’s Capitol Corridor, where communities have embraced rail
service as the cornerstone of their economic development strategies. Workshop participants discussed how
lessons from these case studies and others could be applied to the Knowledge Corridor and engaged in an

exercise to develop strategies specifically for this region. These strategies were then presented to an audience
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of business stakeholders at a second workshop, which provided additional feedback and suggestions for next

steps. A final report was prepared that outlined the recommendations coming out of this workshop.

The following are a few of the key recommended strategies that were formulated at the workshop:

Rail service must be accessible to communities. To promote access, improve intermodal connectivity at
stations by integrating bus, shuttle, bike, and pedestrian infrastructure, as well as developing housing and jobs
within walking distance to reduce the need for auto trips.

See Response to Comment 4.4.10-1

Cultivate a diverse and loyal ridership with branding and marketing strategies that highlight the region’s
natural beauty, history, and culture to help generate ridership and foster a sense of local ownership. Dining cars
on Maine trains serve lobster rolls in summer and clam chowder in the winter. Multiple ridership sectors fill

empty return train cars, making the rail more financially feasible and supporting higher frequencies.

Integrate state and local economic development and planning strategies to create a single, corridor-wide
economic development plan that attracts and retains businesses and talented employees, and maximizes

growth in the region.

Develop and allow innovative financing mechanisms, such as value capture, for the communities that would
like to use them in order to help fund ongoing capital improvements and local development projects that

improve station areas, promote transit-oriented development and pedestrian conditions.

Initiate a statewide transit village program that provides funding and technical assistance to communities that
want to promote infill development in their downtown areas and build walkable, mixed-use, commuter-oriented
housing around their rail stations. RPA has worked with communities in Connecticut and throughout the region
to develop visions for their communities and put in place zoning and design guidelines that implement those

visions.

Adopt a corridor-wide overlay district that creates new design standards, but leaves local zoning codes intact in

order to encourage transit-supportive development around rail stations that is sensitive to each community.

Explore forming a single purpose entity — such as a Knowledge Corridor Rail Authority — to coordinate the
multiple functions and agencies involved in the project. It would provide better interagency and state-local
coordination, and ensure that rail operations solutions are developed in a manner that is also supportive of state
and local development goals. The new entity should work with a coordinating council of municipalities on the

corridor to improve stations and station access.
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See Response to Comment 4.4.15-1

Case studies from around the world have shown that improved passenger rail service can bring schools,
businesses, and people closer together and expand access to markets, but only if a mix of complementary
strategies, like the ones | just listed, are in place. RPA believes that if these approaches are followed, the New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield Rail Program will generate economic benefits for the region that extend far beyond

the station areas.

We hope that the project can proceed as scheduled, and that the Department will work with partner agencies to

implement these recommendations.

A copy of our workshop report, Dependable Rail in 2016: What Will It Mean for the Knowledge Corridor? is

attached to this testimony.

A copy of the workshop report is included in Part 5 of this Appendix B.
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Response to Comment 4.4.10-1

Thank you for your comment in support of the project. Discussion of the existing and proposed train stations
that will experience increased passenger rail service under this project is provided in Sec. 4.4.1 of the EA.
Discussion on transit, parking and pedestrian access to existing and proposed train stations is provided in Sec.
4.4.10 of the EA.

Response to Comment 4.4.15-1

Section 4.4.15 of the EA, “Secondary and Cumulative Impacts”, discusses the beneficial cumulative impacts relative
to potential new local development or redevelopment adjacent to or in the proximity of new or improved train
stations; the State of Connecticut is encouraging and assisting towns and cities along the corridor to consider and
incentivize transit-oriented development (TOD) near the train stations to optimize the benefits of transit, improve
the local economy and provide jobs — the table “Summary of Economic Environment and Potential Development” in
Appendix 5 of the EA provides information on planned or potential TOD for each of the stations in the corridor.

CTDOT welcomes initiatives from stakeholders that leverage the transportation investment to make the overall
region more vibrant and productive. During the design process CTDOT will continue to work with communities to
integrate their needs into the constructed facility as well as the operating plan of the service.
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Response to Greater Hartford Transit District Comments, June 21, 2012

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Pages 153, 165, and 166) discusses that the existing parking in the area of the stations
is not adequate to support the projected ridership for 2030. The travel demand models completed by CTDOT
and Amtrak were used to determine the modal split (riders getting out of their autos and boarding the train).
Specific parking capacity requirements, based on those models, are included in Table 4-30. The basis of the
modal splits and parking capacity requirements is a reference document (Data Collection/Ridership Analysis)
which can be made available as described in Section 8.0 of the EA. This reference document not only provides
the modal split between autos but also indicated the number of riders per day that will change modes from bus
and walking to train at each station. The basis for the number of bus bays required for each station is included
in a reference document (Transportation/Transit) which can be made available as described in Section 8.0 of the
EA. This reference document identifies all of the recommended bus routes for servicing the train stations as
well as recommended scheduling/frequency changes in order to provide an integrated transit service. Except for
New Haven, Hartford, and Springfield the final layout of the station, pedestrian access, bus stalls, auto access,
and parking layout will be determined during final design. As noted in Table 4-30, parking for Hartford would
not be constructed as part of this project but will be addressed and advanced by the local parking authority to
be compatible with the downtown development plans which would include the initiative to revise | 84 and the
existing track alignment in the station area.
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Response to Peter Pan Lines, Inc. Comments, June 22, 2012

Response to Comment 2.0-1
Alternative Analysis

The Alternative Analysis of the EA considered alternatives meeting the Purpose and Need of the proposed
project.

Section 2.0 of the EA (Page 12) identifies the Purpose of the project to “...increase the frequency and speed of
passenger service along the NHHS rail corridor and to address the current and future transportation needs of
Connecticut, Central Massachusetts, Boston, and Vermont. By improving the existing rail infrastructure and
passenger rail service between New Haven, Connecticut, and Springfield, Massachusetts, this project will allow
partnering states of Vermont and Massachusetts to realize the benefits of the infrastructure improvements
already funded or planned in those states under FRA’s HSIPR Program, including expanded Vermonter Service
extending as far north as Montreal, Canada and inland service between Springfield and Boston.”

Section 2.0 of the EA (Pages 12 and 13) identifies the Need of the project which recognizes the increase in
intercity travel, demographic growth, and capacity constraints on the study area’s highways. “..the state
remains dependent on trucking for 98 percent of its freight needs, congestion problems are anticipated to
increase and negatively impact the economic competitiveness of the region.”

The Need of the project also recognizes the “...region’s lack of integrated transit service. Though investment has
been made in the service that is available, the lack of trip frequency, boarding locations and interconnectedness
of services provided ensure the automobile remains the mode of choice when commuting to and from work and
for basic needs, as well as for intercity travel.”

With respect to the Alternative Analysis of the EA, private bus service was not considered an alternative because
it would not address the following:

1. Meet the project’s purpose to “allow partnering states of Vermont and Massachusetts to realize the
benefits of the infrastructure improvements already funded or planned in those states under FRA’s HSIPR
Program”.

2. Meet the project’s need to reduce traffic on the highways; insofar as bus service would use the existing
highway system it would be subject to highway congestion and delay.

3. Meet the project’s need to provide integrated transit service and provide an alternative to automobile
usage; private bus service is limited in the study area as follows:

a. Private Bus Service in the Study Area
i. Central Business Districts (CBD’s) of Springfield, Hartford, and New Haven are connected
with intercity bus service operated by Greyhound/Peter Pan using I-91.
ii. Springfield has connecting service operated by Peter Pan with a route to Greenfield via
North Hampton.
iii. Hartford has connecting service operated by DATTCO with routes to Bristol, Old
Saybrook, and Cheshire-Southington.
b. Railroad Stations in the Study Area not Serviced by Private Bus Service
i. Wallingford, CT
ii. Meriden, CT
iii. Berlin, CT
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iv. Windsor, CT
v. Windsor Locks, CT
vi. Brattleboro, VT
vii. Bellows Falls, VT
viii. White River Junction, VT
ix. St. Albans, VT

Response to Comment 4.4.10-1

Impact on Other Transit Service Providers

Other transit service providers do not offer, as indicated above, one seat service to many of the locations
included in the proposed project. Transit service providers do, however, offer service from locations in the
study area to destinations outside of the study area. Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Page 165) indicates that all
stations will provide transit stalls so that bus service can continue to be integrated with train service; perhaps
even more robustly than currently offered.

Response to Comment 4.5-1

Cost of Operation

Section 4.5 of the EA, Table 4-36 identifies the Annualized cost for incremental rail operation and maintenance.
The Service Development Plan, a reference document available from CTDOT (refer to Section 8.0 of the EA), and
Appendix 7 of the EA provide the values of Table 4-36.
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Response to SK Realty Comments June 22, 2012

The Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT) appreciates your concerns relative to the proposed rail
station in West Hartford.

This site is one of the four new regional stations being planned. It should be noted that currently there is no
funding in place to move forward with this station or any of the new station locations. The project is being
funded by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) through the American Recoveries and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) as High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail Service from New Haven to Springfield. Because the station at
Flatbush Avenue is considered a regional station (it would increase the benefits of improved rail service by also
accommodating commuter service) it is not eligible for FRA funding. CTDOT intends to apply for future Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) funding to construct the four new regional stations at North Haven, Newington,
West Hartford, and Enfield, as well as, provide an additional platform at the State Street station in New Haven.

No Rights-of-Way action for the West Hartford station is pending at this time. The applicable law and
mitigation of impacts related to any property acquisitions associated with the project is as follow:

Section 4.4.3 of the EA (Pages 96 and 98) states that:

¢ Applicable Law: CTDOT is required to comply with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policy Act of 1970 and provide monetary and other relocation assistance to displaced
property owners whose properties are acquired for the implementation of federally funded projects.

¢ Mitigation: In order to mitigate the acquisition of properties for station construction, affected property
owners will be afforded relocation assistance through the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policy Act of 1970. CTDOT is authorized and required to provide monetary and other
relocation assistance to displaced property owners whose properties would be acquired for implementation of
the proposed federally funded project.

Section 5.2 of the EA (Pages 201 and 202) identifies meetings held with West Hartford local officials on
4/29/2011 and 7/27/2011 to review the proposed project including the site selection process for proposed new
train stations as well as parking layout.

CTDOT acknowledges that additional coordination is required with the town of West Hartford in order to select
the preferred alternative site for the West Hartford station.
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Response to Tri-state Transportation Campaign Comments June 22, 2012

Response to Comment 4.4.10-1

Section 4.4.10 indicates that all improvements to the station sites will provide for safe and ADA accessible routes
from the public space to the boarding platforms including bicycle storage. While improvements off of the
project sites on existing streets and sidewalks could enhance the overall ease of accessing the station by bicycle
or walking it is unfortunately outside of the scope of the project.

Response to Comment 4.4.10-2

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Pages 153, 165, and 166) discusses that the existing parking in the area of the stations
is not adequate to support the projected ridership for 2030. The travel demand models completed by CTDOT
and Amtrak were used to determine the modal split (riders getting out of their autos and boarding the train).
Specific parking capacity requirements, based on those models, are included in Table 4-30. The basis of the
modal splits and parking capacity requirements is a reference document (Data Collection/Ridership Analysis)
which can be made available as described in Section 8.0 of the EA. Except for New Haven, Hartford, and
Springfield the final layout of the station, pedestrian access, bus stalls, auto access, and parking layout will be
determined during final design. As noted in Table 4-30, parking for New Haven, Hartford, and Springfield would
not be constructed as part of this project but will be addressed and advanced by the local parking authorities to
be compatible with their downtown development plans.

Visual Resources and Quality is an environmental resource included in Section 4.4.6 that the project intends to
maintain. There will be public meetings during design phase at which time decisions regarding the architectural
appearance and final site layout will be made.

Response to Comment 4.4.15-1
Section 4.4.15 of the EA, “Secondary and Cumulative Impacts”, discusses the beneficial cumulative impacts relative

to potential new local development or redevelopment adjacent to or in the proximity of new or improved train
stations; the State of Connecticut is encouraging and assisting towns and cities along the corridor to consider and
incentivize transit-oriented development (TOD) near the train stations to optimize the benefits of transit, improve
the local economy and provide jobs — the table “Summary of Economic Environment and Potential Development” in
Appendix 5 of the EA provides information on planned or potential TOD for each of the stations in the corridor.

CTDOT welcomes initiatives from stakeholders that leverage the transportation investment to make the overall
region more vibrant and productive. During the design process CTDOT will continue to work with communities to
integrate their needs into the constructed facility as well as the operating plan of the service.
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Response to Connecticut League of Conservation Voters (undated)

Response to Comment 3.3-1

Section 3.3 indicates the improvements to bridges and culverts. All structures over waterways are designed to
provide adequate hydraulic capacity for storm water flow without impacting upstream or downstream waters.
Impacts to wetlands will be mitigated in accordance with DEEP requirements.

Response to Comment 4.2.4-1

Thank you for your support of the project. Be assured that during final design CTDOT will coordinate with DEEP
to implement LID and other innovative techniques to reduce storm water runoff and mitigate water quality
impacts. As indicated in Volume II, final design will follow Connecticut Stormwater Quality Manual which would
include applicable appendices.

Response to Comment 4.4.6-1

Visual Resources and Quality is an environmental resource included in Section 4.4.6 that the project intends to
maintain. There will be public meetings during design phase at which time decisions regarding landscaping will
be made.

Response to Comment 4.4.11-1
To the degree practical at the EA level of analysis, Section 4.4.11 of the EA indicates that the project will have a

positive impact on energy requirements due to a reduction in personal automobile and reduced fossil fuel
consumption. During final design CTDOT will continue to select materials and design details that promote
sustainability while providing quality facilities for extended life at a reasonable cost. Section 4.4.17 of the EA
also discusses the irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resources in the constructed facility to be
reasonably certain, at this level of study, that the long term sustainability and transportation energy savings
justify the initial resources.
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Response to Connecticut Fund for the Environment June 22, 2012

Thank you for your support of the project. Be assured that during final design CTDOT will coordinate with DEEP
to implement LID and other innovative techniques to reduce storm water runoff and mitigate water quality
impacts. As indicated in Volume ll, final design will follow Connecticut Stormwater Quality Manual which would
include applicable appendices.

Regarding construction related activities note that Section 4.4.16 of the EA provides a substantial list of
requirements so that CTDOT can mitigate impacts to environmental resources during construction.
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ROBERT FROMER
EJD, MSEE, P.C,, P.E,, R.E.P.

P. O. Box 71, Windsor, Connecticut 06095-2205
E-mail; saintrobert@comcast.net

June 21, 2012

SENT AS AN E-MAIL ATTACHMENT TO: Mark.W.Alexander@ct.gov

Mr. Mark W. Alexander

Transportation Assistant Planning Director
2800 Berlin Turnpike

Newington, CT 06131-7546

Re: Comments on the Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact
Evaluation (EA/EIE) for the New Haven-Hartford- Springfield Rail Program
(NHHS)

Dear Mr. Alexander:

l. Project Description®: The proposed rail service enhancement in the NHHS rail corridor
would provide for up to 25 daily round-trip trains (up to 50 one-way trips per day) by 2030. The
proposed service plan would provide one-seat or cross-platform transfers on service from
Washington, D.C., and New York to Springfield, Boston and the Knowledge Corridor, as well as
bi-directional, 30-minute peak-hour service and hourly midday service in the NHHS rail corridor.
Related operational improvements include an increase in the capacity of the line to
accommodate additional trains, an increase in the maximum train speed to 110 miles per hour
(mph), service to future new regional train stations in North Haven, Newington, West Hartford,
and Enfield (to be constructed with Federal Transit Administration (“FTA”) funding), and reduced
scheduled travel times. These operational improvements, in turn, require rail infrastructure
improvements. Therefore, Connecticut has proposed the NHHS Rail Program, a program of
capital projects to support enhanced passenger rail service in the NHHS rail corridor. The
proposed project’s infrastructure improvements in the NHHS rail corridor consist of:

restoration of sections of track;

construction of new passing sidings;

construction of a layover and light maintenance facility;

at-grade crossing upgrades;

facility-specific bridge and culvert rehabilitations, replacements and removals;
installation of new crossovers and signal upgrades;

improvement or relocation of existing passenger rail platforms for Amtrak intercity
service, as well as additional station parking and improved station access;

e improvements to platforms, track configuration and sidings in the Springfield Terminal
area; and construction of future FTA-funded new regional rail stations in North Haven,
Newington, West Hartford, and Enfield.

! The project description appears in the June 5, 2012 edition of the Environmental Monitor.
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APPLICABLE LAW
Section 22a-1b(c) of the Connecticut General Statutes (“G.S.”) requires that:

Each state department, institution or agency responsible for the primary
recommendation or initiation of actions which may significantly affect the
environment shall in the case of each such proposed action make a detailed
written evaluation of its environmental impact before deciding whether to undertake
or approve such action. All such environmental impact evaluations shall be
detailed statements setting forth the following:

1. [T]lhe environmental consequences of the proposed action, including
cumulative, direct and indirect effects which might result during and subsequent to
the proposed action. Section 22a-1b(c)(2);

2. [T]he effect of the proposed action on the use and conservation of energy
resources. Section 22a-1b(c)(7); and

3. [Tlhe General Assembly declares that it is the policy of the state of
Connecticut to (1) conserve energy resources by avoiding unnecessary and
wasteful consumption; (2) consume energy resources in the most efficient manner
feasible . . . (8) maintain planning and preparedness capabilities necessary to deal
effectively with future energy supply interruptions; and (9) when available energy
alternatives are equivalent, give preference for capacity additions first to
conservation and load management. The state shall seek all possible ways to
implement this policy through public education and cooperative efforts involving the
federal government, regional organizations, municipal governments, other public
and private organizations and concerned individuals, using all practical means and
measures, including financial and technical assistance, in a manner calculated to
promote the general welfare by creating and maintaining conditions under which
energy can be utilized effectively and efficiently. The General Assembly further
declares that it is the continuing responsibility of the state to use all means
consistent with other essential considerations of state policy to improve and
coordinate the plans, functions, programs and resources of the state to attain the
objectives stated herein without harm to the environment, risk to health or safety or
other undesirable or unintended consequences, to preserve wherever possible a
society which supports a diversity and variety of individual choice, to achieve a
balance between population and resource use which will permit the maintenance of
adequate living standards and a sharing of life's amenities among all citizens, and
to enhance the utilization of renewable resources so that the availability of
nonrenewable resources can be extended to future generations. The General
Assembly declares that the energy policy is essential to the preservation and
enhancement of the health, safety and general welfare of the people of the state
and that its implementation therefore constitutes a significant and valid public
purpose for all state actions.
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“[T]he purpose of the [National and Connecticut] Environmental Policy Act[s] is to ensure
systematic consideration of environmental risks at the early stages of planning before the state
commits its resources to the particular use of a site.” Westport v. State, 204 Conn. 212, 220
(1987). "An environmental impact evaluation shall be prepared as close as possible to the time
an agency proposes an action. The evaluation shall be prepared early enough so that it can
practically serve as an important contribution to the decision-making process and shall not be
used to rationalize or justify decisions already made.” Id.

The National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) and the Connecticut Environmental
Policy Act (“CEPA”) “require public agencies to undertake programmatic pursuit of
environmental assessments of their actions so as to "conserve, improve and protect
[Connecticut's] natural resources and environment and to control air, land and water pollution in
order to enhance the health, safety and welfare of the people of the state." (Internal quotation
marks omitted.) 1d. at 221.

“Statements shall be concise, clear, and to the point, and shall be supported by evidence
that the agency has made the necessary environmental analyses.” (Emphasis added.) 40
Code of Federal Regulations 1502.1. “An environmental impact statement is more than a
disclosure document.” Id. “It shall be used by Federal officials in conjunction with other relevant
material to plan actions and make decisions.” 1d.

My comments will show that the content of the EA/EIE jointly prepared by the Federal
Railway Administration (“FRA”) and Connecticut Department of Transportation (“DOT”) is
contrary to the planning purposes embodied in NEPA/CEPA and Westport. Both NEPA and
CEPA require facts in the EA/EIE to form the basis for system design and construction.

M. COMMENTS

The pertinent and appropriate statements in the EA and associated comments are as
follows:

DOT Claim #1: Improved rail service offers a safer, greener and healthier alternative to
highway travel - one that requires 35 percent less energy per passenger-mile and generates
correspondingly lower levels of greenhouse gas emissions. Introduction, Section 1.1,
paragraph 1.

Fromer Comment #1: There is no energy analysis to support the claimed “35 percent
less energy per passenger-mile and generates correspondingly lower levels of greenhouse gas
emissions.” These are unsubstantiated statements taken as true.

DOT Claim #2: The Northeast is projected to be a robust market for Intercity travel
estimated to reach 200 million medium-distance trips (between 100 and 400 miles) across all
major transportation modes - auto, air and rail - by 2025. With expected demographic growth,
and increased capacity constraints on the study area's highways and at major airports, Amtrak's
preliminary estimates are that Intercity passenger rail ridership in the Northeast could double by
2030 to 28 million and quadruple by 2050 to 60 million riders, depending on future network
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configuration options. Moreover, a substantial portion of this growth is expected in small- to
medium-sized markets, as well as those linking outlying areas of the region to the core urban
markets between Boston and Washington, D.C. The current rail infrastructure between
Springfield, Massachusetts, and New Haven, Connecticut, is insufficient to handle the growth
expected in the Northeast market. Purpose and Need, Section 2.0, Need, paragraph 1.

Fromer Comment #2: The statement and the EA/EIE fail to account for the limiting
factors of peak fossil fuels and peak raw materials to support such growth in intercity rail
transportation. Further the statement does not address the error in the claimed growth in
ridership. Nor does the statement provide the percentage of motor vehicle traffic expected to be
diverted from area highways and airports as a function of time. This information is essential to
support the conclusionary statements.

DOT Claim #3: Along with increased congestion along the corridor is a corresponding
reduction in air quality. CTDOT's Greenhouse Gas Emission Analysis, dated March 2, 2009,
based on CTDOT's Travel Demand Model, predicts that greenhouse gas emissions would
increase about 20 percent by 2030. Purpose and Need, Section 2.0, Need, paragraph 3.

Fromer Comment #3: | was unable to find DOT's Greenhouse Gas Emission Analysis,
dated March 2, 2009 and DOT's Travel Demand Model as either a reference or appendices.
These documents should be a part of the EA/EIE.

DOT Claim #4: In section 3.0, DOT evaluated the no build and (preferred) build
alternatives including. The No-Build Alternative represents conditions in the future analysis year
(2030) absent implementation of the proposed project, and serves as the future baseline against
which anticipated effects of the Build Alternative are compared to identify any significant project-
related impacts. The Build Alternative (the proposed project) would provide for enhanced
passenger rail service in the NHHS rail corridor; related rail capacity and train speed
improvements; and rail infrastructure improvements (NHHS Rail Program), which are necessary
to support the service enhancement. Alternatives Evaluation, Section 3.1.

Fromer Comment #4: The FTA and DOT failed to consider the following feasible and
prudent alternative within the scope of the NHHS, which is graphically presented in the
attachment. | suggest the following three (3) alternatives, which the FTA and DOT should
consider:

D Retaining the Elmwood, Newington Junction and Berlin stations on the NHHS,
and during rush hours eliminate those station stops. This would reduce transit
times north and south. Also, CTfastrack (aka Busway) in the Amtrak corridor
should be eliminated while retaining overpasses and new bridges — partial
CTfastrack, and

(2) (a) Creating two parallel, double track rail corridors between Hartford and Berlin.
Currently, a mix of single and double tracks exists between New Haven and
Berlin. Upgrade the current mix to double track. The same applies to the track
system from Hartford to Springfield,
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(b) Dividing, at Berlin, the double track corridor into two parallel, double track rail
corridors from Berlin to Hartford. For descriptive purposes, name the western
corridor: the New Haven-New Britain-Hartford-Springfield Line and the eastern
corridor: the New Haven-Springfield Amtrak Line,

(c) Moving local station stops (with the exception of Newington Junction)
between Meriden and Hartford to the New Haven-New Britain-Hartford-
Springfield Line. Those stops include Berlin and EImwood. The Newington
Junction station would be replaced by two stations, CCSU-Newington and
Downtown New Britain. Newington Junction is poorly located because it was
specifically situated as a transfer stop for the CTfastrack and should be
eliminated,

(d) Running two parallel services south from Springfield to Hartford-New Britain-
New Haven-New York; the other as an express service south from Springfield to
Hartford-Meriden—New Haven-New York. Same services would be provided for
the northbound directions. These two services should not terminate in New
Haven, but continue to Stamford and Greenwich as express trains and as soon
as the dual-powered equipment (locomotives that also run on 3rd rail) is available
the trains should terminate in Grand Central Terminal,

(e) Eliminating CTfastrack in the Amtrak corridor and on Newington Secondary
tracks (Newington Junction to downtown New Britain). Sacrificing CTfastrack
and replacing it with rail service through New Britain allows for more frequent
service between New Haven-Hartford-Springfield. New overpass and bridgework
that enhances grade separation of railroad tracks from streets and roads should
be retained in the Amtrak corridor.

DOT Claim #5: Direct and indirect water quality impacts to surface and groundwater
resources were assessed for the corridor by overlaying the proposed project onto GIS-based
maps depicting water resources and surface and groundwater quality classifications.

Station locations where impacts to water quality may be anticipated include:

Newington Station

Runoff from impervious surfaces at the proposed surface parking lot would ultimately be
discharged into Piper Brook. There also is the potential for increased sedimentation to
Piper Brook and its tributary stream. Thus, impacts to water quality are possible from
the proposed Newington Junction Station. The new station, with a fully compliant
stormwater drainage design, would be an improvement over the quality of runoff that
currently enters Piper Brook from the existing site.

Windsor Station

There is a potential for water quality impacts to nearby surface water resources (the
pond) during the period of active construction as well as from stormwater runoff from the
site once it is fully developed and operational.
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Windsor Locks Station

Due to the proximity of the Connecticut River to the proposed station site, there is a
potential for water quality impacts during the period of active construction as well as from
stormwater runoff from the site once it is fully developed and operational.

Windsor Locks (new alternate station location - historic former station site)

Due to the proximity of the Connecticut River and Kettle Brook to the proposed station
site, there is a potential for water quality impacts during the period of active construction
as well as from stormwater runoff from the site once it is fully developed and operational.
Enfield Station

Due to the proximity of the Connecticut River and Kettle Brook to the proposed station
site, there is a potential for water quality impacts during the period of active construction
as well as from stormwater runoff from the site once it is fully developed and operational.

Mitigation

In order to avoid or substantially reduce potential water quality impacts associated with
the proposed project, design details will be developed to avoid adverse impact. Final
designs will be coordinated and permitted with the CT DEEP and MADEP and other
resource agencies. All construction activities will comply with the CT DEEP 2004
Stormwater Quality Manual and the CT DEEP 2002 Erosion and Sedimentation Control
Guidelines, as well as the 2008 Massachusetts Stormwater Handbook and 2003 Erosion
and Sediment Control Guidelines for Urban and Suburban Areas. These measures will
minimize potential water quality impacts associated with the proposed project.

Water Resources and Water Quality, Section 4.3.2., Impacts, Proposed Project

Fromer Comment #5: (A) First, DOT should determine the pollutant concentrations in
the receiving water bodies at the various locations instead of just citing the WQS classifications
and making unsupported conclusionary statements. DOT failed to state the reason(s) that the
watercourses appear on Tables 3-3 and 3-7 of the 2011 Integrated Water Quality Report
(“IWQR”) list for impaired waters. DOT, also, omitted stating that the watercourses, also,
appear on the Total Maximum Daily Load (“TMDL"), Priority Ranking List of Impaired Waters
found in Table 3-8 of the IWQR.

(B) Second, DOT should determine the types of pollutants expected to be generated and
deposited on impervious surfaces from traffic and in the road bed from trains.

(C) Third, DOT should calculate the projected increase in each pollutant load generated
and deposited in parking areas and onto the train ballast. This is a recommendation in Chapter
9 of the Connecticut Stormwater Quality Manual (“CTSWQP”).

(D) Fourth, DOT should calculate the pollutant concentrations in stormwater for
specifically selected storm events, which would be discharged to each of the first treatment
facility for surface runoff. A similar calculation would apply to the ballasted road bed.

(E) Fifth, DOT would determine using the International Best Management Practices
Database (“IBMP”), the final pollutant concentrations discharged from the final treatment facility
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in a treatment train. A copy of the IBMP is attached, which is, also, available on the Internet at:
www.bmpdatabase.org.

(F) Sixth, DOT would assess the impact of pollution from the NHHS on the cumulative
pollution to the affected watercourses.

(G) Seventh, DOT would then fashion a Stormwater Quality Plan as recommended in
the CTSWQP based on the information gleaned from the above suggestions. The above
recommended calculations and the Plan should appear in the EA/EIE.

(H) My experience with DOT in the contested case hearing on its application for an
inland wetlands and watercourses permit from the Connecticut Department of Energy and
Environmental Protection is that the agency will neither perform the calculations nor prepare a
SWQP. It will offer unsubstantiated statements of improved water quality, which will be taken as
true even though it is false until proven otherwise since DOT has the burden of minimizing
environmental harm as a trustee of natural resources.

DOT Claim #6: Based on the preliminary Passenger Service Plan, the proposed project
would result in a total reduction of 92.65 million miles in VMT of light-duty vehicles and an
increase of 760,000 gallons of diesel fuel used for train locomotion. Overall energy consumption
would be reduced (Table 4-31) with increased regional rail ridership, particularly during peak
hours of travel. The resulting reduction in regional consumption of fossil fuels would reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.

Table 4-31- Energy Requirements

Change in Fuel Consumption in Design Year (2030)

Reduction QuF:netlit Fuel Energy Content  Energy Consumption
in MVT (Gal) Y Type  (BTU/Gallon)>  (1,000,000,000 BTU'S)
Light Duty - 1 .
Vehicles 92,650,000 3,369,090° Gasoline 120,215 -405
Locomotive  N/A 760,000 Diesel 132,915 101
Net Reduction in Energy Consumption -304

Source: CDM Smith, 2011

1: Fuel quantity is based on an average consumption of 27.5 miles per gallon. (National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration 2010 CAFE Standards)

2: US Department of Energy, Alternative Fuels and Advanced Vehicles Data Center (AFDC)
2011, Average of Lower and Higher BTU Values.

Mitigation

Utility service disruptions during construction would be minimized through close coordination of
construction activities, scheduling with utility providers and advanced notice of any anticipated
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outages to nearby customers. Project engineers would coordinate with utility providers to
minimize environmental and community impacts to the greatest extent practicable.

Public Utilities and Energy, Section 4.4.1, Impacts, Build Alternative

Fromer Comment #6: (A) Neither the Passenger Service Plan nor any other section of
the EA/EIE provides the calculations for the “total reduction of 92.65 million miles in VMT of
light-duty vehicles and an increase of 760,000 gallons of diesel fuel used for train locomotion”
and the reduction in “greenhouse gas emissions.” This lack of analyses is contrary to the NEPA
requirement for evidence that the agency has made the necessary environmental analyses,
supra.

(B) When evaluating projects, FTA and DOT should perform a net energy analysis for
each proposal. Such analysis shall include calculations of all embodied energy requirements
used in the materials for initial construction of the facility over its projected useful lifetime. The
analysis shall be expressed in a dimensionless unit as an energy profit ratio of energy
generated by the facility to the calculated net energy expended in plant construction,
maintenance and total fuel cycle energy requirements over the projected useful lifetime of the
facility. The boundary for both the net energy calculations of the fuel cycle and materials for the
facility construction and maintenance shall both be at the point of primary material extraction
and include the energy consumed through the entire supply chain to final, but not be limited to,
such subsequent steps as transportation, refinement and energy for delivery to the end
consumer. The results of said net energy analysis shall be included in the results forwarded to
the client. For purposes of this paragraph, "facility net energy" means the heat energy delivered
by the facility contained in a fuel minus the life cycle energy used to produce the facility. "Fuel
net energy" means the heat energy contained in a fuel minus the energy used to extract the fuel
from the environment, refine it to a socially useful state and deliver it to consumers, and
"embodied energy" means the total energy used to build and maintain a process, expressed in
calorie equivalents of one type of energy.

All train sets, new track, rail sidings, new and upgraded stations, bridges and culverts,
etc. require the consumption of energy with the associated production of greenhouse gases. No
magician waves a magic wand and poof the product or service is produced. Each product or
service requires numerous processes from the extraction of raw materials to product production
transportation, assembly and associated externalities to recycling. Such energy consumption
requires accounting in the EA/EIA for the purpose of reducing energy expenditures and gases.
Operational energy reduction is not a complete analysis and evaluation of energy requirements.

Consider the life cycle steps requiring energy at each step to produce simple pencil.?

?> The standard pencil begins when a cedar is cut down. Ropes and gear tug it onto the bed of a
truck or a rail car.

Think of all the numberless people and skills involved in mining ore to produce steel and refine the
steel into saws, axes and motors.
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V.

CONCLUSION

The EA/EIE is incomplete and inadequate to support the numerous presumptive

conclusions.

Cordially,

Think of all the people who grow hemp, then transform it, through various stages, into a strong
rope.

Think of the untold thousands of people who produce the coffee the loggers drink!

The logs are shipped to a mill and cut into slats. The slats are kiln-dried, tinted, waxed, then, kiln-
dried again.

How many skills were needed to produce the tint and the kilns. What about electric power? What
about the belts, motors and other parts at the mill?

The pencil slats are shipped to a factory. A complex machine cuts grooves into each. A second
machine lays lead into every other slat. Glue is applied. Two slats are sealed together as one, then, cut
into lengths that form pencils.

The lead alone is complex; it's not really lead. To produce it, graphite is mined in Ceylon. The
graphite is, packed and shipped, then mixed with clay from Mississippi. It is treated with wetting 'agents
— such as sulfonated tallow, which is formed when animal fats chemically react with sulfuric acid.

The pencil receives six coats of lacquer. Lacquer has numerous ingredients,' including castor oil.
Think of all the chemists needed to create the paint — think of all the castor bean growers needed to
produce, refine and ship the oil.

The brass end that holds the eraser in place is a marvel. Miners need to first extract zinc and
copper from the earth. Experts transform those materials into sheet brass, which is then cut, stamped
and affixed to the pencil.

That brings us to the eraser. It is made from "factice," a rubber-like product that is produced by
rapeseed oil from the Dutch East Indies reacting with sulfur chloride.

To be sure, an awe-inspiring amount of work goes into producing a pencil. Millions of people
collaborate to produce it — millions ply their unique trades and skills — yet they have no idea they are
collaborating.

Each is merely changing his small piece of know-how for the money he needs to buy the goods and
services he wants.

More amazing is this: No one person is capable of making a pencil. Not even the president of the
pencil company.

No one person could possibly manage the millions of people — and the millions of decisions they
make — who produce the ingredients that become a pencil.

Despite the absence of a mastermind, billions of pencils are made every year. They're produced
with such humdrum efficiency that every one of us takes pencils for granted.

It is a folly for any, man, or group of men, to think of producing something as incredibly complex as
a pencil. How much harder must it be to produce a car — one that consumers will want to buy, anyhow?
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Robert Fromer

Attachment:  International Best Management Practices DataBase
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Response to Comments from Mr. Fromer June 21, 2012

Fromer Comment No. 1

The energy reduction of passenger service vs. automobile usage is a general average. Section
4.4.11 of the EA Table 4-31 indicates the energy savings for this proposed project due to diverting
passengers from the automobile to trains and exceeds the general average value stated in Section
1.1. Table 4-31 is based on the travel demand models prepared by both Amtrak and CTDOT.

Fromer Comment No. 2

The long range growth projections in the Northeast market are taken from Amtrak’s document “The
Northeast Corridor Infrastructure Master Plan”. Ridership projections for the proposed project are
based on travel demand models prepared by both Amtrak and CTDOT; the results are included in the
technical report “Service Development Plan” listed in Section 8.0 of the EA.

Fromer Comment No. 3
The Green House Gas Emmission Analysis can be made available from CTDOT upon request.

Fromer Comment No. 4

Regarding your comments about the Hartford-New Britain busway; that project was studied under a
separate NEPA document and is, therefore, a different project with a different purpose, need, and
logical termini than NHHS.

After coordination with Amtrak and the freight railroads and studying railroad operation models based
on the future passenger and freight service it has been determined that the tracks improvements
proposed for the NHHS Rail Project are adequate to provide the future railroad service without
causing adverse impact to on-time performance or delay; more than two mainline tracks are not
required.

Fromer Comment No. 5

The EA/EIE is a document to allow FRA to make a decision about the proposed project. It, therefore,
does not generate the level of detailed information that is needed during final design and
construction. During the final design process CTDOT will meet all of the regulatory and permitting
requirements in order to identify and properly mitigate impacts to ground and surface water.

Fromer Comment No. 6

Section 4.4.11 of the EA Table 4-31 indicates the energy savings for this proposed project due to
diverting passengers from the automobile to trains. Projections of ridership, modal splits, and
reductions in VMT for the proposed project are based on travel demand models prepared by both
Amtrak and CTDOT; the results are included in the technical report “Service Development Plan” listed
in Section 8.0 of the EA.
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2. Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Throughout the public process from May 8 through June 22, 2012 comments were received through the NHHS
project website or via emails directly to CTDOT. The following is a summary of comments received with the
corresponding response. The comment number references the section of the EA to which it applies. For clarity and
brevity, some comments were paraphrased or excerpts were created that capture the principal concerns or issues.
Where multiple comments were received on the same topic, the comments provided in this listing may be a
composite of two or more commentators. A full version of the comments received, arranged by author, is provided
in this appendix as “3. List of Specific Public Comments Keyed to Responses”.

Summary of Comment 1.1 A:

A number of comments strongly support the New Haven Hartford Springfield rail line. They comment that many
people are excited for real rail travel in the region and that project would bring much needed economic
development to our region, increase options for travelers, and reduce traffic congestion....and reduce automobile
air pollution. One person stated that “It would be wonderful to hear more trains and fewer cars” and another asked
“Please provide the anticipated project cost.”

Response to Comment 1.1 A:

Thank you for your comments in support of the project. Regarding projected price, Section 1.1, pg. 2 of the EA
indicates that the NHHS Rail Program will cost approximately $650 million to implement.

Summary of Comment 1.3 A:

“I have proposed on a local news website bridging the canal next to the train station platform and closing River Bank
Road next to the old Montgomery mill to motor vehicle traffic wishing to access the south entrance of the canal trail.
(Pedestrians and bicycles would still be allowed as well as emergency vehicles.) Redirecting visitors with cars to this
new access point for the canal trail may obviate the need to place a barrier on Bridge Street that may impact trucks
entering Ahlstrom’s entrance. My proposal calls for a federal, state and local (Windsor Locks) partnership to pay for
the expense of constructing the canal bridge.”

Response to Comment 1.3 A:

The additional scope recommended in the comment is not currently included in the NHHS High-Speed Intercity Rail
Project being constructed by CTDOT. The recommended additional scope item(s) could be pursued as a separate
project by the appropriate agency.

Summary of Comment 1.3 B

Three comments were received requesting that the improvements proposed for New Haven’s State Street Station

be prioritized and constructed as soon as possible. The following comment from a representative of the City of New

Haven is representative of these comments:
“The New Haven City Plan Department and others would like to know why State Street project has been
pushed to Phase 4 since New Haven has second highest forecasted ridership (1,450 daily riders) as indicated
in the EA on Page 15. The EA also does not show exact timelines for the completion of the project. New
Haven is one of the dense urban areas in CT with several people (nearly 40%) using non-motorized
transportation. New Haven deserves to be included in the current construction project for station and track
improvements. Also, New Haven population increased by 5% from 2000-2010 and is further expected to
increase by another 5% from 2010-2015 according to CT Data Center and by 11% from 2010-2020. Several
on-going developments promoting economic 2020 growth are currently happening in New Haven this
indicating a strong need for the use of the proposed service in the immediate future.”
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Response to Comment 1.3 B:

As indicated in Table 1-1 and in Sec. 1.3 (on page 10) of the EA, the available funding for the project cannot be used
for the construction of regional rail stations; CTDOT must therefore apply for future funding from the FTA for
improvements to New Haven's State Street Station, and proposed new stations in North Haven, Newington, West
Hartford and Enfield.

Summary of Comment 1.3 C:

Two people commented that “Currently, a mix of single and double track exists between New Haven and Berlin.
Upgrade the current mix to double track. The same applies to the track system from Hartford to Springfield.”
Response to Comment 1.3 C:

Section 1.3 of the EA, Figure 1-2 (Page 11) indicates that double track will be provided at all single track locations
between New Haven and Springfield except for the Hartford viaduct and the Connecticut River Bridge. These two
segments, listed on Page 10 of the EA, are beyond the NHHS Rail Program, not necessary for the currently planned
NHHS rail corridor service enhancements, and will be advanced as separate projects as necessary.

Summary of Comment 1.3 D:

Two people commented or expressed concern for coordination of this project with the proposed CT FastTrack

busway project and the proposed reconstruction or replacement of the -84 viaduct, specifically:
“The New Britain-Hartford Busway aka CT Fasttrack, Amtrak High Speed Rail Project and the anticipated 1-84
Highway Viaduct replacement project essentially use the same right-of-way. The consideration,
coordination and discussion of these projects are essential to the economic vitality of the region. We ask
that better coordination among the related projects and other City initiatives be considered and included in
the report and planning efforts going forward.”

- “Finally the CT DOT has just committed to a study of the feasibility of relocating both the rail and highway
viaducts. The EA/EIE document commits to a 20 year life of the existing conditions. We strongly believe that
the moment to carry out this vision is within build out of the rail project and not 20 years down the road.
We look forward to working together on these interconnected projects.”

Response to Comment 1.3 D:

Section 1.3 of the EA, Figure 1-2 (Page 11) indicates this project does not include double track in the area of the
Hartford viaduct. This segment, listed on Page 10 of the EA, is beyond the NHHS Rail Program, not necessary for the
currently planned NHHS rail corridor service enhancements, and will be advanced as a separate project as necessary.
At that time it will be completely coordinated with the City of Hartford. The 20 year planning horizon is for the rail
operations (passenger and freight service) and does not preclude advancing the improvements to the Harford
viaduct and | 84 viaduct as a separate project earlier than the planning horizon.

Summary of Comment 2.0 A:

Several people either questioned the need to the project altogether or gave their strong support for the project. On
the former point, some called the project a waste of tax dollars or a boondoggle or questioned the need for high
speed rail; on the later point, some were in favor of the project because it will alleviate traffic congestion and will be
“absolutely vital to economic, cultural, recreational, educational development and expansion.”

Response to Comment 2.0 A:

Thank you for your comment expressing your concerns for advancing and funding the project. Section 2.0 of the EA
identifies the project's "Purpose and Need" which qualitatively and quantitatively define the transportation
problems that the project addresses and identifies the need for the project. The EA acknowledges the positive
economic benefits of the project in Sec. 4.5, pg. 194 (Cost Benefit Analysis).
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Summary of Comment 2.0 B:

Several people questioned the geographic extent of improved passenger rail service and suggested that the
sponsors of the project should extend service to other towns, cities or destinations not currently included in the
project (including Bradley International Airport, New Britain, Waterbury); and/or expanding physical improvements
at new or existing stations to provide more convenient access to nearby properties.

Response to Comment 2.0 B:

Thank you for your support of the project. Regarding options for increasing the scope of the project, Section 2.0 of
the EA identifies the purpose and need for the project which calls for the focus of transportation investment in the
New Haven to Springfield corridor and does not include diverting trains to other destinations not on the history
Springfield Line. This proposed action does not preclude future investment in other corridors or adjacent projects

Summary of Comment 2.0 C:

“Operation Concern; Amtrak is moving to E-ticketing this summer. The interface to Amtrak at New Haven must allow
for this.”

Response to Comment 2.0 C:

Section 2.0 of the EA identifies the purpose and need for the project which calls for addressing the future
transportation needs of the region for intercity and commuter service. Modern fare collection and a unified fare
structure is anticipated to be integrated into the system.

Summary of Comment 3.3 A:

“Briefly reviewing the EA, it confirms the need and demand for the North Haven station. Also the maps show no
new lines need to be constructed between New Haven and North Haven, only renovations. Consideration should be
given to funding the North Haven station construction to provide an immediate benefit to commuters in the overly
congested New Haven area.”

Response to Comment 3.3 A:

Thank you for your support of the North Haven Station location alternative. The EA has analyzed the need for rail
infrastructure to support the increased passenger rail traffic and determined that two tracks are adequate providing
that the system also has two tracks north of North Haven. Those analysis results are included in Section 4.4.11 of
the EA. The construction timeline for proposed new stations (including North Haven) will be dependent upon receipt
of future funding from state and federal sources.

Summary of Comment 3.3 B:

Over three dozen people submitted correspondence stating strong support for moving the Windsor Locks train
station from its current location on South Main Street to an alternate location in the center of town that is adjacent
to the town’s historic train station on Main Street. They cited a variety of reasons why the move would benefit the
town, region and state including:

- The train station would act as a catalyst to revitalize the downtown business district and spur economic
development (including transit oriented development) and retail along Main St. and the revitalization of the
old Montgomery Mills.

- This opportunity should not be squandered as we will never get another opportunity to correct the ills of the
past.

- Job growth will be a result of this move.

- The downtown location would increase the ridership on the trains in this area.

- There is a density of housing in the downtown area that is within walking distance of the proposed alternate
downtown station location; residents of this housing could walk to the station and have better access to jobs
and medical services in the region.

- Downtown is a better location to connect to Bradley International Airport.
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- The move would build on the reputation of the town being the "Gateway to New England".

- The existing train station site is remote, dark and is poor for personal security.

- Traffic will adapt to the new location and traffic mitigation measures will offset impacts.

- The downtown location will support efforts to preserve the historic train station.

- The downtown location is more visible and convenient; people will view public transportation as part of

daily lives rather than some out of the way thing that doesn't concern them.

Response to Comment 3.3 B:
Windsor Locks Station: Two alternative station site options, each including improvements to support a bus shuttle
connection to Bradley International Airport, were considered for this station. One alternative site is the current rail
station. The Town of Windsor Locks has stated its preference for relocating the station north of the Town’s Central
Business District, as part of a proposed renovation and expansion of the Windsor Locks Commons development and
adjacent to an existing historic station structure. Future (2030) additional parking demand at Windsor Locks Station
is estimated to be 107 spaces.

During the public comment period and at the Public Hearings, there was overwhelming support from the Town of
Windsor Locks and the public to relocate the train station north of the Town’s Central Business District (CBD) in the
vicinity of its original historic site. Both the Town of Windsor Locks and many Windsor Locks’ residents expressed
their opinion that such a decision would result in the train station becoming a catalyst for Transit Oriented
Development (TOD) and the re-vitalization of the CBD. A few residents expressed concerns relative to unacceptable
traffic congestion and the perceived viability of a re-vitalized CBD.

CTDOT supports the Town's goal of TOD and re-vitalization. Insofar as Phase 3B (which includes the Windsor Locks
station) is not currently funded, future funding sources would need to be identified in order to construct any station
improvements in Windsor Locks.

Summary of Comment 3.3 C:

A representative of the Housing Authority of the Town of Enfield (EHA) stated support of the project and requested
attention to the need to repair an undersized stormwater culvert located on railroad property that is apparently
causing flooding on EHA property.

Response to Comment 3.3 C:

The improvement being proposed under the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail
(NHHS HSIPR) Project are directly related to making improvements to the existing infrastructure to allow for
increased capacity and higher speeds. Since Amtrak is the owner of the railroad right of way, CTDOT is not
responsible for maintenance or state of good repair items that are not directly related to increasing the speed and
capacity of the railroad.

Many of the bridges and culverts along the corridor require rehabilitation or replacement because they cannot
withstand the additional loading of a second track in their present condition. These bridges are included in the
scope of work. Also, certain culverts along the corridor are undersized to the point where they are causing flood
waters to overtop the rail, thereby reducing the speed that trains can operate.

These culverts are also included in the scope of work. However the culvert at Milepost 52.92 is in good condition;
and, although its limited capacity is causing flooding in the area, the flooding is not severe enough to cause flooding
of the track structure. Therefore, the culvert at Milepost 52.92 is not included in the scope of work for the NHHS
HSIPR Project.

You are encouraged to contact Amtrak directly to discuss possible solutions to the flooding problems in Enfield
under a separate action.
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Summary of Comment 3.3 D:

Several people questioned why the passenger rail service associated with this project could not be extended west to
New Britain and Waterbury and some suggested or stated that the proposed New Britain to Hartford busway project
(CT FastTrack) should be cancelled since it would obstruct rail freight service or would preclude the future extension
of passenger rail service to these central Connecticut cities located southwest of Hartford.

Response to Comment 3.3 D:

Thank you for your support of the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield (NHHS) Rail Project. Regarding your comments
about the Hartford-New Britain busway; that project was studied under a separate NEPA document and is,
therefore, a different project with a different purpose, need, and logical termini than NHHS.

Regarding your recommendation that rail service be provided to New Britain, the NHHS Rail Project is funded as an
intercity rail initiative rather than a commuter rail program. Therefore, providing commuter service to New Britain
would have to be part of a separate project.

After coordination with Amtrak and the freight railroads and studying railroad operation models based on the future
passenger and freight service it has been determined that the tracks improvements proposed for the NHHS Rail
Project are adequate to provide the future railroad service without causing adverse impact to on-time performance
or delay; more than two mainline tracks are not required.

Summary of Comment 3.3 E:

“While the Judd Square Station site would be close to my home, and therefore personally desirable, my constituents
have expressed some fear of traffic harming their children at the bus pull-in. If you select Judd Square, please use
fencing to protect pedestrians of the Judd Square complex. The Town Council prefers North Cherry Street to avoid
construction of a parking garage and to keep Ward Street open for emergency vehicles to cross the tracks when
train is in the station.”

Response to Comment 3.3 E:

Thank you for your comment stating your opinions regarding the alternative locations for the Wallingford Station.
The Town of Wallingford has formally recommended that the station be constructed at Parker St as the locally
preferred alternative. Based on this input CTDOT has decided to follow the public's recommendation and locate the
station at Parker St.

Summary of Comment 3.3 F:

“In Wallingford, please use the historic downtown station location, perhaps creating car overpasses or underpasses
so the trains do not block car traffic.”

Response to Comment 3.3 F:

Section 3.3 of the EA (Page 17) indicates that the existing station location is not compatible with the addition of
high-level platforms, which would block streets. Overpasses or underpasses to avoid grade crossings would require
significant acquisition of property; homes and businesses.

Summary of Comment 4.1 A:

Two communications were received urging the sponsors of the project to minimize environmental impacts of the
construction and operations of the rail line to the extent possible.

Response to Comment 4.1 A:

The project will largely consist of reestablishing the historic second track and that all of the possible impacts and
mitigation is outlined in the document, attachments, and appendix on the web site.
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Summary of Comment 4.2.1 A:

“I am concerned about additional trains in this corridor running on diesel fuel. New Haven is considered an
environmental justice community by the state of Connecticut because of its combination of heavy pollution and
socio-economic deprivation. Residents are subjected to pollution from two interstate highways, a sludge incinerator,
a major regional port with diesel traffic, multiple cement batching facilities, transfer stations, and chemical
manufacturers. 20% of New Haven children have asthma, the highest rate in the state. We cannot bear the burden
of any increased toxic air emissions.”

Response to Comment 4.2.1 A:

Section 4.2.1 of the EA (Page 38) indicates that the proposed project would not result in any local or regional short-
term or long-term adverse air quality impact. Also, Section 4.4.11 of the EA (Page 169) indicates that the project
would reduce overall energy consumption by 304 billion BTU's per year because of the reduction of automobile
usage. The reduction in energy consumption is directly proportional to a reduction in greenhouse gas emission.

Summary of Comment 4.2.2 A:

A few people who live adjacent to or close to the rail line expressed concern about noise associated with increased
train service.

Response to Comment 4.2.2 A:

Most of noise impacts associated with the project are due to train horn noise as trains approach and pass through
grade crossings along the corridor. As noted on pg. 52 in Sec. 4.2.2 of the EA, "As part of the project, Amtrak will
install supplemental safety devices required for Quiet Zone designation at all public crossings along the NHHS
corridor, enabling mitigation of train horn noise. Amtrak and the local municipalities affected would need to jointly
sponsor Quiet Zone applications for FRA approval."

Summary of Comment 4.4.3 A:

Some people expressed concern and/or had questions about legislation, policies and procedures related to the EA or
the acquisition of property required to undertake the actions identified in the EA.

Response to Comment 4.4.3 A:

The Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT) appreciates your concerns relative to the proposed rail
station in West Hartford.

This site is one of the four new regional stations being planned. It should be noted that currently there is no funding
in place to move forward with this station or any of the new station locations. The project is being funded by the
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) through the American Recoveries and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) as High Speed
Intercity Passenger Rail Service from New Haven to Springfield. Because the station at Flatbush Avenue is
considered a regional station (it would increase the benefits of improved rail service by also accommodating
commuter service) it is not eligible for FRA funding. CTDOT intends to apply for future Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) funding to construct the four new regional stations at North Haven, Newington, West Hartford,
and Enfield, as well as, provide an additional platform at the State Street station in New Haven.

No Rights-of-Way action for the West Hartford station is pending at this time. The applicable law and mitigation of
impacts related to any property acquisitions associated with the project is as follow:

Section 4.4.3 of the EA (Pages 96 and 98) states that:

e Applicable Law: CTDOT is required to comply with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policy Act of 1970 and provide monetary and other relocation assistance to displaced
property owners whose properties are acquired for the implementation of federally funded projects.
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e Mitigation: In order to mitigate the acquisition of properties for station construction, affected property
owners will be afforded relocation assistance through the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policy Act of 1970. CTDOT is authorized and required to provide monetary and other
relocation assistance to displaced property owners whose properties would be acquired for implementation
of the proposed federally funded project.

Section 5.2 of the EA (Pages 201 and 202) identifies meetings held with West Hartford local officials on 4/29/2011
and 7/27/2011 to review the proposed project including the site selection process for proposed new train stations
as well as parking layout.

Summary of Comment 4.4.6 A:

“...Will we be notified if the landscaping along the tracks and our homes will be altered?”

Response to Comment 4.4.6 A:

Visual Resources and Quality is an environmental resource included in Section 4.4.6 that the project intends to
maintain. There will be public meetings during design phase at which time decisions regarding landscaping will be
made.

Summary of Comment 4.4.6 B:

“What is the reason the historic train station (at Windsor Locks) cannot be used as a train station again - is it solely
cost?”

Response to Comment 4.4.6 B:

Cost is a consideration but not the prevailing consideration in determining if an existing structure can or should be
renovated and adapted to meet the demands of a modern transportation facility. Other considerations include
building code issues and challenges and life-safety systems that often make adapting old structures to modern
functions impractical, especially if the structure is listed on the state or national registers of historic places (the
Windsor Locks historic station is nationally listed as indicated in Sec. 4.4.6 of the EA). Improvements that would
negatively affect the historic integrity or character of such buildings might be considered an unacceptable impact;
also, the construction of high-level platforms and pedestrian overpass has the potential for adverse visual impact on
this historic station.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 A:

“I think this project is a good thing, especially for commuters who do not have access to a car or cannot drive due to
disability related reasons. | would like to see if any of the stops will connect to universities (CCSU, Naugatuck Valley,
University of Hartford, UCONN Hartford Campus, etc.) and major workplaces in those areas that attract a lot of jobs.
That may have even more appeal for people like me who have even more difficulty finding a job because of a
disability.”

Response to Comment 4.4.10 A:

Thank you for your comment in support of the project. Discussion of the existing and proposed train stations that
will experience increased passenger rail service under this project is provided in Sec. 4.4.1 of the EA. Discussion on
transit, parking and pedestrian access to existing and proposed train stations is provided in Sec. 4.4.10 of the EA.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 B:

One commentator indicated that he approves the high speed rail program but does not approve of the location for
the Meriden Train Station and platforms. He suggested that a location north of the present station next to State
Street Extension would be better since he believed that “no street crossings would be blocked by gates” since
“...Camp Street has a bridge that goes over the (railroad) right of way.”

B-76



Response to Comment 4.4.10 B:

Section 4.4.10 of the EA details the anticipated impacts that increased train service would have on traffic operations
at existing at-grade crossings and improvements that will be implemented to mitigate these impacts. Page 164
contains statement "Intersections adjacent to the Meriden Station will not deteriorate in LOS (level of service of
traffic operations) due to grade crossings compared to the no-build conditions and there are no adverse impacts.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 C:

“Why will the track speed rating be restricted to a 110 MPH limit when many European nations have trains traveling
at much higher speeds on rails with ratings well above that on a regular basis?”

Response to Comment 4.4.10 C:

Train speeds are a function of many factors including distance between stops, frequency of at-grade crossings and
track alignment. The proposed train speeds along the corridor are shown in Appendix D of the reference document
"Service Development Plan". Section 8.0 of the EA provides instructions for reviewing reference documents.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 D:

“Can the old and new track lines handle heavy and oversized freight trains and at what times since there eventually
is going to be 25 round trips by the commuter trains traveling on them?”

Response to Comment 4.4.10 D:

Section 4.4.10 of the EA, Tables 4-25 through 4-27 indicate that the anticipated delay to freight service in the future
build case would be about the same as the future no-build case. Therefore, the infrastructure has enough capacity
to accommodate all of the projected freight and passenger service. Oversized trains are operated under a special
permit and schedule; the track configuration would be designed to accommodate such movements.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 E:

“Will commuter parking at the rail stations be free or are fees going to be imposed on the traveling public and if
there is a fee how will it be regulated and where will the moneys collected go towards?”

Response to Comment 4.4.10 E:

Section 4.4.10 of the EA, Table 4-30 indicates the number of parking spaces required at each station and that
parking at New Haven, Hartford, and Springfield stations would be administered by local parking authorities. All
other station parking would be administered by CTDOT where no parking fees are anticipated at this time.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 F:

Several people questioned the degree to which bicycle accommodations will be provided at stations and on trains
and requested unboxed, roll-on bicycle access onto all trains running on the New Haven-Springfield corridor and
sheltered or covered bicycle parking slots at stations.

Response to Comment 4.4.10 F:

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Pg. 167) includes bicycle access to stations and bicycle storage. It does not identify
facilities on the train. Such decisions could be made during final design and equipment selection.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 G:

One commentator criticized the proposed alternative to move the Windsor Locks station to the town center of
Windsor Locks citing concerns about traffic congestion and delay that may occur along Main St and Bridge St. when
trains stop at the station and gates at at-grade crossings remain closed during passenger exiting and boarding;
especially considering greater frequency of train service. He indicated that “this significant traffic congestion would
be discouraging to any prospective developers looking to invest in construction of commercial and business
enterprises along Main St....”.
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Response to Comment 4.4.10 G:

Thank you for your comments expressing concerns for the traffic operations associated with the alternative to move
the Windsor Locks train station to Main Street. Future traffic operations under the Build Condition (proposed action)
have been studied in detail for all station sites and for all alternative station sites. Key findings of these studies is
summarized in Sec. 4.4.10 of the EA including anticipated traffic impacts and proposed mitigation measures to bring
traffic operations to an acceptable level of service.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 H:

Many commented or questioned the proposed passenger rail schedule or frequency of service to and from specific
stations along the corridor as well as stations that the new service will connect to, such as stations along the
Connecticut shoreline and in New York City. One commentator questioned whether passenger service could be
provided to Boston.

Response to Comment 4.4.10 H:

A Passenger Service Plan is provided in Appendix 2 of the EA document. The seven day conceptual schedule includes
the last southbound train leaves Springfield at 7:59 PM and the last northbound train leaves New Haven at 9:15 PM.
The conceptual schedule also indicates the train through to New York City and other points south. A detailed
schedule including weekends will be developed when operations begin. The current conceptual schedule does not
include trains to Boston. Trains to Boston are part of a program being advanced by MassDOT.

Summary of Comment 4.4.10 I:

Several people noted that improved rail transit and new train stations present an opportunity for Connecticut to
implement transit oriented development (TOD) or dense mixed-use development which would be less auto-oriented
and would create more walkable and livable towns and cities along the corridor. Some questioned the need for
parking lots surrounding train stations and expressed concern that such parking was not consistent with TOD
strategies of encouraging development and improving walkability at and near the stations and that some of that
parking could be either built by the private sector or eliminated if better bus connections or shuttles could be
provided to and from the stations.

Response to Comment 4.4.10 I:

Section 4.4.10 of the EA (Pages 153, 165, and 166) discusses that the existing parking in the area of the stations is
not adequate to support the projected ridership for 2030. The travel demand models completed by CTDOT and
Amtrak were used to determine the modal split (riders getting out of their autos and boarding the train). Specific
parking capacity requirements, based on those models, are included in Table 4-30. The basis of the modal splits and
parking capacity requirements is a reference document (Data Collection/Ridership Analysis) which can be made
available as described in Section 8.0 of the EA. Except for New Haven, Hartford, and Springfield the final layout of
the station, pedestrian access, bus stalls, auto access, and parking layout will be determined during final design. As
noted in Table 4-30, parking for New Haven, Hartford, and Springfield would not be constructed as part of this
project but will be addressed and advanced by the local parking authorities to be compatible with their downtown
development plans.

Summary of Comment 4.4.11 A:

Two people spoke in favor of the project and noted that improved mass transit will provide positive impact of fewer
cars being used and a resulting reduction of carbon emissions.

Response to Comment 4.4.11 A:

Thank you for your comment in support of the project. The EA acknowledges the positive impacts associated with
the reduction of vehicles miles traveled by cars in Sec. 4, pg. 169 (Energy) and in Sec. 4, pg. 194 (Cost Benefit
Analysis). Section 4.4.11 of the EA (pg 169) identifies the anticipated annual reduction of over 90 Million Vehicle
Miles Traveled (VMT) due to people using the train in lieu of automobiles.
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Summary of Comment 4.4.12 A:

“The EA contains several errors on the identification of Windsor sites in the HazMat and Leachate Waste maps of
Vol. Il....”

Response to Comment 4.4.12 A:

The reference data sources have been reviewed and determined that there are a number of sites incorrectly placed
on the mapping as well as locations where the town of "South Windsor" is incorrectly noted. After revisiting the
hazardous material sites in the study area we have determined that there are no CERCLIS or waste water leachate
sites in Windsor. Revised mapping will be available after the comment period closes.

Summary of Comment 4.4.13 A:

“...There is no fence next to some of the property along the tracks, will you be upgrading the old fencing?”
Response to Comment 4.4.13 A:

Discussion on fencing existing and proposed along the NHHS rail corridor is provided in Sec. 4.4.13 of the EA. As
mitigation a fencing policy would be established to provide protection in areas of known trespassing and at
recreation and school locations.

Summary of Comment 4.4.13 B:
Several people had questions or concerns about safety or personal security on trains and at the stations and as well
as questions about the ownership, management and maintenance of the new improvements, such as:

- “Will there be security scanning implementation at all rail stops to keep passengers safe on the trains...? —
“Who will own, manage and secure the rail stations as well as the parking around them?”

- “As traffic usage increases on all these tracks then please provide some details as to how maintenance will
be improved from past practices which will prevent bridges, culverts, rail beds, etc., to decay into a state of
disrepair and keep the lines fully operational?”

Response to Comment 4.4.13 B:

Safety and security measures of the project are identified in Section 4.4.13 of the EA document. Applicable laws
address safety, security, and maintenance. The NHHS Rail Program would conform to all applicable requirements.
These measures would be incorporated into a comprehensive NHHS System Safety Program that ensures the
development and coordination of responsibilities for implementing key safety and security policies.

Summary of Comment 4.4.13 C:

The following questions relate to crossings shown on Dwg. No. PLN-19 “Concept Design” — Plan, MP 39.5 to MP
41.7":

a) Do the labeled crossing gate improvements reflect existing or proposed conditions?

b) If the later, the Wilson Ave. crossing at MP 39.8 is labeled “Flashers” and does not indicate Gates.

c) Does CTDOT or Amtrak intend to close this crossing? If a crossing is labeled “Flashers and Gates” does that
indicate that the gates will be full quad gates with median island (i.e. meet the standard for Quiet Zone
designation)?

Response to Comment 4.4.13 C:

Section 4.4.13 of the EA, Table 4-34 identifies the Proposed Action at grade crossings. Per Table 4-34 Wilson Avenue
is a Private at Grade crossing to be closed. Other grade crossings in Windsor will receive either two quad gates and a
median or four quad gates. These improvements make them eligible to be designated as "Quiet Zones".

Summary of Comment 4.4.15 A:

Three individuals had questions or comments about the type of equipment that will be used for the new service:
diesel or electric locomotives, summarized as follows:
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- “Did planners of this project looked at the possibility of using Diesel Multiple Units (DMU) to serve the New
Haven-Springfield Line since they are a good type of train to use because of the noise factor and efficiency
and that way the electrification of the line could be put off for some time?”

- “When will new modern electric locomotives be put into service here on this route?”

- “The real benefit of this project would be if the line is re-electrified to provide a one seat ride to and from
Grand Central Terminal.”

Response to Comment 4.4.15 A:

Future electrification of the line is presented in the EA on page 185; the opening service intends to use diesel
equipment. At this time Amtrak is planning to use locomotives (Appendix 2 of the EA) for the intercity trains with
only a locomotive change at New Haven to provide intercity passengers a "one seat" ride. Using DMU's would
require that intercity passengers change trains. The final equipment decision for the non-intercity trips has not
been completed and DMU's are a potential choice.

Summary of Comment 4.5 A:
A few people questioned costs of the project versus its benefits, for example:
“Your web site makes many claims about growth in ridership, reduction in car trips, etc. Where can | find a
copy of the economic impact analysis?”
- “Please explain how commuter rail service will be managed to pay for itself and stay solvent and sustainable
at any duration?”
- “What can be done to make riding the rail more affordable for more riders?...How many will ride when it
becomes more expensive?”

Response to Comment 4.5 A:
The economic impact of the project is presented in the Cost Benefit Analysis provided in Sec. 4.5, pg. 194 and
Appendix 7 of the EA.

Summary of Comment 4.5 B:

“The Bicycle touring companies and organizations are losing business because of the lack of an adequate rail
system.”

Response to Comment 4.5 B:

Section 4.5 of the EA (Page 194) identifies benefits of the project. One of these benefits is to create more livable
and sustainable communities by integrating compact, mixed-use TOD with pedestrian and bike-friendly design at
station areas to allow people to use their cars less, and walk, bike and use transit more. TOD contributes to a more
active, healthy lifestyle and more vibrant communities.
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3. List of Specific Public Comments Keyed to Responses

Throughout the public process from May 8 through June 22, 2012 comments were received through the NHHS
project website or via emails directly to CTDOT. The following is a listing of those comments in alphabetical order by
the author’s last name. The numerical portion of the response number references the portion of the EA to which it
applies. The responses to the comments are included in “2. Summary of Public Comments and Responses”.

Response
Submission Content to
Comments

First Last
Name Name

Windsor Due to the proposed bus link to Bradley International Airport, Windsor Locks is slated 3.3B
Locks to be a stop on all three proposed rail components: high speed, inter-city, and commuter
Economic rail. Four years ago we requested that Amtrak and DOT investigate relocating the train
and station stop from its current location at the outskirts of downtown back to its historic
Industrial location at the heart of Main Street. The Town of Windsor Locks is bound and

Develop- determined to relocate the Amtrak stop as it will be the catalyst to the revitalization of our
ment Main Street. We appreciate DOT’s support for our initiative over the last year.

Relocating the train station would help in the redevelopment of a vacant mill complex,
the Montgomery Building, into residential condominiums, as well as the restoration of the
historic train station that has remained vacant for three decades. Unlike the current train
platform location, the proposed relocation site has adjacent land that can be developed
into residential and commercial uses that would complement the rail service. This project
furthers several state development goals: Main Street revitalization; redevelopment of
brownfields; Transit Oriented Development; and mass transportation.

The Town, at its cost, hired a nationally recognized firm in railroad signalization,
Campbell Technologies, to study the feasibility of relocating the train platform. Campbell
Technologies concluded that the station could be relocated with some signal
enhancements. DOT was provided the results of the Town’s study and embarked on a
review of its own concluding with traffic management enhancements the relocation is
feasible.

We are passionate about this project because we believe our Main Street would be a
poster-child for Transit Oriented Development. We urge your continued assistance in
making this revitalization effort a reality.

Jonh | think you need to move extension to New Britane, Waterbery and eliminated busway to 20B
New Britane.

Bob Anderson Dear Sir: | would like to add my voice in encouraging that the train station platform be 3.3B
returned to the center of downtown Windsor Locks. If you have ever taken or returned to
the existing location you would know how desolate and unattractive this location is. It is
not conducive to encourage anyone to take the train from this location or to get off from

a late arrival. | would have to believe that passenger location closer to downtown would
help sway potential clients to use the rails system with a feeling of security as well access
to the businesses located near there. The original location of the train station was chosen
for reason's | have stated above and | believe that it should be returned.

Yours Truly, Bob Anderson

Mart Andryzeck | Re: Windsor Locks Train Station 44.6B
What is the reason the historic train station cannot be used as a train station again - is it
solely cost? Marti

Thomas Arroyo Great idea!!!! It should pass, it will benefit the state in many ways. | strongly support this 1.1A
project. T. Arroyo

John Asp The State's plan demonstrates a long cherished tradition in Connecticut Government, 20A
spend the taxpayers money on whatever stupid idea comes along, regardless of the
need. We are broke and yet you idiots spend like you just won the lottery, shelve this
scheme.
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Susmitha

Attota

| represent the New Haven City Plan Department. | am curious to know why State
Street project has been pushed to Phase 4 since New Haven has second highest
forecasted ridership (1,450 daily riders) as indicated in the EA on Page 15. The EA also
does not show exact timelines for the completion of the project. New Haven is one of the
dense urban areas in CT with several people (nearly 40%) using non-motorized
transportation. New Haven deserves to be included in the current construction project for
station and track improvements.

Also, New Haven population increased by 5% from 2000-2010 and is further expected
to increase by another 5% from 2010-2015 according to CT Data Center and by 11%
from 2010-2020. Several on-going developments promoting economic 2020 growth
currently happening in New Haven this indicating a strong need for the use of the
proposed service in the immediate future.

1.3B

Mike

Barile

Hi Mark, | want to voice my support for the relocation of the existing train station to be
relocated in the towns downtown center. | am also in favor of the high speed project that
would stop over in Windsor Locks.

The relocation of our existing station would add spark and vitality back into the main
street corridor. It would be good for business, It would attract new business. As a
business owner who operates on Main Street, | would love to see the downtown area
vibrant again, just like | did as a kid growing up here in the 60's. The "foot" traffic would
increase. New apartments and condos could possibly spring up all around the area, bring
in young people, and eliminate the ghost town feeling that our urban renewal project
delivered to us in the 70's. This is our one chance to right that wrong, and at the same
time make our downtown area a section to be proud of again. Please convey my
feelings, and do everything possible to make this work.

Regards, Mike Barile, Alaimo & Barile Real Estate

3.3B

Carl

Barnes

Re: Windsor Locks train station

Good morning. | am writing this quick note as | am unable to attend the meeting this week
as | will be away on vacation. | am a board member on the W.L. chamber and believe the
move of the railroad station to the center of town is crucial to the town being able to
revitalize main street. Hopefully you will hear from the many people that | have talked with
regarding this move. | have not heard one person who had anything negative on this
subject. Sorry for not being their in person for the meeting, but Lake Champlain and 8
days of fishing is awaiting us.....thanks for your time and effort in making this a reality in in
our town......thanks.....Carl.

33B
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Eric

Barz,
AICP

1. The EA contains several errors on the HazMat and Leachate Waste maps of Vol.
Il. Here are the issues, listed by Map No.:

Map 18A: Two labels inaccurately state “South Windsor”...they should state
“Windsor”. The “Bristol Babcock inst” HazMat label is a reference to a company that
does not exist in the Town of Windsor. The Leachate Waste Water symbol for “Taylor
& Fenn” is located on the wrong side of 291. The Leachate Waste Water symbol for
"Stanadyne Inc.” is located under the bridge of 291 and in the river. The “caruso
property” HazMat label is a reference to a company that does not exist in the Town of
Windsor.

Map 18B: The symbol for the “bristol babcock inst” HazMat label should be removed.
The Leachate Waste Water symbol for “Taylor & Fenn” is located on the wrong side
of 291. The “ashland chemical/kyova corp” HazMat label is a reference to a company
that does not exist in the Town of Windsor.

Map 19A: Question: Does the “Loomis Institute” really have a Leachate Waste Water
site in the woods? The “ability machine and tool company” HazMat label is a
reference to a company that does not exist in the Town of Windsor.

Map 19B: The “ability machine and tool company” HazMat label should be removed.
The Leachate Waste Water symbol for “The Town of South Windsor” is located in the
woods, Town officials suspect that the symbol could have something to do with
Windsor’s former Public Works Garage, which is closer to the street; James Burke,
Windsor's Economic Development Director, may have further information about this
site.

Map 20A: The “Kenyon Building” HazMat label is a reference to a company that does
not exist in the Town of Windsor. The “chestel incorporated contel ipc” HazMat label
is a reference to a company that does not exist in the Town of Windsor. The “deep
river manufacturing company” HazMat label is a reference to a company that does not
exist in the Town of Windsor.

2. There are apparent errors on other map sets of Vol. Il of the EA: Error on the
“Community Facility” (Map No. 8A): Label inaccurately states “South Windsor”...it
should state “Windsor”. Error on the “Farmland Soils” (Map No. 18A): Two labels
inaccurately state “South Windsor”...they should state “Windsor”.

4412 A

Eric

Barz,
AICP

The following questions relate to crossings shown on Dwg. No. PLN-19 “Concept Design”
—Plan, MP 39.5 to MP 41.7":

a) Do the labeled crossing gate improvements reflect existing or proposed conditions?

b) If the later, the Wilson Ave. crossing at MP 39.8 is labeled “Flashers” and does not
indicate Gates.

c) Does CTDOT or Amtrak intend to close this crossing? If a crossing is labeled “Flashers
and Gates” does that indicate that the gates will be full quad gates with median island (i.e.
meet the standard for Quiet Zone designation)?

44.13C

David

Bedell

Provide rail service to New Britain so we don't have to build the proposed busway.

33D

David

Bedell

In Wallingford, please use the historic downtown station location, perhaps creating car
overpasses or underpasses so the trains do not block car traffic.

33F

David

Bedell

I hope you will provide state-of-the-art bicycle parking facilities at all stations, like in New
Haven, and allow bicycles on all trains (hanging racks like on the new rail cars are the
best option).

4410F

David

Bedell

Include some train service extending to Northampton in the north and to NYC in the
south, to accommodate long distance travel without transfers.

4.4.10H

Barbara

Bertrand

| have a grandson that we brought to Windsor Locks to take the train to Springfield. The
station that exists is in no mans land and really needs to be moved to the center of
Windsor Locks. The economic impact for that town would be tremendous and the ripple
affect of this move would bring vibrancy to a depressed area. | would like nothing better
than to go to Windsor Locks, have lunch on a spring day at an outside restaurant and
watch the trains come and go. It would be exciting. | also have a son that lives in
Manhattan and have taken the train from the station that exists. If you haven't come in
later in the evening and had one of the lights out and the darkness it is terrible. | don't
take the train anymore because they run late and the stations location.

33B
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Scott

Bertrand

The Housing Authority of the Town of Enfield (EHA) is stakeholder in the proposed
railroad upgrades. It is our understanding that the proposed improvements to the New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield rail corridor will have a positive impact on the EHA's moderate
rental housing developments that borders both sides of the existing railroad line in
Enfield.

The EHA owns and manages 174 duplex townhouse style units of State of
Connecticut financed moderate rental housing on Green Valley Drive, Laurel Park,
Nutmeg Avenue, and Pearl Street. The Laurel Park property abuts the railroad right of
way. The area of land that our buildings occupy has specific drainage issues that we are
addressing with the civil engineering consultant firm, Weston & Sampson, (W&S). About
60% of the water runoff flowing onto our property and, through the town storm sewer
system is from adjacent properties and town road surfaces including a bordering high
school and also private lands on Nutmeg Avenue. All of this water flows to an undersized
railroad owned culvert; (C 52.92) located near the junction of Green Valley Drive and
Laurel Park. This culvert is only 24" in diameter. Weston & Sampson has determined
that the size of this culvert is grossly inadequate to handle significant storm events.

During significant storms we have observed water backing up to the degree that the
pressure has lifted storm sewer manhole covers. We often experience ponding water at
the bottom of Nutmeg Avenue where it meets Laurel Park Drive. The back yards of our
units at the lower end of the property flood with ponding water evident in many yard
areas. Weston & Sampson has determined that the EHA overall watershed calculations
for a 2 year storm event is; 53.04 cfs; a 5 year storm event is 74.26 cfs and a 10 year
storm event is 82.21 cfs. The culvert, according to Weston & Sampson, has a capacity of
only 41 cfs with a headwater elevation of 72 feet. Anything higher will flood the
backyards of our properties.

It is our understanding that culvert; C52.92 will be replaced and/or upgraded as part of
the proposed improvements. Therefore, the Housing Authority of the Town of Enfield
supports proposed upgrades to the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield rail corridor. Please
feel free to contact me should you need any additional information.

Sincerely, Scott C. Bertrand, Executive Director

33C

Kevin

Brace

Please save our Main Street and bring the platform back to the center of Town. Thank
you.

3.3B

Leonard

Brace

| am excited about the prospect of the train station moving back to the center of our town.
| believe this would be a positive move to bring our downtown back to life. Many of our
residents are talking about this in hopes that it will finally happen. Please relocate the
train station back to the center of town as it once was. Thank You, Leonard Brace

3.3B

Marsha

Brace

| fully support the relocation of the train station into town where it used to be. This is one
of the last historical landmarks we have left and we need to preserve it.

3.3B

Eric

Buhrendorf

Please run late trains at least Friday and Saturday nights.

4.4.10H

Eric

Buhrendorf

Subject: NH H S Comments and requests

Hi Mark, | have written letters to Amtrak and government leadership in towns along the
rail. | was excited to hear about this effort. | moved to Berlin in summer '10 and was
excited to find the train station as an available resource. One thing that deeply saddens
and frustrates me however is that there are no late trains running. This means Friday or
Saturday night we can't take the train into the city for dinner, theatre or cocktail hours and
get home. Please comment this to the powers that be. | think being able to have night life
on the weekends at least would take more drunk drivers off the road and boost economic
activity in the cities.

Thanks, Eric Buhrendorf — Berlin Town Council member

4410H

Margaret

Byrne

| would like to see the train stop moved to the original location, north of the Route 140
bridge. There is opposition complaining of delays crossing the bridge. However | have
heard that the loading of passengers onto forward or rear cars could alleviate that. Is that
true? Having ridden MetroNorth to NYC, there are many stations at which only certain
cars open for embarkation and disembarkation.

3.3B
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Sue

Caldon

It is my pleasure to write a letter in support of relocating the Windsor Locks Amtrak
Station from the south end of Main Street back to the heart of our downtown district. This
move will be the beginning of the revitalization of Main Street in Windsor Locks and serve
as a catalyst to build on the reputation of our town being the "Gateway to New England".
If there is anything that | can do to help facilitate the relocation of the Windsor Locks
Amtrak Station, up to and including knocking on doors to acquire petition signatures,
please let me know.

3.3B

Craig

Carr

This is needed more than ever and better rail between Springfield and Boston and is a
way overdue must.

1.1A

Chance

Carter

| was wondering if the planners of this project looked at the possibility of using Diesel
Multiple Units (DMU) to serve the New Haven-Springfield Line. From what | have
gathered, they are a good type of train to use because of the noise factor and their
efficiency and that way the electrification of the line could be put off for some time.

4.4.15A

Ann

Charbonn
eau

As a resident of town and located behind the plaza that includes newly opened CJ's
Ranch restaurant | hope every day to see improvements in the area. | believe that
moving the train station to the center of town would be the first step to improving this area
of town. There are so many old run down abandoned buildings in the area, it would be
such a boost for the town to get these cleaned up. Being on a main route | am sure the
impressions that people passing through town get are far from positive.

3.3B

Jason

Cirino

I've been a Hartford commuter for a number of years and feel the inadequate public
transportation availability and convenience has reached a boiling point. Simply, there are
just too many cars on our roads and highways. This project should be given high priority
within the state and must be completed offering new, frequent channels to our great
capitol city. This will not only benefit weekday traffic pressures, but also enable
convenient weekend visits to Hartford's entertainment, museums, and restaurants! Get
this done! Thank you

1.1A

Mr. and
Mrs.
Richard

Clark

Mr. Alexander, We are a family from Windsor Locks who are very interested in the
railroad station. We think it would add to the Main Street, and help people who need to
use the trains to get to work and hospitals and other needs in Hartford and Springfield.
We are retired and hope it can be returned to its original use.

Sincerely, Mr. and Mrs. Richard Clark

33B

Robert

Cleary

Your web site makes many claims about growth in ridership, reduction in car trips, etc.
Where can | find a copy of the economic impact analysis?

45A

Chris

Cryder

To: ConnDOT; From: Connecticut Fund for the Environment (CFE)

Re: Environmental Assessment/Environmental Evaluation for the New Haven to Hartford
to Springfield (NHHS) High Speed Intercity Rail Program; Date: 6/22/12

We are writing to express our strong support of the NHHS High Speed Intercity Rail Line.
CFE believes that there are many benefits that improving and expanding our transit
infrastructure will bring to the state; these benefits will help our economy, environment,
and most of all, our residents. There are many economic benefits associated with the
NHHS Intercity Rail Line. Construction of the rail line will create new direct jobs in the
construction industry and for engineers and planners as well as indirect jobs for those
who produce the metal and other materials needed for the project. Service on the rail line
will enable employees to get to their jobs without dependence on a car and will offer
employers a larger labor pool from which to choose. Additionally, with a growing transit
network, Connecticut has an unparalleled opportunity to develop our communities.
Transit-oriented development (TOD) is a proven economic growth strategy that combines
mixed-income housing, employment, amenities, and recreational opportunities within
close proximity to our transit stations. By doing so, Connecticut could create a housing
and commercial supply that meets the demands of the 21st century, while generating an
influx of new business that would produce new revenue to the state and local
municipalities. We appreciate the involvement of Tom Maziarz and Cmmsr. Redeker on
the Growing Connecticut Around Transit (GCAT) workgroup, and look forward to their
support of developing interagency technical resource teams to help communities
overcome the complexities of infill development, brownfield remediation, mixed-use, and
mixed-income communities. There are also many environmental benefits that will be
associated with the NHHS rail line. Affordable, efficient and reliable rail service offers an
appealing alternative to driving in a car, thus alleviating congestion on our roads and
decreasing the demand for gasoline. Less congestion also means a reduction in harmful

1.1A
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pollutants emitted into the air and a reduction in greenhouse gases. Development around
the stations to make the areas more walkable and livable will encourage residents to be
more active, to walk places instead of drive and subsequently help foster a healthier, less
sedentary lifestyle. Additionally, by including green infrastructure, low-impact
development practices, energy efficient buildings, and distributed and renewable power
generation in transit-oriented development areas, TOD has the potential to repair the
local ecology and environment. CFE is a long-time supporter of the new CTfastrak. We
learned from the CTfastrak experience that transit must be accessible to residents living
in adjacent communities. A transit system needs an organized and overall plan for
marketing and branding that includes outreach to residents along the line and to current
and future rail users. In addition, state and local economic development and planning
strategies should be integrated in order to produce strong and lasting development
activities.

Chris

Cryder

We also stress that the environmental impact of the construction and operations of the rail
line be as minimal as possible. We urge ConnDOT to review critical areas such as
stormwater runoff and to implement low-impact development (LID) standards and other
green infrastructure techniques to help offset the environmental impact of the new high-
speed rail. ConnDOT’s ongoing involvement in workshops with DEEP and LID experts to
explore improvements to CTfastrak plans has been heralded as a promising new model
of collaboration, one in which we look forward to continuing on the NH-H-S project as the
design process moves forward. We look forward to working with ConnDOT as this
exciting project moves forward. Thank you for your consideration. Karen Burnaska

Chris Cryder; Transit for Connecticut; Growing Connecticut Around Transit; CFE.

4.1A

Neal

Cunning-
ham

| strongly support moving the Windsor Locks train station to the north end of Main Street.
It is far more accessible and will be of far greater value in developing that area. Already
there is renewed interest in business property there. It is ideal for transit oriented
development.

3.3B

John

DeFran-
cesco

Rail line is absolutely vital to economic, cultural, recreational, educational development
and expansion.

2.0A

DeGray

Move up New Haven State Street Station improvements (including direct pedestrian
access to Strauss-Adler, Smoothie building in Wooster Square) to phase 2 of project.

1.3B

DeGray

As an addendum to my previous submission incorporation RailTec, please include:
Currently, a mix of single and double track exists between New Haven and Berlin.
Upgrade the current mix to double track. The same applies to the track system from
Hartford to Springfield.

1.3C

DeGray

[1] traffic congestion in Connecticut is greatest on 1-95 in New Haven and Fairfield
Counties. That's where most traffic mitigation is needed; -84 has two-thirds of the
Average Daily Traffic of 1-95. A one seat ride from Hartford County to
Stamford/Greenwich/GCT will alleviate crowding across the whole state.

2.0A

DeGray

At Berlin Junction, split the double track corridor into two parallel rail corridors from Berlin
to Hartford. For descriptive purposes, let's name the western corridor - the New Haven-
New Britain-Hartford-Springfield Line and the eastern corridor - the New Haven-
Springfield Amtrak Line. The New Haven-New Britain-Hartford-Springfield Line would
have a single track plus a multi-use bike trail between downtown New Britain and
Hartford; the New Haven-Springfield Amtrak Line would be double tracked. Move local
station stops (with the exception of Newington Junction) between Meriden and Hartford to
the New Haven-New Britain-Hartford-Springfield corridor. Those stops include Berlin and
Elmwood. The Newington Junction station would be replaced by two stations, CCSU-
Newington and Downtown New Britain. Newington Junction is poorly located because it
was specifically situated as a transfer stop for the CTfastrack and should be eliminated.

20B

DeGray

Upgrade existing freight railroad track in Windsor & Suffield that go to Bradley Airport, so
that airline passengers may have a one-seat ride to Bradley Airport.

20B
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DeGray

CTfastrack should be eliminated in the Amtrak corridor and on Newington Secondary
(Newington Junction to downtown New Britain. Sacrificing CTfastrack and replacing it
with rail service through New Britain allows for more frequent service between New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield. New overpass and bridgework that enhances grade
separation of railroad tracks from streets and roads should be retained in the Amtrak
corridor.

33D

DeGray

Add environmentally-preferred alternative in EA/EIE to current build, no build alternatives.

44.3A

DeGray

Establish an active campaign to encourage bicyclists to bike to stations, roll their bikes on
the trains and bike to destinations. Also provide high quality, sheltered (e.g. New Haven
Union Station) bike parking at train stations for those who have no need to bike on the
other end of their trip.

44.10F

DeGray

Run two parallel services south from Springfield to Hartford- New Britain - New Haven -
New York; the other as an express service south from Springfield to Hartford-Meriden—
New Haven-New York. Same services in northbound directions. These two services
should not terminate in New Haven, but continue to Stamford and Greenwich as express
trains and as soon as the dual-powered equipment (locomotives that also run on 3rd rail)
is available the trains should terminate in Grand Central Terminal (“‘GCT”)[1]. On the
New Haven to GCT segment of New Haven Springfield service create a 3-stop super
express with a 1 hour 30 minute trip time.

4410H

DeGray

Terminate New Haven-Springfield service in Northhampton-Amherst to allow for a one-
seat ride for college & university students.

4.4.10H

DeGray

To stimulate ridership, all stations should have rail accessible development (RAD) -
comprised of housing & mixed use commercial rather than parking lots. The revenue
garnered by developing these land lots now slated for subsidized parking should be
utilized to operate subsidized time-transfer bus shuttles to the stations. Also use
revenues, along with FTA safe routes to transit funding, to design complete streets in safe
routes to transit bike sheds.

4.4.101

DeGray

Bicycle touring companies and organizations are losing business because of the lack of
an adequate rail system.

458B
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Ron

DeGray

3) implementing complete, livable streets within 3-mile radius ("safe routes to transit") of
existing & planned New Haven-Springfield train stations - instead of car-first roads that
Connecticut residents suffer with today. 4) new longer platform at New Haven State
Street Station to accommodate Springfield-bound trains.

5) extending the New Haven State Street Station cross-over from State Street to the
Strauss-Adler (Smoothie) building in Wooster Square. This would significantly improve
the walkability and bikability index for New Haven State Street station.

6) Lowering & grade-separating the tracks in Wallingford & retaining the use of the
current historic Amtrak station.

7) upgrading existing freight railroad track in Windsor & Suffield that go to Bradley
Airport, so that airline passengers may have a one-seat ride to Bradley Airport.

8) inclusion of railroad tracks & station stops through downtown New Britain & Central
Connecticut State University (the 3rd largest university in Connecticut) & a 9.4-mile bike
(multi-use) trail from New Britain to Hartford. The bike trail, track & train stations would
have an approximate price tag of $75 million. This would obviate the need for the $550
million "CT Fastrack" highway, a misnomer because it is neither fast, nor has tracks.

9) termination of New Haven-Springfield service in Northampton-Amherst, which
would allow for a one-seat ride for college & university students in New Haven and the 5
Colleges in the Pioneer Valley. New Haven-Springfield is known as the Knowledge
Based Corridor - let this train service actually connect the universities and colleges.

10) that all New Haven-Springfield trains terminate in Manhattan & operate as 3-stop
super-express trains between New York & New Haven with stops in Greenwich, Stamford
& Norwalk. Please consider EA/EIE include these elements in a third environmentally-
preferred alternative that is in addition to the build, or no build scenarios currently
outlined.

Our transportation system needs to be multi-modal where rail, bicycling and
pedestrians receives the highest priority. Comparing Connecticut with other progressive
states and countries, it is shocking to see how far behind we have become. These points
have an direct and indirect effects on transportation between neighboring states, the U.S.
in general, Canada and Mexico. Please promote the above points by RailTEC.

Sincerely, Ron DeGray, 120 Cricket Lane, Glastonbury, CT 06033-1851

20B

Ron

DeGray

Dear Mr. Alexander, | absolutely support the points of Richard Stowe of RailTEC in
regard to NHHS:

1) unboxed, roll-on bicycle access onto all trains running on the New Haven-
Springfield corridor.

2) covered upside down U bicycle parking slots (think New Haven Union Station)
adjacent to all NHHS stations including the New Haven State Street Station - instead of
the car-first parking lots planners & the public have focused on to date.

4410F
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Ronald W

DeGray

g) implementing complete, livable streets within 3-mile radius ("safe routes to transit") of
existing & planned NHHS train stations - instead of car-first roads that Connecticut
residents suffer with today.

h) new longer platform at New Haven State Street Station to accommodate Springfield-
bound trains.

i) extending the New Haven State Street Station cross-over from State St. to the Strauss-
Adler (Smoothie) building in Wooster Square. This would significantly improve the
walkability and bikability index for New Haven State St. station.

j) Lowering & grade-separating the railroad tracks in Wallingford & retaining the use of
the current historic Amtrak station.

k) upgrading existing freight railroad track in Windsor & Suffield that go to Bradley
Airport, so that airline passengers may have a one-seat ride to Bradley Airport.

I) inclusion of railroad tracks & station stops through downtown New Britain & Central
Connecticut State University (the 3rd largest university in Connecticut) & a 9.4-mile bike
(multi-use) trail from New Britain to Hartford. The bike trail, track & train stations would
have an approximate price tag of $75 million. This would obviate the need for the $550
million "CT Fastrack” highway, a misnomer because it is neither fast, nor has tracks.

m) termination of New Haven-Springfield service in Northampton-Amherst, which would
allow for a one-seat ride for college & university students in New Haven and the 5
Colleges in the Pioneer Valley. New Haven-Springfield is known as the Knowledge
Based Corridor - let this train service actually connect the universities and colleges.

¢) that all New Haven-Springfield trains terminate in Manhattan & operate as 3-stop
super-express trains between New York & New Haven with stops in Greenwich, Stamford
& Norwalk.

Also consider that EA/EIE include these elements in a third environmentally-preferred
alternative that is in addition to the build, or no build scenarios currently outlined.

20B

Ronald W

DeGray

Please support the points of RailTEC: e) unboxed, roll-on bicycle access onto all trains
running on the New Haven-Springfield corridor. f) covered upside down U bicycle
parking slots (think New Haven Union Station) adjacent to all NHHS stations including the
New Haven State Street Station - instead of the car-first parking lots planners & the public
have focused on to date.

44.10F

Thomas

Deller

The City of Hartford reviewed the EA/EIE documents for the New Haven-Hartford-
Springfield Line High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail. We are pleased to see this project
moving forward and are strongly supportive of high speed rail though the City of Hartford.

1.1A

Thomas

Deller

The New Britain-Hartford Busway aka CT Fasttrack, Amtrak High Speed Rail Project and
the anticipated 1-84 Highway Viaduct replacement project essentially use the same right-
of-way. The consideration, coordination and discussion of these projects are essential to
the economic vitality of the region. We ask that better coordination among the related
projects and other City initiatives be considered and included in the report and planning
efforts going forward.

13D

Thomas

Deller

Finally the CT DOT has just committed to a study of the feasibility of relocating both the
rail and highway viaducts. The EA/EIE document commits to a 20 year life of the existing
conditions. We strongly believe that the moment to carry out this vision is within build out
of the rail project and not 20 years down the road. We look forward to working together
on these interconnected projects.

13D

Thomas

Deller

Aggregate usage estimates at Union Station are not included in the assessment of
impacts. We believe the modal split calculation between bus and rail be included in the
document. TOD and parking demand calculations scenarios and related impacts should
also be included in the report. The report refers to DOT ridership analysis for the rail line.
The City of Hartford has not received this analysis, and the regional transportation entity,
the CRCOG is also unaware of this analysis. It would be helpful going forward if such
analysis would be made available to the city and the region. The financing necessary to
create the required parking at Union Station should be the responsibility of the State of
Connecticut Department of Transportation and not the City of Hartford. Viable alternates
other than creating more surface parking under the existing viaduct exist.

4.4101

Linda

Desarro

Adding the New Haven to Springfield line just makes sense.

1.1A
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Nancy

Descri-
santis

3) New Longer platform at New Haven State Street Station to accommodate Springfield-
bound trains. 4) Extending the New Haven State Street Station cross-over from State
Street to the Strauss-Adler building in Wooster Square. This would significantly improve
the walkability and bikability index for New Haven State Street Station. Thank you for
your consideration, Nancy Decrisantis, New Hartford, CT

20B

Nancy

Descri-
santis

Dear Mr. Alexander, The following are the most important issues for consideration, as rail
advocates urgently need accommodations in order to use trains with bicycles. | consider
these the most urgent, with immediate action needed. Please include them on your
agenda. 1) Unboxed, roll-on bicycle access onto all trains running on the New Haven-
Springfield corridor. 2) Covered upside down U bicycle parking slots adjacent to all
NHHS stations including the New Haven State Street Station - instead of car-first parking
lost focused on to date. The time has come for bicycles to be taken seriously as
transportation in combination with public transportation, especially rail service.
Additionally, there are many commercial bicycle touring companies and joining these
commercial tours is near impossible unless one can take a bicycle via public
transportation. This is always a huge problem. Not allowing bicycles on trains hinders
one's access to many of these tours.

4410F

Chris

Ferrero

Moving the Windsor Locks station from its current location to the downtown area is a very
positive initiative that will help revitalize the downtown area. | strongly support this
relocation and look forward to a revitalized downtown area.

3.3B

Emily

Freed

High speed rail/mass transit is a great way to reduce carbon emissions. Please support
this project.

4411 A

Maria

Giannuzzi

| have proposed on a local news website bridging the canal next to the train station
platform and closing off River Bank Road next to the old Montgomery mill to motor vehicle
traffic wishing to access the south entrance of the canal trail. (Pedestrians and bicycles
would still be allowed as well as emergency vehicles.) Redirecting visitors with cars to
this new access point for the canal trail may obviate the need to place a barrier on Bridge
Street that may impact trucks entering Ahlstrom’s entrance. My proposal calls for a
federal, state and local (Windsor Locks) partnership to pay for the expense of
constructing the canal bridge.

13A

Maria

Giannuzzi

In support of the proposed train station platform location north of the Windsor Locks'
central business district, as part of a proposed renovation and expansion of the Windsor
Locks Commons development, Environmental Assessment Impact Evaluation for the
New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail Project

Dear Director Alexander: | wholeheartedly support the location of the planned train
station platform north of the Windsor Locks' central business district, as part of a
proposed renovation and expansion of the Windsor Locks Commons development. | am
convinced that a downtown location will be the route to renewal not only for the
community of Windsor Locks but for all of Connecticut.

I'm sure you are already aware of the economic importance of a downtown train
station not only to Windsor Locks, but all the towns of north central Connecticut. A
downtown train station platform can literally be the jumping off point for a vibrant
economic and cultural scene.

DOT has the expertise and Windsor Locks a committed leadership to overcome any
potential problems. | am confident that current thru-traffic along Main Street in Windsor
Locks will quickly adapt if the train station platform is located downtown. As you know,
there are three alternate routes including 1-91, Route 5 and Route 75 that motor vehicles
can use that will help prevent or limit any potential traffic congestion.

33B
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Maria

Giannuzzi

Downtown Windsor Locks is fortunate to have the Connecticut River next door. The
Connecticut is perhaps the most beautiful river in the Eastern United States. | have
traveled many times by train from Boston and Washington, D.C. to Windsor Locks and
have often been struck by the look of delight and wonder | see on the faces of fellow
passengers, especially children, as the train slowly crosses the Connecticut River near
King's Island and then rumbles alongside Main Street in Windsor Locks and its historic
canal. Passengers traveling by rail in the Northeast are rarely treated to such a lovely
sight. A downtown train station is a “natural” stopping place for visitors and commuters
who wish to acquaint themselves with the history, wildlife, recreational areas and
breathtaking river vistas of north central Connecticut.

Director Alexander, there is no doubt in my mind that relocating the train station
platform to our downtown area will reinvigorate the town of Windsor Locks and
surrounding communities—and when communities prosper, Connecticut prospers.
Sincerely, Maria Giannuzzi, 21 Spring Street, Apt. C-3, Windsor Locks, CT 06096

3.3B

Douglas
C.

Glazier

Subject: Windsor Locks Train Stop  Mark, | would like to expand on the WL train-stop
relocation a bit more, as there is so much history behind the change in WL Main St. area,
economically and culturally. This | can discuss with firsthand experience as | was on the
WL Redevelopment Agency during the 70's, 80's & 90's and saw much of the
reconstruction of the WL downtown area. I've also been a member of the WL Board of
Finance for the last 12 years and my term ends in 2015. Thus, | am well aware of where
the town's revenues come from and I'm always hoping new business developments, as |
know this will increase the town's revenue.

I moved to WL in 1958 as | took a job with Hamilton Standard when | was separated from
active duty in the US Army. | remember WL during those years (58-60's) and saw the
entire downtown area demolished as part of town's revitalization/ redevelopment, funded
by the federal government. Before the demolition, the downtown area was a one stop
shopping center with a gas station, drug stores, hardware stores, banks, a theater, and a
bar & grille with pool tables. Demolition took place during the late 60's & 70's and all the
businesses that were displaced never returned, except for a drugstore for a few years
that folded. Reconstruction of Main St. started in the 70's with two small shopping
complexes running along most of the downtown area. Also during the 70's and on, the
surrounding towns constructed these mega shopping complexes that had most of the WL
residents going to these shopping areas as they were made for one-stop shopping. At the
same time, this town became acclimated to having one or more cars as this became
necessary for shoppers going to the mega shopping centers. The amount, size and
variety of shops, being established in WL, was quite skimpy. Thus, the old days of Main
St. being a one-stop shopping center, was gone, and will not come back to what existed
many years ago. Then in the 80's, the WL Commons was constructed (that's the
shopping center just north of the Old Train Station at the bend), and the builder went
bankrupt as it was years before he got enough tenants to help pay the mortgage. And
that has been a problem with these three shopping centers along WL Main St., in that
there are always shop vacancies. They never get filled up as business developers do not
see a good potential for a thriving business in the WL downtown area. | also do not see
any new development taking place, in the downtown area, as there is no open land for
development. There is the large Montgomery building, on the narrow strip of land
between the WL Canal and the CT River, that was considered, on three different
occasions, for converting the building to apartments, but was turned down each time, as
not being feasible or practical. | doubt if any developer would buy that building to
demolish it and construct businesses. Regards, Douglas C. Glazier, 167 Taft Lane,
Windsor Locks, CT 06096

3.3B
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Douglas
C.

Glazier

Mark, There is not much time left to the June 22, 2012 deadline for input on the proposed
upgrades to the RR system. Would you be willing to have me stop at your office to
discuss why | believe the relocation, of the train-stop, would not trigger any economic
development in the WL Main St area. | know Steve Wawruck and Patrick McMahon have
visited your office (not sure of all the DOT personnel he met with) to make the case for
relocation of the train-stop. | don't think anyone has met with DOT personnel to discuss
another viewpoint on why the train-stop should remain at the south end of town, and |
think it's important for DOT to see another perspective. My background in WL is more
than sufficient to provide good insight on another viewpoint. | have been a member of the
WL Redevelopment Agency that was responsible for the reconstruction of the WL
downtown area.

I've also have been a member of the WL Board of Finance for the last 12 years and no
one, in town, knows better than |, the importance of economic development, as that is
where the bulk of town revenue is generated. Steve Wawruck keeps stating that the train-
stop relocation to the north area, would trigger big economic development along the
downtown area. | strongly disagree with this concept as there is NO open space, for any
economic development, along the downtown Main St. area. There is the Montgomery
Building sitting on that narrow strip of land between the Canal and the CT River, that was
turned down on 3 separate occasions for converting the building into apartments, as not
being feasible or practical, which then says what would be done with that building. There
is no good answer and no one is sure what will be done in that area that is so narrow,
making vehicle entrance and egress very inconvenient. Economic developers would not
see that area as conducive for development. It would be investing much money in an
inconvenient location.

| see no good reason to relocate the train-stop as it would NOT trigger major economic
development as professed by First Selectman Wawruck and would cause major traffic
congestion, causing much inconvenience to motorists, resulting in daily frustrations for
motorists crossing the Bridge St. bridge, which has the RR Gates. | very much hope you
would agree for me to meet at your office, this week for about an hour, to discuss the
importance of not relocation the train-stop. Please feel free to call me anytime on 860-
623-2272 or my cell phone on 860-478-0771.

Thank you. Douglas C. Glazier, 167 Taft Lane, Windsor Locks, CT 06096.

3.3B

Douglas
C.

Glazier

CRITIQUE OF CHANGING THE RR TRAIN-STOP TO THE NORTH END IN WINDSOR LOCKS

In Windsor Locks (WL), if the train-stop is relocated from its present location at the south
end of Main St., to an area in proximity to the Old Train Station at the north area of Main
St., serious traffic congestions will occur along Main St and Bridge St., making this
relocation undesirable. This congestion problem occurs as the train-stop relocation
requires the RR Gates, at Bridge St. & Main St., to drop when a train, coming from
Springfield, stops at WL. As the train approaches the proposed WL station, the Bridge St.
Gates will drop and stay down until the train has stopped, unloaded passengers, loaded
new passengers, then proceeds to start and travel past the Bridge St. Gates, whereby the
Gates will go up and vehicle traffic can proceed. CT DOT thinks this Gate down time to
be about 2.5 minutes (very optimistic) and I think it will be more like 3-4 minutes,
depending how many passengers unload & load. When this occurs, vehicles will be
backed up on Main St. going south past EIm St. Also, vehicles will be backed up on
Bridge St. all the way past Warehouse Point’s Main St., and probably further. When the
Bridge St Gates go up, imagine how long it will take these long traffic lines to clear trough
the Main St/Bridge St. intersection, considering some vehicles will have to wait for several
traffic light changes before getting through that intersection. | expect this may take up to 7
or 8 minutes for all traffic to clear through that intersection.

| experienced an interesting observation at this intersection a few months ago, as | was
on Bridge St. when the Gates dropped (I was a few cars from the Gates). Then a freight
train came through, so | timed the freight train and it was 1.5 minutes for the freight train
to clear and the Gates opened. | looked back and saw vehicles backed up to Warehouse
Point Main St. | had the green light so | proceeded across the tracks and turned left onto
Main St., WL, and | saw vehicles backed up all along Main St., and past Elm St. by 3 or 4
vehicles. That was for a Gate down time of 1.5 minutes. Can you imagine how much
further back vehicles will be stopped, with a 3 minutes Gate down time. These long traffic
lines would be most objectionable by all of us.

As already stated, with the proposed train-stop relocation to the north area, and an
estimated time of 7-8 minutes for all backed up vehicles to clear the Main St- Bridge St.
intersection, after a train goes through, can you imagine this occurring every 30-40
minutes a day, with 20 trains going through this intersection every day, when DOT has

4.4.10G
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completed the dual tracks and has all 26 trains per day become operational. We all know
this horrendous traffic congestion will be objectionable to the WL community as motorists
will avoid crossing the CT River at Bridge St. It would also cause the people of East
Windsor to avoid going into WL at Bridge St., and may have a negative impact on the
businesses on WL Main St.

Most importantly, this significant traffic congestion would be discouraging to any
prospective developers lookin+M67g to invest in construction of commercial and business
enterprises along Main St., WL. Eventually, the people of WL & E. Windsor would be
requesting the train-stop to be relocated back to the south area of town. Keeping Gate
down times to an absolute minimum can only be done with keeping the train stop in its
present location, at the south end of town. Thank you.

Jean

Glazier

To: Alexander, Mark W
Subject: Relocation of train platform in Windsor Locks, CT.

| want to comment on the above subject. |1 am very much opposed to relocating the
platform. It has been at it's current location for well over 20 years and the location is fine.
There is plenty of parking, it's right near I-91N or I-91S and Rte 159. To spend the
necessary dollars to just move it to Main Street is ridiculous when funds are needed to do
necessary things in other towns. It will be worthwhile to have a train platform in Enfield,
CT. There is no room on Main St. near the old railroad station for parking, etc.

| cannot fathom how it will benefit anyone to move the train platform. It definitely will
cause traffic problems when the gates have to stay down longer to discharge and load
passengers. | see NO BENEFIT AT ALL to the proposal to relocate the train platform. |
cannot see why a developer would consider this an asset if he could find any space on
Main St. to develop. If the thinking is that this move would benefit the development of the
old Montgomery Building, | don't agree. This building should just be torn down - to get
emergency vehicles (fire, ambulance, police, etc.) to the site is nigh impossible and if the
train platform were moved, it would make it that much worse. | hope that when all the
facts are considered, i.e. cost, need for improvements in other towns, etc.; that the train
platform will stay where it is presently. There is not need for any change.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments. My name is Lois Jean Glazier and |
have resided in Windsor Locks since the last part of 1958. Currently | reside at 167 Taft
Lane and my phone number is 860-623-2272 if you wish to discuss this. | have been
very active in Windsor Locks. | was the Executive Director of the Windsor Locks Housing
Authority for over 20 years, retiring in 1999. | have been the Clerk for the Board of
Finance on and off for 18 years or so. | have been a member of the Board of Finance
and a Selectman in Windsor Locks for a two year term. | am very active in the Windsor
Locks Congregational Church on Main Street. | feel | am very qualified to offer my
opinion on this matter and | thank you for your time.

33B

Peter

Gongola

j- There are a few places in Enfield, Connecticut where homes are very close to the
tracks especially along North and South River Streets to name a few so; are there any
plans to put into place sound barrier fences along these areas of concern to reduce the
anticipated increase in noise?

4.22A

Peter

Gongola

f. Why will the track speed rating be restricted to a 110 MPH limit when many European
nations have trains traveling at much higher speeds on rails with ratings well above that
on a regular basis?

4.4.10C

Peter

Gongola

g. Can the old and new track lines handle heavy and oversized freight trains and at
what times since there eventually is going to be 25 round trips by the commuter trains
traveling on them?

4.4.10D

Peter

Gongola

I. Will commuter parking at the rail stations be free or are fees going to be imposed on
the traveling public and if there is a fee how will it be regulated and where will the moneys
collected go towards?

44.10E

Peter

Gongola

1. Will there be security scanning implementation at all rail stops to keep passengers
safe on the trains as well as to reduce, prevent or deter any free and easy infiltration of
weapons, drugs and criminal elements from ending up into the streets of any town or city
along the commuter rail route?

4.4.13B

Peter

Gongola

k. Who will own, manage and secure the rail stations as well as the parking around
them?

4.4.13B
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Peter

Gongola

m. As traffic usage increases on all these tracks then please provide some details as
to how maintenance will be improved from past practices which will prevent bridges,
culverts, rail beds, etc., to decay into a state of disrepair and keep the lines fully
operational? Thank You.

4.4.13B

Peter

Gongola

h. Since the New Haven to Springfield Commuter Rail line will start with old broken
down and so called refurbished outdated Diesel engines borrowed from the shoreline
system then when will new modern electric locomotives be put into service here on this
route?

44.15A

Peter

Gongola

i. Please explain how commuter rail service will be managed to pay for itself and stay
solvent and sustainable at any duration?

45A

Aaron

Goode

| am concerned about additional trains in this corridor running on diesel fuel. New Haven
is considered an environmental justice community by the state of Connecticut because of
its combination of heavy pollution and socio-economic deprivation. Residents are
subjected to pollution from two interstate highways, a sludge incinerator, a major regional
port with diesel traffic, multiple cement batching facilities, transfer stations, and chemical
manufacturers. 20% of New Haven children have asthma, the highest rate in the state.
We cannot bear the burden of any increased toxic air emissions. Aaron Goode, New
Haven Environmental Justice Network

42.1A

Ariana

Habib

I think this project is a good thing, especially for commuters who do not have access to a
car or cannot drive due to disability related reasons. | would like to see if any of the stops
will connect to Universities (CCSU, Naugatuck Valley, University of Hartford, UCONN
Hartford Campus, etc.) and major workplaces in those areas that attract a lot of jobs. That
may have even more appeal for people like me who have even more difficulty finding a
job because of a disability.

4.4.10 A

George

Haikalis

Dear Mr. Alexander: Please include the attached letter to Governor Malloy in the record
on the Environmental Assessment/ Environmental Impact Evaluation of the New Haven-
Hartford-Springfield Rail project.

Sincerely, George Haikalis, President, INSTITUTE FOR RATIONAL URBAN MOBILITY,
INC. June 13, 2012,

Governor Dannel P. Malloy, State Capitol, 210 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, CT 06106
Dear Governor Malloy: Re: Commuter Rail Yes, Busway No

Your leadership in securing resources to restore the double-track rail line between
Springfield and New Haven for new regional rail service as well as for enhanced Amtrak
intercity passenger service is most welcome. The Interstate 91 corridor is seriously
congested and continued over-reliance on motor vehicles for travel will only lead to
further deterioration of the environment and curtailed economic development.

However, your strong support of the Hartford-New Britain busway is inconsistent with this
regional rail plan. The $567 million busway duplicates the rail investment for half of its
ten mile route. A much better plan would be to restore, rather than pave over, the
remaining five mile segment of disused railroad from Newington to New Britain. Regional
rail service could then use the upgraded rail line from Hartford to Newington with its two
intermediate stations and continue on a restored rail line to downtown New Britain. An
intermediate station near the Central Connecticut State University campus would provide
an appealing new travel options for students and faculty. A subsequent phase would be
to upgrade the existing rail line from New Britain to Bristol and eventually to Waterbury.

A Hartford-New Britain rail service will provide an important new economic stimulus for
development in the historic core of New Britain. Bus service is already available, but has
shown little appeal to motorists. While busways may be important in some corridors
where rail service is not feasible, this is not the case in this instance. Extension of the
planned upgraded rail service avoids the wasteful duplication of resources and provides a
really appealing travel option. Furthermore, the costly conversion of this rail corridor to a
little-used busway will almost certainly lead to pressure to add other motor vehicles to the
traffic stream, further encouraging highway-induced sprawl. ~ The Institute for Rational
Urban Mobility, Inc. (IRUM) is a NTC-based non-profit concerned with reducing motor
vehicular travel in dense urban areas.

Sincerely, George Haikalis, President, IRUM

33D

N. Tery

Hall

Operation Concern; Amtrak is moving to E-ticketing this summer. The interface to Amtrak
at New Haven must allow for this.

20C
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Rosemary

Hogan

My husband and I live in Windsor Locks and support the relocation of the existing train
station to the new proposed location. We feel this will be an economic stimulus for
downtown Windsor Locks and cannot help but add a more positive image to the
transportation link planned for the train and Bradley airport. This opportunity will not
come up again - please move forward on this resolution. Thanks very much,

Rosemary Hogan

3.3B

Carol

Joyal

| am in total support of relocating the train station to the center of town, a more
convenient area compared to where it is currently located. This relocation of the train
station would offer endless possibilities for growth and one cannot argue how important
growth is to our current economy. Looking forward to this much needed endeavor for the
town of Windsor Locks!

3.3B

Alan

Kaiser

| wish to state that | fully approve of the high speed rail program and wish to see it
move along without delay.

| also would like to state that | do not approve of the location for the Meriden Train
Station and Platforms. | believe that a better location would be north of the present
station next to State Street Extension. There is a westbound exit and eastbound
entrance ramp directly off of I-691. The railroad's right of way and property is large
enough for a new station to be built with possibly three tracks, North, South and a passing
track in the middle. On Colony street there is an west bound entrance to 1-691 and
access to the platforms and stations could be had from Colony Street. There is also
plenty of space for parking in the area.

The biggest advantage of having the station there is when there is a train or trains at
the station, no street crossings would be block by gates. The closest street that crosses
the tracks, Camp Street is has a bridge that goes over the right of way. Thank you for
considering my request. Alan (Al) Kaiser

4.410B

Martha

Klein

This project obliterates a family business on the corner of Newfield and Flatbush
Avenues, which has been in my family for decades. Your plans are built on top of the
Standard Paper Co./The Party Shop, as though the business were not even there. This is
typical behavior from CTDOT. Your arrogance is only overshadowed by the
incompetence of your planning. THIS IS WAR. Are Hartford businesses an endangered
species? We need to be protected from you.

44.3A

Pat

Kuszik

Dear Mr. .Alexander, It is very exciting to hear of the possible move of the train platform in
our town to the downtown area of Windsor Locks. | have lived in Windsor Locks for 47
years and the downtown area has gone from a very busy community to a very bleak and
deserted one. There are many stores in this downtown area that could benefit greatly
from this move. It would also encourage investors and entrepreneurs to see our town in a
new light. It would also generate travelers coming and going and perhaps taking some
time to have a cup of coffee and do a little shopping and enjoying Connecticut’s small
home town flavor. Right now, the present platform is a generic parking lot that is a
distance from our downtown area. | have recently discovered the convenience and VERY
reasonable cost of train travel considering the cost of gas . Let's encourage commuter
travel by train instead of gridlock. | encourage you to see this move as a very positive
one for our town of Windsor Locks. Sincerely.

33B

John

Lennon

It amazes me how this town for 30 or so years has ignored the welfare of commuters and
their staging areas in the south end of town and yet remains an uncanny devotion to
group of long unused, impractical commercial and industrial eyesores in our former
downtown area. With that mouthful said, | think my position is understood that we should
tear down the 18th century eyesores and build up our assets in the south end.

3.3B

Amy

Mackey

Please move the train platform to the center of Main Street. This move would revitalize
our town and make our Main Street once again something to be proud of.

3.3B

Ruth N

Martinez

| give you my full support. In my family we have been waiting for this project to become a
reality. We cannot wait! Please tell us when you planning to have it completed. Also,
what is the projected price. Thank you.

11A

Brendan

Maurer

Briefly reviewing the EA, it confirms the need and demand for the North Haven station.
Also the maps show no new lines need to be constructed between New Haven and North
Haven, only renovations. Consideration should be given to funding the North Haven
station construction to provide an immediate benefit to commuters in the overly
congested New Haven area.

3.3A
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Lee

McKinney

Can't wait to be able to take the train from Berlin. | am anxious to see quicker progress.

1.1A

Joseph

Michael

No need for "high-speed" rail; the stations are too close together. A "regular speed" rail
line that stopped at Bradley is a good idea. To have a reliable alternative to driving to the
airport would be nice.

Please, forget the "high speed" element. The trains have to accelerate before they can
travel at speed, and then they have to slow down again. The distances involved are too
short to make the incremental extra investment for "high speed" over "regular speed."
Just getting a "regular speed" rail to Bradley would be more than enough!!

20A

Amy

Morales

Please move the rail platform to Main Street. It would add to our Town's revitalization
efforts.

3.3B

Sondra

Morrissey

Please have several trains from Windsor Locks for convenient day trips to NYC and
Boston.

There's currently only one option for direct travel to Penn Station in NYC. Missing that
one train, either way, creates a nightmare. | used to live along Metro North
(Poughkeepsie, NY and then Milford, CT). | LOVED all the direct train options into NYC!
It was such a relaxing, stress-free way to frequently visit NYC. PLEASE, PLEASE,
PLEASE create train travel from Windsor Locks to Boston. Break Peter Pan's monopoly
on commuter travel to Boston!!! It's ridiculous that there are no train options from
Springfield to Boston!!! A train day trip to Boston is literally impossible!!!

Windsor Locks is a convenient and safe area for me to park. Having to park in
Springfield, or travel & park in New Haven are deterrents. | just don't feel safe in either
location. Having to drive all the way to New Haven defeats the point of commuter travel.

4410H

Mary

Mushinsky
Represent
ative

Re: Public Meetings

| fully support the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High Speed Rail project. More
frequent rail transportation will reduce congestion on 1-91 and enhance the downtown
Wallingford commercial and residential area. | expect the new service will bring young
professional works to the downtown area.

11A

Mary

Mushinsky
Represent
ative

While the Judd Square Station site would be close to my home, and therefore personally
desirable, my constituents have expressed some fear of traffic harming their children at
the bus pull-in. If you select Judd Square, please use fencing to protect pedestrians of
the Judd Square complex. The Town Council prefers North Cherry Street to avoid
construction of a parking garage and to keep Ward Street open for emergency vehicles to
cross the tracks when train is in the station.

33E

Eileen M.

ONeill

I am in favor of this mode of transportation for the north/south corridor of CT as long as it
is environmentally sound in construction and design. | would like to review the materials
prior to the decision making deadline of June 22, 2012. Where may | access these?
Please advise. E ONeill

41A

Norm

Oney

| am strongly in favor of relocating the Windsor Locks train stop back to the center of town
where it belongs.

One of the reasons for moving the train platform is security. The location of the present
platform does not give me a great sense of security; especially when dark. The most
important reason | feel is to reconnect the train to the town. Our little town desperately
needs some main street activity and | believe moving the train stop back to the town will
be a positive step to bring about more activity on main street.

33B

Adele

Patterson

My comment is that the proposed rail connections will be of great benefit to the people of
Connecticut. In my family, the environmental impact would be to remove one commuter
auto on a daily drive from W. Hartford/Hartford to New Haven--where the commuter rides
the RR on to Stamford. We moved to the Hartford area due to the lack of practical rail
commute for me from Fairfield/Bridgeport to Hartford area. In my opinion, a proper rail
connection would make CT feel like the small state it is; driving our overcrowded roads
deters economic activity.

20A
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Morris

Pedersen

Safety is a major concern | have. Unless tracks are elevated where you can drive under
them, | don't see how a high speed rail system can work here with numerous crossings
that need upgrades and that becomes costly in more ways than one. Elevating tracks
may sound extreme, like a monorail system, but it requires less real-estate, travelling
above the old rails. This means the crossing upgrades are avoided. There's also less rail
maintenance. This will eliminate accidents and reduce down time, making it work more
efficient. If it can work for rollercoasters, it can work for a rail system, so it may not be as
crazy as my idea seems. It elevates the train, so it brings it out of harms way eliminating
accidents. | feel this is the long term solution to travel that should be considered.

4.4.13B

Morris

Pedersen

The current rail system is outdated when compared to European Rail Systems. The
number one issue is; it's not affordable for most people at the current time. With proposed
improvements, costs are expected to rise, so how many will ride the rails when there's
cheaper alternatives for travel? Although, it's a time saver to ride the high speed rails,
what can be done to make riding the rail more affordable for more riders? If not many ride
the rails now, due to the cost factor, how many will ride when it becomes more
expensive?

45A

Vic

Puia

As a past First Selectman, there is no doubt in my mind that moving of the train station
stop back to the center of our Main Street will become the catalyst for the development
and revitalization of our entire Main Street area. Our development of the old Montgomery
Mill into retail and commercial space could result in our becoming a shopping destination,
and increase ridership on the trains in this area. It would be a win /win for the town, the
state, and Amtrak. Let's get this done!

3.3B

David

Ragion

| strongly support this project, along with the idea of moving the train station in Windsor
Locks back to its downtown area from its current location south of town. The current
location is isolated and separated from the town itself. Movement of the station would
encourage more people to use the rail lines. Its current location is uninviting and
desperate. Bringing the station back downtown where it once resided will encourage
more use and incorporate the rail line with the town again.

3.3B

john

Richardson

Very excited to see project making progress! Can't wait to have alternate transportation
option to and from work in Windsor Locks.

3.3B

James

Roache,
Jr.

As noted on the web site I'm writing to state my support to relocate the Windsor Locks
AMTRAK train platform from its present location, down by 1-91, to the north end of Main
Street, Windsor Locks. | firmly believe in mass transit, and the relocation of the platform,
and the resulting economic activity in that part of town, will only enhance the efforts to
promote rail travel, and support an additional method of access to Bradley International.

3.3B

James

Roche Jr.

| attended the hearing at Asnuntuck last week and listened to Mr. Glazier's comments.
Years ago, when train traffic was in its heyday, the bridge intersection could experience
delays, but no one objected. Now, there is an alternate route over the river on the Coffin
Bridge. | use this often when | know the freight train may be coming through. Residents
on both sides of the river will do this as they come to know the train schedules. | feel the
comments about traffic problems are blown out of proportion, not to mention with the
station platform on the south end there hasn't been any development of Main Street
anyway. | fully support the relocation of the train platform to the north end of Windsor
Locks and the restoration of the Historic Train Station.

Thank you. James F. Roche Jr.

3.3B
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James F.

Roche, Jr.

Dear Mr. Alexander, I'm writing to express my support for the relocation of the Windsor
Locks Train Platform from its present location, south of Windsor Locks center, to the
location designated just north of the Historical Train Station. | firmly believe in mass
transit. Furthermore | firmly believe that the relocation of the train platform and the
renovation of the Historic Train Station will be the catalyst for economic development in
the town of Windsor Locks. The high speed rail system is only the beginning for a mass
transit system that is long overdue. | envision even more mass transit projects in the
destination towns and cities that will allow people to work, shop, and visit various
businesses throughout the state. | envision rail travel to Windsor Locks, where a shuttle
will take passengers to Bradley International. Imagine being able to travel from Stamford
to Windsor Locks and catch a plane to anywhere in the country, or overseas, and be able
to leave your car at home. He town of Windsor Locks has long awaited the opportunity to
begin rebuilding our Main Street area, and to compliment the efforts being made to
enhance air travel. We are looking forward to a favorable decision regarding the platform
relocation, and to begin the process of developing Main Street, making it the vibrant place
it once was. Sincerely, James F. Roche Jr.

3.3B

Robin

Roncari

Subject: Train Station in Windsor Locks

Dear Mr. Alexander, Please consider very carefully the need to move the train platform
from its present location, on the outskirts of town, to Main Street. The present location is
isolated, dark, out of the way, and not conducive for people traveling with bags with no
one to pick them up or drop them off. If the station were closer to the main hub, where
stores, phones, banks are more accessible it would be much more "people/traveler
friendly.” The old train station has been an eyesore for too many years now. We need to
fix it up, make it a viable option for economic growth and development for Windsor Locks.
Having the line stop in the main part of town would, in my opinion, make people more apt
to use the train as it would be visible, they would see the convenience and view public
transportation as part of daily life rather than some out of the way thing that doesn't
concern them. Moving the platform, for that is all that it is, a platform to stand on while
one waits for his/her train, to a real station in the business area sends a message from
Amtrak and the town; "we are here to serve your needs, show you how this can work for
you." Let's bring out of hiding this platform and transform the rail line into a living,
breathing option for travelers from not just Windsor Locks but surrounding towns, not on
the line. Thank you for your time and effort in this very important matter.

3.3B

Christian

Schaub

| am a strong supporter of this project and think that improved rail service (commuter and
medium-distance) will be a great benefit to our communities - improving economic
development, the environment, and quality of life. This is a great investment!

1.1A

John

Seiffer

I'm in favor of the high speed rail. While there might be some environmental impact that is
negative, there is also the positive impact of more people using mass transit and fewer
cars being used. | hope your report addresses this.

4411 A

Daniel

Silver

Your decision to specifically include my site in your report will have a deleterious effect on
my business and my property-and this without your having any reasonable idea how
soon-or if-funding will be approved. | urge you to replace my site in your report with a
general statement indicating your objective to build a rail station close to one of the two
busway stations. The stigma that would be left if you don't adjust your report might last
for years, impacting on my ability to sell, lease or develop this site.

44.3A

Aimee

Sixt

Hi. My name is Aimee Sixt. | live on Spier Ave in Enfield CT. | have a few questions and
comments. My house is one home away from the current rail line. My neighbors and | are
concerned about the noise impact to our neighborhood and whether we will be part of the
quiet zone.

422A

Aimee

Sixt

There are currently some trees and brush between our homes and the track blocking
view of passing trains that we would prefer not be cut down. Will we be notified if the
landscaping along the tracks and our homes will be altered?

44.6 A

Aimee

Sixt

There is a fence along the end of Spier Ave, it is an old chain link that only runs the length
of the road. There is no fence next to some of the property along the tracks, will you be
upgrading the old fencing? Thank you for your time.

4.4.13 A
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Steve

Sorrow

RAILROAD REBUID REQUESTS.

Five points to be made at the hearing Wednesday evening:

1. Move Windsor Locks Station to North Main Street. The Friends will fix the turn table
to be a secondary entrance to the Windsor Locks Canal Trial. People and bike
accessible.

3.3B

Steve

Sorrow

2. Add a new curve to connect to the Main Line to Bradley without backing up spur.
3. Build a bike-hike trail on same piers as the train bridge across the river — Suffield —
Enfield. The bridge is the key to a trail loop from Rt. 140 at the canal bank, up the trail
and returns the Rt. 140. The next trail extension will be from the RR Bridge to Rt. 190
bridge and return along the Canal Trail to Rt. 140 or Windsor Locks Train station.

5. Build a one way bridge from T'ville to Burbank Street in East Suffield to service
moderate rental and purchase housing for commuter clientele. East Suffield has many
moderate priced rents that would allow easy access to the rail station in T'ville- hike-bike
& golf cart.

20B

Steve

Sorrow

4. All commuter trains to have easy load/unload of bicycles.

44.10F

Michael

Sprintz

| believe this a very noble project, with good intentions. However I'm not quite sure
you're going about it the right way. The real benefit of this project would be if the line is
re-electrified to provide a one seat ride to and from Grand Central Terminal. The benefits
of that alone would be enough to boost economic prospects of New York, Connecticut
and Massachusetts.

People need alternatives Amtrak, especially when it comes to commuters and believe
there's significant ridership to be gained especially between Hartford and New York. |
urge you to consider this in your plans.

44.15A

Donna

Starkey

| hope that the decision to relocate the Train Platform in Windsor Locks will be a yes. |
feel the town needs this boost to bring some life to it again. The historical train station will
be near the Platform and will complement it. Where the Platform is located now is too
remote, | feel safety is an issue.

3.3B

Stephan

Starkey

Locating the train platform to town center: Better Individual Security than location near |-
91. Potential for new business on main street. A better location for Rail to Bradley IAP
connection. Windsor Locks town residents are for the change in station locations.

3.3B

Richard

Stowe

Move up New Haven State Street Station improvements (including direct pedestrian
access to Strauss-Adler, Smoothie building in Wooster Square) to phase 2 of project.

1.3B

Richard

Stowe

Currently, a mix of single and double track exists between New Haven and Berlin.
Upgrade the current mix to double track. The same applies to the track system from
Hartford to Springfield.

13C

Richard

Stowe

[1] traffic congestion in Connecticut is greatest on 1-95 in New Haven and Fairfield
Counties. That's where most traffic mitigation is needed; -84 has two-thirds of the
Average Daily Traffic of 1-95. A one seat ride from Hartford County to
Stamford/Greenwich/GCT will alleviate crowding across the whole state.

2.0A

Richard

Stowe

At Berlin Junction, split the double track corridor into two parallel rail corridors from Berlin
to Hartford. For descriptive purposes, let's name the western corridor - the New Haven-
New Britain-Hartford-Springfield Line and the eastern corridor - the New Haven-
Springfield Amtrak Line. The New Haven-New Britain-Hartford-Springfield Line would
have a single track plus a multi-use bike trail between downtown New Britain and
Hartford; the New Haven-Springfield Amtrak Line would be double tracked. Move local
station stops (with the exception of Newington Junction) between Meriden and Hartford to
the New Haven-New Britain-Hartford-Springfield corridor. Those stops include Berlin and
Elmwood. The Newington Junction station would be replaced by two stations, CCSU-
Newington and Downtown New Britain. Newington Junction is poorly located because it
was specifically situated as a transfer stop for the CTfastrack and should be eliminated.

20B

Richard

Stowe

Upgrade existing freight railroad track in Windsor & Suffield that go to Bradley Airport, so
that airline passengers may have a one-seat ride to Bradley Airport.

20B
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Richard

Stowe

CTfastrack should be eliminated in the Amtrak corridor and on Newington Secondary
(Newington Junction to downtown New Britain. Sacrificing CTfastrack and replacing it
with rail service through New Britain allows for more frequent service between New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield. New overpass and bridgework that enhances grade
separation of railroad tracks from streets and roads should be retained in the Amtrak
corridor.

33D

Richard

Stowe

Add environmentally-preferred alternative in EA/EIE to current build, no build alternatives.

44.3A

Richard

Stowe

Establish an active campaign to encourage bicyclists to bike to stations, roll their bikes on
the trains and bike to destinations. Also provide high quality, sheltered (e.g. New Haven
Union Station) bike parking at train stations for those who have no need to bike on the
other end of their trip.

44.10F

Richard

Stowe

Run two parallel services south from Springfield to Hartford- New Britain - New Haven -
New York; the other as an express service south from Springfield to Hartford-Meriden—
New Haven-New York. Same services in northbound directions. These two services
should not terminate in New Haven, but continue to Stamford and Greenwich as express
trains and as soon as the dual-powered equipment (locomotives that also run on 3rd rail)
is available the trains should terminate in Grand Central Terminal (“‘GCT")[1]. On the
New Haven to GCT segment of New Haven Springfield service create a 3-stop super
express with a 1 hour 30 minute trip time.

4410H

Richard

Stowe

Terminate New Haven-Springfield service in Northhampton-Amherst to allow for a one-
seat ride for college & university students.

4.4.10H

Richard

Stowe

To stimulate ridership, all stations should have rail accessible development (RAD) -
comprised of housing & mixed use commercial rather than parking lots. The revenue
garnered by developing these land lots now slated for subsidized parking should be
utilized to operate subsidized time-transfer bus shuttles to the stations. Also use
revenues, along with FTA safe routes to transit funding, to design complete streets in safe
routes to transit bike sheds.

4.4.101

Brian

Tang

This project is one of the most exciting public works projects | can remember. | can't wait
for the day it opens. If bicycles are allowed, the operation of this rail line would
significantly expand the region to which | could feasibly commute (I do not know how to
drive). This is important to me, as a young adult, fresh out of college, interested in sticking
around New Haven long-term, but by necessity casting a wide net for employment. | know
of firms who could benefit from hiring a Yale College graduate with a degree in
Environmental Studies and extensive knowledge of urban transportation planning, but
where | will not even bother to apply because commuting without a car would not
currently be an attractive option. The opening of this line, if bicycles are allowed, will
definitely improve the economic prospects of people like me and make people like me
more likely to want to stay in New Haven after graduating.

11A

Ted

Tofil

20A

Rebecca

Townsend

| strongly support the New Haven Hartford Springfield rail line. As founder and former
president of the Pioneer Valley Advocates for Commuter Rail, | learned about the
thousands of people who are tired of waiting for real rail travel in our region. We're tired
of traffic. We're tired of pollution. We're tired of zero economic growth.

This rail line would bring much needed economic development to our region, increase
options for travelers, and reduce traffic congestion....and reduce automobile air pollution.
I live on a street that overlooks 1-91. | can hear an occasional train. It would be
wonderful to hear more trains and fewer cars. Sincerely, Rebecca M. Townsend

11A

Nancy

Urbschat

| fully support this game-changing project.

1.1A

Anna

Vaillancou
rt

Thank you for adding me to your email list. Please let me know how | can support your
efforts for this worthwhile project.

11A
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Steven

Wawruck

As a resident and as First Selectman of the Town of Windsor Locks | am in favor of
relocating the Train Platform back to the center of Town. As a result of a formal Master
Plan Study of the Main Street corridor the number one catalyst to revitalize the downtown
business district is to bring the train stop back to the center of Town. This would be the
catalyst to spur economic development with store fronts that are now vacant becoming
vibrant and people actually walking on Main St from store front to store front and doing
business in Town as it was forty years ago. This opportunity should not be squandered as
we will never get another opportunity to correct the ills of the past. Job growth will be a
result of this move. We have already experienced a restaurant opening, inquiries into two
vacant buildings and other inquiries of the vacant mill building as result of the news that
was just released in the last couple days. Move the platform back to the center of town for
the economic benefit of the Town, the region and the State. Thanks for allowing me to
comment.

3.3B

Jason

Zheng

Parking Lots do not make Livable Communities

The NHHS Rail project is an incredible opportunity for Connecticut to address many
challenges facing the auto-oriented suburban landscape of Connecticut: vehicle
congestion, high cost of living (rising gas prices and expensive housing), stretched
municipal finances, and the flight of young people (and their knowledge and talent) as
they move away to other states. These are all important issues the State will face in the
coming decades, but the success of the NHHS Rail in addressing these challenges
ultimately depends on the redevelopment efforts surrounding the new train stations.

The concepts of transit-oriented development, smart growth, and livable communities
are prominent in national dialogue (especially due to the HUD-DOT-EPA Interagency
Partnership), but | feel that there is still sometimes a mismatch between practitioners,
state officials, and local officials. | believe this is evident in some of the train station plans.

The most successful train stations will be those in livable and walkable communities.
The streets should be lined with storefronts and apartments. Some parking is necessary,
but the real boost to ridership will come from existing and anticipated development. The
new train stations will generate economic growth and investment, but the redevelopment
needs to be done in a concerted effort with train station design.

A stand-alone train station with hundreds of parking spaces will not help Connecticut’s
future. Such a train station would still require people to drive to the station, encourage
additional suburban development, generate more demand for parking, result in more
parking construction, and the cycle repeats. A train station surrounded by parking lots is
not transit-oriented development but rather more akin to a park and ride commuter lot.

For examples, look to the Milford and the Branford Train Stations. The Milford Train
Station is in a walkable downtown area with many nearby homes, businesses, and mixed-
use buildings. The Branford Train Station must be driven to, has no nearby substantial
development, and required expanding the parking lot.

My suggestions:

e. Design the parking lots in a manner that will leave space for potential future mixed-
use development along the street front. Essentially, the parking lots should have minimal
street frontage. Parking should be tucked away in the back so that the walk to the train
station is attractive and inviting for pedestrians. (The West Hartford stop feels like a park-
and-ride lot because there are no amenities or nearby buildings, and the Berlin stop even
has some street front shops torn down for parking lots).

f. Use “phased in” parking for all the stations. Currently, the idea to “phase in”
additional parking is only for the New Haven and Hartford stations. This concept should
be applied to all the stations.

g. Really encourage TOD by engaging in a dialogue with towns, regional MPO'’s,
property owners, and other stakeholders. Some results of this dialogue could lead to
updates to long-range plans and POCD'’s, the use of TOD overlay zones, the
development of master plans/concept plans for “TOD villages.” While some practitioners
understand what TOD is, there are still many others that believe TOD means surrounding
the train station with parking lots.

The need for denser mixed-use and transit-oriented development is not only
beneficial for ridership along the rail corridor, but also addresses critical local and state
issues. Denser development grows the tax base for municipalities without increasing the
financial burden of town services (e.g.: more school bus coverage, fire/police coverage
areas, road maintenance, etc). This style of development will also help the State retain
and attract young people and their skills (this generation of young adults is more
interested in active urban lifestyles with access to high-quality transit).

This project is to support the knowledge corridor of Connecticut/Massachusetts. If the
State wants to keep these talented individuals in the area, the State needs to support and

4.4.101
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build the places that young people want to live in.
Also, please note that many of these ideas are not limited to the NHHS Rail Project
but are applicable to the New Britain-Hartford Bus Rapid Transit project as well.
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4. Testimony from Public Hearings Keyed to Responses
Three Public Hearings were held for the project.

e June 7,2012 at New Britain, CT
e June 13, 2012 at Enfield, CT
e June 14, 2012 at North Haven, CT

The transcripts from each of those meetings are attached. Each comment made by the speaker is responded to
as annotated or keyed to a response in “2. Summary of Public Comments and Responses”. The numerical
portion of the response number references the portion of the EA to which it applies.
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HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JOHE 7, 2012

Werbatim proceedings of a hearing
before the S5tate of Connecticut, Department of
Transportation, in the matter of Environmental
hssessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation for the New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High Spesd, Intercity

Passenger Rail Proiject, held on June 7, 2012.

MR. ROBERT IEE: Good evening, ladies and
gentlemen. My names is Robert W. Ike from the Connecticut
Department of Transportation, and I will serve as ths
moderator for tonight’s public hearing.

I'd like to introduce the individuals, who
ars here this evening to make presentations and listen to
Yyour comments and concerns.

Mr. Mark Alexander, Transportation
Assistant Planning Director of the Department’s O0ffice of
Envircnmental Planning, and Mr. John Bernick,
Transportation Supervising Engineer of the Department’s
Office of Facilities Design.

We also have Mr. Steve Degan from the
Office of Rights of Way. He's available to answer your

rights of way cuestions.

POST REFPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) ZeZ2-4102
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HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JOHE 7, 2012

We have Mr. Steve DelPapa, Supervising
Planner, also from the Office of Environmental Planning.
We also hawve our consultants. I don't want to be remiss.
Parsons Brinckerhoff. Could the staff please stand?
Thevy're here in their professional capacity. Thank wyou.

End we also have C.D.M.-5mith. Can wvou
please stand in vour professional capacity? These are
the professionals we have here to answer and listen to
your comments and concerns.

We are meeting with you this evening in
order to discuss the Department’s Environmental
Assessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation for the New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High Spesd, Intercity
Passenger Rail Project, 5tate Project No. 170. HNote that
for the record. HMNote that for the record. State Project
Mo. 170-22%¢.

End, also, I don't want to be remiss. We
have our technicians from the Connecticut Department of
Transportation. Gentlemen, please wave. They're in the
back. They're doing a recording.

I would like to emphasize that no final
decision has been made on the document. That is why we
ars here this evening, to gather your input, in order to

help us reach a final decision.

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) ZeZ2-4102
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HERRING RE: INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT
JUNE 7, 2012

the presenters. I will, then, moderate the hearing as we
listen ©O ¥our comments.

For your information, our presentations
should take approximately 20 to 25 minutes to complete.

My intent is to conduct a fair and orderly
hearing tonight, by following a particular format. We
would appreciate wour patience during my remarks, as well
as the presentations that follow, by holding your remarks
and comments until this porticn of the hearing has been
completed.

We will be happy to remain here this
evening until everycne has had a reasonable opportunity
to speak.

Experience has shown that audible
recordings can cnly be made if the person making a
statement uses the microphone connected to the recording
equipment. Microphones have besn set up. If you wish to
maks a statement, please come to the microphons after I
read your nams from the speaker sign-up sheet.

Please introduce wourself, and, if you are
representing an organization, please give its name, as
well., If you didn*t sign up to speak and a question
comes to mind, fesl free to raise your hand, and I will

be happy to recognize you after I go through the speaker

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102
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1 sign-up sheet.

2 For those individuals, who have prepared a
3 statement, vou may read it into the record if you so

4 desire, however, i1f the statement is lengthy, vou are

=] asked to offer a written copy of the statement for the

] record and give a brief summary of its contents.

7 Such attachments to the record carry as

g much weight as the transcribed werbal testimony received

] here tonight when the tranacript is reviewed.

10 If yvou wish to speak this evening, we have
11 a sign-up sheet at the entrance to the room. There iz a

12 three-minute time limit con all first-time speakers.

13 There will be no yielding of your tims to other speakers.
14 Your time is for your own comments.

15 If, after all first-time speakers hawve

la finished, anyone would like the opportunity to speak

17 again, a reasonables amount of time will be allotted for

1B this purpose.

14 Anyone, who wishes to present wWritten

20 corments for the pubklic hearing record, should give them
21 to me before the end of tonight’'s hearing.

22 Ba a result of informaticn that you might
23 learn at tonight's hearing, vou may wish to make

4 additional comments on the EA/ETE document. Written

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102
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statements or exhibits concerning it can be mailed to the
attention of Mr. Mark W. Alexander, Transportaticn
Assistant Planning Director, P. ©. Box 31754&¢, Newington,
Connecticut, 06131-7546.

This information is available in the
handouts, which you should have received when you entered
the room tonight.

The deadline for receipt of comments on
the EA/EIE is June 22, 2012. Written statements or
exhibits must be postmarked by this date and must be
reproducikle in black and white on not larger than =ight
and a half by ll-inch paper.

This information will be made part of the
public hearing record and will be considered in the sams
regard as oral arguments.

At this point, I will turn the podium over
to Mr. John Bernick, who will give the project overview.
Mr. Bernick will be followed by Mr. Alexander, who will
give the overview of the EASEIE. Mr. Bernick?

ME. JOHN BEBNICK: Thank wou. I want to
give a quick overview of the service and the improvements
that we have planned and a little bit of background cn
the projesct.

Historically, the New Haven to Springfield

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102
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rail corridor carried much more traffic than it does
today.

Back in the glory davs of rail, there were
Z2 trains a day that ran up and down this corridor. HNHow,
only six daily round trip trains. There's only capacity
for the six daily round trip trains that travel now, and
that’'s largely dus to the fact that a lot of the rail
infrastructurs was taken up back in the 1980s.

Our program goal is to make a rebirth of
rail service on this corridor. We're looking for
enhanced regional service that accommodates both commuter
and inner-city trawvel, and it's going to be a blended
service.

We call it a high-speed, inner-city
regicnal service, because, by boosting the inner-city
trains, there's capacity there for people, who need to
make a shorter length trip to do that, and then we'll
adjust the fares accordingly, 5o that you'll pay about
what you would pay for a normal trip length on Metro
North serviece, for inatance, if you were traveling juat
to New Hawven.

Of course, on the same rail corridor, vyou
can travel single-seat down to Penn Station,

Philadelphia, Washington, D.C. on the Emtrak service.

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102
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Our long-term vision is to have 25 round
trip trains a dayv. It would make for half-hour frequency
in sach directicn. In the full build service, there
would be a connecticon to both Boston and possibly
Montreal.

In the shorter term, with the funding that
we have in place now, in 201lé, we plan on launching 17
round-trip trains a day. That should give about 45-
minute peak hour service in both directions.

This is an overview of the corridor, and
it really speaks to the importance of the New Haven to
Springfield piece, which is the subject of the hearing
tonight.

You can see that with future service in
from Boston, coming down from Vermont, as far north as
Montreal, and then further down at Hew York City, and
then from New York City the rest of the country, you ses
that the Springfisld and Hew Hawven pisce is really a
critical link.

There's a lot of capacity constraints with
the shoreline route that exists now on the Acela service.
There's movable bridges there. There's only two-track
capacity. With this additional link, vyou can now have

four-track capacity effectively from Boston down to New

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102
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York City.

The service will be timed, sc that you can
make connections in Hew Haven. Theres will be timed
connections to the Metro Horth service, ao that you could
take a train, for instance, from Berlin down to Hew
Haven, walk cross platform onto the Mstro North service,
and then continue on into Grand Central.

We're also looking to make a connection to
Bradley Airport wia shuttle from the Windscor Locks
station, and, also, in the futurs build, we'll have
platforms that are co-lcocated with the station, with two
of the stations on the busway, so that you have cross
platform access there, also.

Here's an overview of the rail corridor.
It dates back. It's one of the first rail corridors in
the country. It dates back to 1844, when they ran the
first trains. I have maps, real esstate maps that date
back to the 1830s.

There's about, of the g2-mile corridor,
there’s about 40 miles of it that neesds to be double-
tracked. In that, there's all the bridges and culwverts
where that seccnd span that used to contain a track has
been in disrepair for so long, S0 there's a lot of

upgrades and repairs that need to happen in that regard.

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102
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We've got two big structures, the Hartford
viaduct, and when I talk about the Hartford wiaduct, I'm
talking about the slevated railway that runs in front of
Union Station, and, alsc, the Connecticut Riwver Bridge in
Windscr Locks. Those will be separate breakout projects,
but those are two big infrastructure repalr projects that
are part of futurs work. There’s 180 bridges and
culverts along the corridor that neesd work.

We've got staticns in New Hawen,
Wallingford, Meriden, Berlin, Hartford, Windsor, Windsor
Locks and Springfisld.

Modernizing the infrastructure is going to
involwe not only putting back the second track, but
upgrading the signal system. We hope to start work con
that in the £fall to start to put in the fibkber optic cable
that supports that signal avystem.

Therefs 38 at-grade crossings, and an at-
grade crossing is where a roadway crosses the rail line
at the same grade, i.e., there’'s gates that come down to
stop traffic that are programmed for safety improvements.

Wefre looking to enhance the existing
staticns and, in the future, add new staticns, and we're
also already locking at programming new train equipment.

In the short-term, for the Z0lt service,
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we're going to bolster the service by bringing the
Shoreline East egquipment that runs, the diesel sguipment
nowWw that runs between New London and New Haven, and move
that up onto this corrideor, in addition to the Amtrak
trains that already run, but those locomotives are goling
over into an overhaul, and we can only get so much life
cut of them, 50 we're already looking at programming new
equipment that will run con this line.

The preliminary cost for the project was
647 million. That included all the stations, the new
trains. Upgrades to the Connecticut River Bridge and the
Hartford wviaduct were not included in that. Those are
separate breakout projects, but we did not receive all
the funding for that.

The funding we did receiwve to date, 471
millicn, which consists of three federal grants and Z80
millicn dellars in state bond authority that's already
been programmsd.

We have sncugh to launch the 201lc service.
What it does is it allows us to do track work up until
Windscr, and that’s enough to give the capacity we need
to support those 17 trains a day, 80 we do have all the

money we need to launch the service in 201le in hand.

The work has been phassed. The way the
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federal government doled out the money for the project
was in phases, and when we talk about the phases here, I
want to be clear that the project is really going to be
built as if it were one project over about a three to
four-year pericd, but the funding cams in phases, and,
30, we talk about the phases. I want to give just a
quick explanaticn of how those break down and how the
money came in.

The first phase is the Meriden and
Hewington pisce. That's been obligated. It's 10 miles
of track work. The second phass takes us everything Hew
Haven to Hartford. Phase 32A is Hartford to Windsor, and
then we're looking for additiomnal funding for the piece
north of Windsor, the additicnal stations that we want to
add, and the ongoing state of repair items.

3o here's how it breaks down. Phase one
is 10 miles of track work betwesn Meriden and Newington.
That's actually in final design now. It's a e0-million-
dollar federal grant. It'a a e0-millicn-dollar total
grant, 40 in federal, 20 in state.

You add to that the phase two grant, which
is the subkject of this hearing, and now you have double
track all the way from New Haven up to Hartford, and, s=o,

that’s a 262 total millicon dellar job, and wefre looking
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to obligate that at the close of this envirocnmental
review process. This also adds the new astation, or
upgrades the stations, I should say, at Wallingford,
Meriden, Berlin, and we want to add a high-level platform
at Hartford, sc vou have level boarding there.

The last piece that we have funding for is
the piece fram Hartford to Windsor. There’'s alsc the
rest of the cable inatallatiocn project that allows for
the new signal system. That's a 43-million-dollar total
project. That's already been obligated. And, with thart,
now we can launch in 201&, and, sc, this is what we hawve
money for right now.

In the future, we look for additicnal
funding opportunities to take the double track north from
Windscr and connect it all the way up into Springfield,
3o the entire line would then be double-tracked again.

We'wve got the new staticns that we want to
add in the future. We're locking for FTA funding for
that. That's why the Federal Transit Administration is a
partner in this document. We'd like to add stations in
North Haven, Newington, Weat Hartford and Enfiesld. We'd
alao like to add a platform to the State Street station,
g0 that you could get off close to downtown in New Haven,

and this will help us attract even more riders to the
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service.

There's those two big repair jobs, the
work in Hartford, where the viaduct is in front of Union
Station there, and the Connecticut River Bridge up in
Windsor Locks.

S0 vwhy do we do it? The project will
connect and integrate the transportaticn that is
ococurring now along the corridor. You have bus service,
for inatance, in Meriden. You'we got a shuttle bus that
runs in Wallingford. You'we got the busway. You'wve got
Bradley Airport. You'we got the City of Hartford. All
these little, all thess communities and cities and
urbanized arsas ars somewhat disconnected along the
corridor.

This runs a backbone with the increassd
service that connects these more effectively and gives
people more travel cpticns between all these communities.
It*s faster service. It's more freguent service.

The real key is that it becomes an engine
for local economic development, and, so, now that vou
have a station, people make decisions to live, based on
where they have their tranapocrtation opportunities, so
that feeds intoc the transit-criented design aspect of the

job, where businesses and pecple choose to live and work
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near the staticns, because they have ready access to
transportation.

Livable, walkable communities, we're going
to open with parking that supports people driving to the
staticn, but really the end game is to get people out of
their cars and to live and work near the stations.

We're very proactive with our public
involvement process. We mest regularly with the townas,
coordinate our plans with their plans. The town of
Berlin has big transit-coriented development plans that
we've coordinated with.

The City of Meriden has got a number of
initiatives that they have funded for work, and we have
integrated our project with theirs, and this is happening
all up and down thes corridor.

We have the website. There it is. It's
also on your handout. You can follow us on Twitter and
Facebook, if that's what vou likes to do. It's a very
good way to get information ocut to our supporters.

My staff and myself, I'm available if wyou
have a community organization that is looking for
information on this project, looking for information even
on rail safety, safety at grade crossings, pedestrian

gafety, that scrt of thing. We’'d be happy to arrange
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something, where we come out and talk to your
crganization.

And, with that, I believe I'm handing it
off to Mark.

ME. MARK ALEXANDER: Thank wyou, Jchn.

What I'd like to do tonight is just give us a little
surmmary of the Environmental Assessment, some of the
topics we'wve talksd about, and some of the results of the
studies, and wheres we go from here, in terms of an
environmental procesas.

The Envircnmental Assessment is a
decision-making document. It's reguired by both thse
federal government and the state governments, in terms of
a Hational Envirommental Policy Aet and the Connecticut
Envircnmental Policy Act.

This document, the Lead Federal Agency,
was a Federal Railrcad Administration, where we worked
with federal transit, because there's hopes to cbtain
additional funding in the futurese for some of the atation
work. Of course, the Department of Tranaportation is the
sponscring agency.

The topics within the document is broken
down, in terms of the purpose and need of the project,

and there we basically have been talking about not only
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the Connecticut nesds, but the regional needs, then you
go into the alternative analysis, where we'wve talked
about the build alternative, the no-build alternative,
and some of the station possibilities for alternative
locations for the stations.

We talked about several of the differsnt
envircnments. We talked about the physical, the
ecological and the human environment. There's roughly
about 20 different topics broken down within those, and
these are looked at at the I35 lewvel.

It's not a very detailed analysis, because
we don't have the design complets at this point, so we're
looking at this at mores of a higher-lswvel analysis
porticn at this point in time.

Some of the key issues we locked into were
the wetland impacts. The analysis shows that we
anticipate about a four-acre wetland impact for the
entire corridor. That's the entire 62 miles, hoping
that, as the worat case scenario, because, again, looking
at the G5 level, we've since then have done a lot of
field work, and wefll be refining that, alcng with the
design elements.

The noise analysis, we used the FRA and

the FTA modeling, and that analysis identifies thers's
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several areas whers there's moderate and severs impacts,
but the important thing to note there is that the noise
analysis shows that the majority of the noise is from the
horns from the trains, and the horns aren’t going to get
any louder, but the frequency of the horn blasts are
going to be more fregquent. The model does show a
difference in impactas.

The endangersed species, we've coordinated
with the DEP, as well as the U.5. Fish and Wildlife
Service. We'wve identified what's in the corridor. We'wve
also conducted fisld surveys to identify if anything
physically will be impacted. At this point in the
design, we feesl that we're free of impact from endangeresd
species.

The traffic analysis, the general results
of that is the project will produce a general overall
benefit to traffic, but it does identify nine
intersections, where there could be some impacts to the
local traffic.

Those are usually a result of the grade
crossings, closing, and some of the induced traffic at
the staticn locations.

Those will be further studied during the

design stages, and we're looking at signal timing on
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traffic signals, as well as roadway improvements, to
mitigate scme of those potential impacts.

Property acguisitions, throughout the 62-
mile corridor, it’'s envisioned that there’s right now 31
properties impacted, and some of those would be total
acquisitions, and scme would be sliver takes.

There's 27 located in Connecticut and four
in Massachusetts. Those you could be some increased
numbers, as the design, you know, progresses, as well as
we identify construction needs for temporary access and
things like that.

Cultural resources, we’wve undertaken guite
an extensive survey of the entire corridor. The entire
corridor has been determined to be eligible to be on the
Naticnal Begister of Historic Places. That's the entire
corridor of Connecticut and Massachusetts.

We'wve entered into, or we're entering into
a programmatic agreement with the 5tate Historic
Preservation Office and the Massachusetta State
Preservation Office to identify ways in which the impacts
will ke further analyzed, as the project continues in the
design stages.

Secondary and cumulative impacts,

predominately, we’'re showing most of those have been very
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positive. As John menticned, this project will promote
TOD at the station locations. It's going to increase
jobs. It's going to increase the regicnal mobility,
improve air quality, consistent with the local land uses
at the station locations.

Prime farmlands, it's anticipated that
there could be up to four acres of impact along the
entire corridor. Again, this will be further refined in
the design stages.

For a ©2-mile corridor, that's pretty
insignificant, but if there’s any coordination with the
Farm Preservation Act, we'll undertaks that through
completion of the rating forms.

Safety and security, as John mentioned,
the project is including safety devices throughout to
increass the safety over what's possibly there today,
because of the increassd frequency of the trains, as well
as the speed of the trains, are going to be part of this
project.

Construction impacts, there's alwavys
potential for constructicn impacts, but we're going to do
ocur besat, through besat management practices, yvou know, tTo
controlling releases, as well as conducting studies to

determine where there could be any potential contaminated
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materials, which will be handled through the construction
phases.

The most critical part of this
constructicn impasse is going to be the proactive
communications that's going to be developsd between the
residents, the business communities, as well as the
cities and towns, so that everybody knows what’s goling
on, when it's going to happen, sSo that we can avoeid any
conflicts.

The near-term schedule, as Bobby menticned
at the beginning of this hearing, this hearing is part of
the hearing process reguired under the Environmental
Policy and the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act.

Tonight is one of threes hearings. At the
conclusion of thess hearings, we're going to be taking
any of the comments we receive, as well as we received a
number of comments already through the internet and e-
mail and by mail.

We'll be answering those and submitting
the reaponses to the Federal Railroad Administration, and
we anticipate a finding of no significant impact, will be
completed in July of this vear.

Once the formal approval is cktained from

the Federal Railroad Administration, as well as the State
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rail line and go to another destination, if they would be
able to do like they do in Hew York City with the MIA and
make a free transfer from the train to a local bus, so
that they can continue their journey.

I think that would be a good idea, in the
sense of they would be able to make a free transfier from
the train to the bus, because then more pecple would be
willing to use the commuter line and not Amtrak, and ic
would be a lot easier.

In current small use of public
transportation, the free transfers from the train to the
bus. That way, vou could continue on your way to work,
without having to dig in the wallet for more money.

And I do have cocne other guick comment,
which is kind of related to this, or it's related in a
sense, but becauss of the commuter line from especially
from Windsocr Locks to Hartford, the five express bus to
my understanding that is currently in place now won't be
running, because we have ths train.

And there's going to be, once this
commuter rail line is implemented, there's going to be a
park and ride lot right at Exit 42, a park and ride lot
that people won't use it, because the station will be

moved towards Downtown Windscor Locks.
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ME. GARY BUERNETT: My name is Gary
Burnett. I'm at E3 David Road, Durham, Connecticut. I'm
very pleased to se2 this assembly tonight. I'm here to
make a few comments, and I will do my besat to stay within
the thres-minute time limit.

First of all, a persconal testimonial.

I*ve had extensive experience using public transit in
other countriss, Eurcpe, Canada, to name the two that
I*ve uaed the most, and I*wve found them to be extremely
user-friendly, econcmical, convenient, efficient,
wonderful, to put a few adjectives intoc it.

I've just loved the concept of public
transit, 3o any efforts that you folks are doing along to
make this a reality, I applaud you. I think it's
wonderful.

Enowing the extent of the infrastructure
in Eurcpe, and probably soms of you are familiar with it,
that's the model I hope that we're going to try to aspire
to, if not in the near future, at least maybe in the
long-term.

That is not only high-speed rail between
cities, but rail service, surface rail within cities, not
just subway service, but small light rail services, 1

guess is how vyou describe it. Case in point is a city in
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Bordeaux, France. If you've ever been there, check out
their beautiful trolley syatem they got going there,
similar to the one in L.A. to Long Beach.

Okay, anyway, coiment number two. This is
from —— I'm wearing a Public Health hat now. I think
that the use of public transit contributes greatly to our
naticnal health outlook, if you could look at the broad
term of you consider our cbesity epidemic that’s going on
now. That's because we're all in our cars too much.

What I'd like to do is send you folks some
documentation that would show the linkage betwsen more
public transit use and better health overall. Get people
cut of the cars, get them on the strests, walking,
biking, in the trains, con the buses.

Whatever it is, you've got your passes to
get wyou between the buses and the trains and what have
you. All of those things can contribute to us moving
mors, and, of course, that's going to maks us loock good,
too. All right?

The liwvabkle, walkable communitiss concept
I totally buy into. Again, vyou see that it's being
lived, and it’'s being dome in other parta of the world.
Why can't we do it here?

End my last comment, I just have one
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the rail
assachuset 5
vermont (and eve v Montreal, Canada).
Ms. MOLLY McEAY: Okay. I'm Molly McEay.

I live in Mystic, & Riverbend Drive. I've been an
advocate for rail for many vears, for more investment in
rail in this country. I'm thrilled to see that this
project is coaming to fruition relatively scon, but I do
have a major COnCern.

It*s not scmething that vyou people can
solve tonight, but the conatructicon of the busway is
going to do long-term damage to the plans for this
wonderful high-spesd rail, because, and I have a flyer
here with pictures, that between Newington and Hartford,
there’s just two tracks right now on the Amtrak corridor.

One is for freight, and cmne is for
passenger, and there's space, plenty of space Lor the
third track, which is going to be needed to have two
tracks for passengsr and keep the freight track there,
but the busway is going to be built right on that space
that’s needed for the third track, and I'm wvery, very
concerned that the long-term progress of this wonderful
project that you'rs working on is going to be inhibited
in Connecticut to really be the kind of service it should

be when you take away that space that’'s right in the
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Amtrak corridor.

The cother thing I wanted to say was, well,
I just want to make a mention about continuing service
into Canada. I'm working with an organization, called
Haticnal Corridors Initiative, and the person, the CEOQ
and Chairman of that is Jamss RePass. He's besn asked by
the Canadians to put on a big conference to talk about
getting frequent passenger rail back into Canada.

The stumbling block is that since 9%-11 the
security measures have made it almost impossible to take
trains acrocss the border, because you have to sit and
wait for sc much security check, so I*11 be infeorming you
about this confersnce, which is going to take place in
September.

If anybody would like to, I could get the
names of people here, if you want to hear about it, but
we'll be putting the word out about the confersnce.

End I alsc am leaving these. I will pass
out these flyers about the problem with the busway. I'11
leave aome on the table cut hers, too, iIf you're
intereated. Thank you.

ME. IKE: Thank vou very much, ma'am.

M5, McEAY: Thank you.

ME. IKE: The last speaker we have on the
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toward bus parking lots, with timed transfer bus service
to limit car travel. Abandoning plans for CT FastTrack
would alsc create room to build a rail and trail
alignment, a complete multi-use trail from New Britain to
Hartford, connecting the two largest cities in central

Connecticut.

Response to Comment: 3== Besponse to Comment Mo 4.4.10 I
and 3.3 D.

ME. BICHAED STOWE: My name is Richard
Stowe. I live at 12 Mead Street in New Canaan,
Connecticut.

I just want to let you all know I just
took the train from West Palm Beach up here to attend
this meeting this svening, =sc it"s a great pleasure to be
with my fellow Comnecticut residents.

The timing and location of this firat MNHHS
EA/EIE public hearing is ironic, ironic, because these
hearings take place as the forces of a cabal of
democratic officials, including the Governocr, the entire
congressional delegation, the Connecticut General
Assembly power brokers, the Council of Governments in
Hartford County, mayors, a university president here at
CC53U, and envircnmental groups and unicns have
collaborated to destroy a critical, unused, or
underutilized historic railrcad right of way, a corridor
that is an essential component of a diverse and bold Hew

Haven/Springfield corridor.
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A financial package to build a highway on
this corridor, known as CT Fast Track, has been
assembled, construction contracts awarded, construction
commenced, and neighborhoods are being adversely impacted
as we spsak.

Ironic, because this analysis, the Hew
Haven/Springfield plan corridor, is taking places years
after the Connecticut Fast Track highway took place, so
instead of having a coordinated, integrated approcach to
plan in Connecticut, we have isolated, individual
projects running in temporal cavities, like separated in
tims.

Ironic, because there is no staticn
planned in Hew Britain, and it's ironic that it's taking
place here at Central Connecticut State University, where
therefs no station, you know, planning for this New
Haven/Springfield line.

Hew Britain, being the largest city or
second largest city in Central Connecticut, the largest
city in New Jersey, Hew York and Connscticut, that
doesn’t have rail service, ircnic, becauss Central
Connecticut State Uniwversity is the third largesst
University in the State of Connecticut behind UConn and

Yale University.
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This project presentation has like flawed
alternatives analysias. The choice between build and no-
build is too limited. This is sxactly the sams type of
environmental analysis that took place with the Merritto

7

Parkway, Route interchangs, in which the Merritt
Parkway conservancy susd the State of Connecticut.

We need to like —- this analysis needs to
include an environmentally-preferred alternative that is
separate from and unigue to the build alternative. The
Department’s presentation is lacking, in that it does not
speak to or recognize the benefits of rail freight, as
cur previcus speaksr alluded to, on the Hew
Haven/Springfield corridor.

The Department’s presentation is lacking,
in that it does not reccgnize the potential benefits of
including CCSU in Hew Britain on the New
Haven/Hartford/Springfield corrider, which subseguently
could allow, and the section ketween Newington junction
and Mew Britain is historically known as sither the
Newington secondary or the Hew Britain secondary, and the
use of that would also allow for an extensicn of rail out
to Briastol and Waterbury.

k3 we drove in, we were dirscted to a

multi-story parking garage to attend this event, and as
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we drove into that parking garage, we asked a student if
we could park thers, and found out that she lived in
Waterbury and was commuting by car, creating polluticn
every day, and mentioned we thought it would be great if
there would be passenger rall from Waterbury to Hartford
via the secondary and like with a station at CC5U, and
she just thought that was a wonderful idea.

The Department’'s presentation and analysis
is lacking, in that it deces not speak to or look at the
potential for grade separaticn.

Also, the Department analysis, from what I
heard this evening in my conversations with officials at
DOT, doesn't like analyze whether the building of these
parking lots is the beneficial use of land, whether —-
for example, in Florida, they'rs planning the FEC
corridor. They're planning a new train line there.
They're deoing it with like state and local monies and
private monies, and no parking is part of that, vou know,
initial phase.

They say, well, there's a lot of parking
already. We’ll l=t the private forces provide the
necessary parking, so these parking lots are like key to
this transit-oriented development. I call it rail-

accessible development. So that needs to be locked at.
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S0, again, the busway, Jjust for the
record, what was known as a busway, now known as CT Fast
Track, is a five-mile segment of the western half of what
was a four-track corridor from Hartford Union 3tation to
Hewington junction, and a 4.4-mile state-owned corridor
between Newington juncticon and Downtown Hew Britain.

Joining that with a Pan 2m railway
corridor between Downtown Hew Britain and Berlin
junction, known as the Berlin subdivision or whatewver,
that could provide a secondary corridor, where you could
plan local stations between Hartford --

(Off the record)

That could provide a secondary corridor,
where you could plan local stations between Hartford and
Berlin and even locate the Berlin station on that
corridor, and then allow for a nonstop service, a higher-
speed service, high-speed, whatever those 110 miles an
hour, an l8-mile segment between Hartford and Meriden
station. That neesds to be looksd at.

The other thing is, by abandoning the
roadway, the highway, and if you just create one track
along that corridor, vou alsc have room to build a rail
and trail alignment, 80 a complete multi-use trail from

Hew Britain to Hartford, connecting the two largest

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) 262-4102

B-141



19
20

21

39
HERRING RE: INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT
JUNE 7, 2012

cities in central Connecticut.

Also, with regard to the buses, instead of
like directing the monies toward bus parking lots, if vou
directed it toward time transfer bus service, vou would -
- I think that analysis needs to be done, in terms of
mitigating the pollution spikes that occur when you have
a car-oriented, vou know, destination for thess train
stations.

This has successfully been done in
California, in Irvine, in Silicon Valley, whers there's
great service to businesses, communities, airports, so
that’s ancther thing.

The third thing is the analysis is
lacking, in that it doesn't consider using -— when you
get to Windsor Locks, befores you cross the bridge, that
bridge I think that was referred to sarlier in the
presentaticn, the cross at the Connecticut River to go
toward Enfield and Springfield, there is a partly
privately-owned and, alsc, state-owned railroad track,
it*s track in place, that would allow for railroad
gervice directly into Bradley Airport. That's scmething
that should be included in this analysis.

Having a one-seat ride to Bradley,

coordinated with the, yvou know, limited air trawvel
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S50 I would like to support this project,
and I think I could second scme of what the gentleman
here said, because I live in New Britain. ©Of course I
would love the train to come as closer to me, but I will
be concerned that, when you guys planning this station,
it should ke a good parking, with good security, and that
you, of course, I second.

This is a wvery important University, so if
you could get the train to come into this University
somshow near, that would be great.

I alsc support the idea that I beliewve in
diversity, and I believe somehow in Connecticut we are
kind of peinting out the rich people. Ewerybody will say
where the rich people in Connecticut are, are this way,
that way, and that way.

New Britain is a poor city, Waterbury, all
these towns over here, sc I would like people to
recognize not only that I use it to go to work, but,
also, that people will come from New York to our city and
to enjoy things, and that we can makes mores diversity,
improve the quality of life, because people, no matter
where they are, they can move to find a job, or they can
move to go To places.

When people -- I want to go -- I711 tell
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e

you what is my day. In 2007, this was my day. At 5:30,
I'm on the highway, I get to New Haven, jump on the
train, get to the Town of Greenwich, I get there at five
minutes to B8:00, I start at 8:00, but conce I get to the
train station in Greenwich, thers's a shuttle bus, and I
jump on the shuttle bus, and I be in Town Hall Greenwich
at £:00, and my bus has no prcblem, bescause I'm there on
time.

But I used to go to John Jay College after
finish my work for a Master’s degree, 80 I used to finish
at the Town Hall in Greenwich, jump on Metroc Horth, go to
HNew York, go to John Jay College.

Of course, I used to make it back at 12:00
midnight, and I was exhausted, but I really think I also
—— I think we need cpportunities for joba. We need
cpportunity for education. I love the people from Hew
York, that they say I want to go to Central Connecticut
State, or the people from Central Connecticut State I
want to go to a conference at John Jay College, vou know?

I want to go to New Haven. BAnd I think
gome of that in the wintertime is when the trouble comes,
and I think we nesed some kind of system ideas that will
bring safety.

I feel so sorry the other day -- thers was
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this gentleman on a motorcycle when I was on 91 going to
work. Hext thing I know, I drowve by Exit 10, there was
the gentleman, and the other side was the brain(phonetic)
you know? &nd I say we could save lives, by having trains
a3 a model of transportation, rather than cars, so I will
support this project.

I will support, alsc, the closer to New
Britain, but, in my case, I guess I will go to Berlin.

I want to thank Mr. Bernick and all of
you, Mr. Alexander, and all of you for taking your time,
because this is not easy, when you don't have encugh
money to do what vou wish to do, but when you're thinking
about wvour time, your extra hours that mavbe vour family
don't get that, I do want to appreciate that.

And I want to thank, alsc, the federal
officials. I want to thank cur Governcr Malloy, that I
know he is one that likes to support theas kinds of
projects. It doesn't mean he can support it financially,
but I do know Governor Malloy he does support progress,
and I know the President of this University, Dr. Weiner,
he also will be happy for the improvement to as more
cities, poor cities.

We need to make sure those citiss also

have opportunity to get to a good level of quality of

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, €T (800) Z&2-4102

B-148



B-149



19
20

21

HERRING RE: INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT
JUNE 7, 2012

in 2004 in Horth Haven, the plan was smaller and less
developed, and, at that point in time, every single train
was suggested to stop in Hew Haven, and vou had to
transfer in New Haven to get toward New York.

My most recent conversation with Mr.
Bernick he indicated that the Amtrak trains now will go
through to Hew York, but, as the previcus speaker has
suggested, she is traveling to Greenwich every day and
has done so for a number of years.

My conversation with Mr. Bernick is
exactly what I'm going to tell you, and that is that all
of these trainms should travel through to New York, sco
that the commuting public can have a one-seat ride from
Central Connecticut State Uniwversity, from Mew Britain,
from Hartford, you know, all this aresa, like Hartford
County, down to the Gold Coast, if you will, is what it's
known.

End I say the Gold Coast, becausse there
wers jobs lost. Between 2002 and 2009, there were Jjohs
lost, owver 8,000 jobka lost in ewvery direction for
Hartford County. People, employees in Hartford County
lost Jjobs in every direction, northwest, north,
northeast, east, southeast, scuth, west, every direction,

except for southwest.
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1 There, there was a gain, a job gain of

2 6,800 jobs. Those jobs were produced in Westport, in

3 Fairfield, in Stamford, in Horwalk, even in Manhattan, in
4 Greenwich, in Milford, in Horth Haven, in New Haven.

=] We need a seamless, one-seat ride

] transportation system to be developed for this line.

7 Today, I took thres trains. Yesterday and today. It

g didn’'t take one day, unfortunately, but I started

] yesterday in West Palm Beach, took the train to Hew York.
10 Fortunately, theres was like a four-hour
11 built-in toc my layover in Hew York, but we arrived an

12 hour and a half late.

13 The woman that I was sitting next to was
14 going to her son's wedding. She had an hour and a half
15 like built into her transfer in Philadelphia, where she
la was going ocut to Lancaster. She missed that train by

17 four minutes, five minutes let's say, between four and

1& five minutes.

14 When I arrived in New Hawven, we were

20 running a little bit late, because the train left Penn

21 Staticn, the second traim I got on, left a little bit

22 late, 8o, fortunately, thers was enough time To make

23 that. It was a 20-minute layover, 80 I did end up making
24 that transfer, but this uncertainty creates all sorts of
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negative feedback and has an impact of reducing
ridership.

You have scome transportation planners
here. The formula is 1.5, 5o if you have like this cne-
seat ride, you get 1.5 riders. If you go to a transier
system, like what you're proposing for the Connecticut
Commuter Rail, you go down to 1.0, 80 you lose like a
third of your potential ridership.

I say that, in addition, becauss I love
this aresa. I love the City of Hew Britain, and I'm so
happy to be here, but I will also say that the Gold
Coast, Fairfield and Hew Haven County, is a wibrant area,
with not enough train service.

In other words, they talk about congestion
up here. HNo, noc. You locok at the 20 busiest impacted
highwavys in the nation, I-%5, Bridgeport, Fairfield
County, New Haven, that's like up in the top 10. HNHot up
hers. Hot I-E4.

So the service is not there. We need mors
service. We need more express service. We nesd to
shorten the train service from New Haven, which is now
like on Metro North, is about an hour and 50, down to
about an hour and a half.

By utilizing this super good corridor that
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you're in the process of developing, vou can allow for
that hour and a half service to take place, by running
the train to New Haven and then creating two or three
stops between New Haven and New York.

One of those stops can be Greenwich,
because Greenwich is the third busiest Metro Horth stop
on the Hew Haven line, which is the busiest line on the
Metro Horth corridor, which is the busiesat commuter rail
line the country.

You have a grsat opportunicy to like
significantly improwve that, so your analysis is flawed or
not develcoped, I should say, in that it hasn't locoksd at
that, 30 I definitely would include that type of analysis
of 2 one-seat ride to unite Connecticut, to join it
together, by, vou know, looking at it as the Hew
Haven/Hartford/Springfield as an integral part of the
existing Metro Morth corridor.

Two more things. I know I've said a lot,
but I did trawvel, yvou know, 1,500 miles, but one is that,
ideally, this corridor that would not end in Springfield,
but end like at lesast in Horth Hampton, where you have a
productive college community --

ME. TKE: Mr. Stow=?

ME. STOWE: Yeah?
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supervisor of the IT at the Gresenwich Hoapital, and the
octher one was working in the Town of Greenwich in the
Land Department.

Right now, he is working for the
Connecticut Environmental Department, and he was coming
all the way Lrom Enfield, 3o what we did was we used to
meet off 91, Exit 20. There's parking there, so we used
to meet thers and commuting.

I alsc want to say I don't know who
created this program, but in my Jjob I do have a program
that they do take scme money from me. It’'s Metroc North,
that, at the =nd of the year, I deon't pay taxes for that,
3o they reimburse us some kind of thing, so, at the sams
time, I think creating the facilities, having the trains,
I alsc will be maybe more attracted to some kind of
marketing plan for people that use this for work, that
they could get soms kind of -- they can have their
dollaras to long use, some kind of bensfits for this.

Rgain, I just want to thank you. I think
201le is too late. I would like this to bs before that.
Thank vou.

ME. IKE: Thank vou very much. A&Any other
speakers? Any cther speakers? Do we have anymore? Yes,

gir. Just give your name and addresas for the record.
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And then the second thing is that, for the
record, again, there should be an effort to communicate
wWith our congressional delegation about seeking some 3o0rt
of federal initiative to transfer the property, the
Amtrak property to the state, 50 that we'd have state
property on the HNew Haven/Hartford/Springfield corridor,
a3 well as the New Haven, existing Hew Haven line
corridor, with a provisc that, wyou know, that, vyou know,
something written in there, that this corridor is not to
be used for building highways on. It was with the
proviso that it be used for rail purposes.

Thank you so much for giving me three
cpportunities to speak.

ME. IKE: Thank you, Mr. Stowe. Do ws
have any octher speakers? Yes, ma'am. Could you please
give your name and address for the record?

Comment No: 1034; Ms. Ghannam
Summary of Comment: Thank vou to all of vou, again, for

working on these great presentations and in this great
plan.

Response to Comment: 3=2 Besponse to Comment Mo 1.1 A

M5. GHANNAM: T just want to finish to say
thank you to this gentleman and thank you to the other
speakers and the gentleman that left.

I s3ee it moved me that many of the
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speakers from here they're not really from New Britain,
but the fact that people think about how can they make
humanity a better place to live, I'm going to be leaving
this place with that thought in my mind, because most of
the time we want things for us, but when we ses people
that coming a little far away to put thinking about ideas
that can work for humanity, I just want tTo say to them
thank vou with the bottom of my heart, and thank you to
all of you, again, for working on these great
presentaticons and in this great plan.

May God bless you, and, again, I want to
see this real fast.

ME. IKE: Thank vou very much. Any other
speakers? Any other speakers? If there are no further
comments, I will now close tonight's hearing.

On behalf of Commissioner James P.
Bedeker, I'd like to thank you for coming and expressing
your views tonight. Please remember that you have until
June 22, 2012 to submit any written postmarked comments
to the Connecticut Department of Transportation.

Additionally, the next public hearing for

the document will be on Jumne 13, 2012 at 7:00 p.m. at
Asnuntuck Community College, 170 Elm Strest, Enfield,

Connecticut.
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Connecticut Department of Transportaticon, DOT.

The EA/EIE can be viewsed on the project
website, http://wWww.nhhsrail.com. Copies are also
available at sach City or Town Clerk’s Offices and the
public libraries in the affected municipalities along the
railrocad corridor, the Scuth Central Regional Council of
Governments, the Central Connecticut Regional Planning
Agency, the Capitol Region Council of Governments and the
Pioneer Valley Planning Commission.

The municipalities are North Hawven,
Wallingford, Meriden, Berlin, Hewington, West Hartford,
Hartford, Windscr, Windscr Locks, Enfield, Longmeadow,
Mass., and Springfield, Mass.

2 notice has also been published in the
Connecticut Envirommental Monitor, dated May 8, 2012.

I will now discuss the format for
tonight’s hearing, then, I will turn the podium over to
presenters. I will, then, moderate the hearing as we
listen to Yyour comments.

For your information, our presentations
should take approximately 20 to 25 minutes to complete.

My intent is to conduct a fair and orderly
hearing tonight, by following a particular format. We

would appreciate wour patience during my remarks, as well
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a3 the presentations that follow, by holding yvour remarks
and comments until this porticn of the hearing has been
completed.

We will be happy to remain here this
evening until everycone has had a reasonable cpportunity
to speak.

Experience has shown that audible
recordings can only be made if the person making a
statement uses the microphone connected to the recording
equipment, and I also want to recognize our technician
from the Connecticut Department of Transportation.

Microphones have been set up. If you wish
to make a statement, please coms to the microphone after
I read your name from the sign-up shest.

Please introduce wyourself, and, if you are
representing an organization, please give its name, as
well., If you didn't sign up to speak, but a guestion
comes to mind, fesl free to raise your hand. I'1ll be
happy to recognize you after I go through the speaksr
sign-up sheet.

For those individuals who have a prepared
statement, vou may read it into the record if you so
desire, however, if the statement is lengthy, vou are

asked to offer a written copy of the statement for the
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record and give a brief summary of its contents.

Such attachments to the record carry as
much weight as the transcribed werbal testimony received
here tonight when the tranacript is reviewed.

If yvou wish to speak this evening, we have
a sign-up sheet at the entrance to the room. There is a
three-minute time limit con all first-time speakers.

There will be no yielding of your time to other speakers.
Your time is for your own comments.

If, after all first-time speakers have
finished, anyone who would like the opportunity to speak
again, a reasonable amount of additional time will be
allotted for this purpose.

Anyone, who wishes to present wWritten
comments for the public hearing record, should give them
to me before the end of tonight’s hearing.

A3z a result of informaticn that you might
learn at tonight's hearing, you may wish to make
additional camments on the EA/EIE document. Written
statements or exhibits concerning it can be mailed to the
attention of Mr. Mark W. Alexander, Transportation
Assistant Planning Director, P. O. Box 317546, MNewington,
Connecticut, 06131-754e6.

This information is alsc available in the
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Springfield, and there’s two round trips that are
associated with Begional Rail and The Vermonter.

Our program goals are to enhance a
regicnal rail service that accommodates both a commuter
and an inner-city travel, and a lot of people approach ne
and say, well, you're working on that commuter rail
project, right? The commuter rail really shortchanged
the project. It's really more about inner-city regicnal
rail.

You have population centers hers. It's
different than a normal commuter setup, where you come
from sort of bedroom communities into a population
center, then back out.

You hawve Springfield, Hartford, the City
of Meriden, New Hawven, major population centers up and
down the corridor, and, so, really it's about travel
between regional destinations, like Boston and
Springfield, New Haven and New Yorlk.

We will accommodate commuter traffic,
people, who want to take shorter distance trips through
cur ticketing structure, but, really, it's more of a
regicnal rail.

Wefre looking for seamless connections

with both &mtrak and Metro Horth down in New Hawven. Our
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long-term visicn is 25 round trips a day. It includes
connections to Boston and Montreal and offers 30-minute
bi-directicnal peak-hour service.

For the startup service in 2016, we can
offer 17 round trips a day scouth of Hartford, 14 round
trips a day north of Hartford, and it ocffers
approximately 45-minute peak hour bi-directiconal travel.

Here's what the big picture locoks like,
and you can see here how critical the link between
Springfield and Hew Haven is.

Massachusetts has a separate initiatiwve
for what they call the inland corridor. It's serviced in
Boston to Springfield. Also, you have the service going
that could reach some day up to Montreal. 211 of this
funnels down to that critical link between Springfield
and New Hawven.

We'll time the serviece, so it makes an
gasy connection cross platform down in New Haven, gets
you onto the Metro North trains or onto the Acela
service.

Rlao, we're locking to expand ssrvice up
into Greenfield, Massachusetts, sventually with the
Boaton/Springfield route. We're going to offer shuttle

bus service from the Windsor Locks station to Bradley
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the stations, sc that they have high-lewvel, what they
call level boarding. That speeds the boarding process,
allows us to run that 30-minute or 45-minute headway, and
is better accessed from an ADA perspective.

For the short-term, we're going to take
the Shoreline East equipment, the diesel equipment that
runs on the shoreline now, for the 2016 launch and move
it up into this corridor.

The M3 electric cars that are coming
online now will be able to run on the Shorelins East
voltage and take their place. Those loccomctives, the
Shoreline East locomotives, are now goling through an
ocverhaul, which will get them some life, however, we are
already locking and programming for new eguipment that
will run on this line.

Our preliminary program cost for the full
build was €47 millicn dellars. That did not include a
couple of high-profile projects, including the Hartford
Viaduct, whers the City of Hartford would like to take
the rail line and mowve it down to grade and realign it
with the I-84. That's a big project that’'s going to be a
separate envircnmental process.

Rlao, the Connecticut Riwer Bridge, where

the railroad croasss the Connecticut River in Windsor
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Locks, will alsc be a separate environmental process, but
to get that 25 trains a dayv was ©47 million dollars.

The federal government short-funded us.
We only have 471 million in funds available between the
federal grants and the state bond money, but that is
sufficient for us to launch service in 201&, 30 we can
hit that 17, 14 trains a day with the funds that we'wve
been awarded already.

We're looking for additicnal funding
opportunities, both through continuing high-speed rail
initiatives and, also, toc fund the new stations, like
Enfield, for instance. That would be FTA funding, and
we're doing some of the homework now.

This envirconmental document that you see,
that you have before us today is part of that homework to
spesed the way towards the obligation of future grants for
those new stations.

The project is broken up in phases, and
these are funding phases, rather than constructicn
phases. Because of the short time frame to make a Z0le
launch, the project is really going to be constructed as
if it were ons project.

It will be phased out more in a way that

makes sense from the construction perspective and a
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timing perspective than it is from a funding perspective,
but this is how the federal government allocated the
funds for the work.

Phase one is a 10-mile section of track
between Meriden and Hewington. Phase two is all the rest
of the work south of Hartford. BAnd then Phase 3A is the
Hartford toc Windsor portion. That's all we have awarded
to us now. Once again, that's sufficient to get tTo the
14 to 17 trains a day.

Phase 3B is what we're locoking for for
future funding. That cocmpletes the track work up through
Windscr into Springfield. Also, we would be able to get
the Windscr and Windsor Locks stations into that grant
applicaticn.

Phase four is the additicnal stations.
Those would be Enfield, Newington, West Hartford, North
Haven, and an additional platform at the State Strest
staticon. &and, of course, there’s always going to be
ongoing repair upgrades, and part of that ocngoing repair
is also that Windsor Locks, Connescticut Riwver Bridgs, and
the Hartford Viaduct.

Here's phase one. It's 10 miles of track
between Meriden and Newington. It doss not include

funding for the Berlin staticn. That came through in the
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phase-two funding. It's a el-million-dollar grant. It's
pretty much just track and signal work.

When we got phase two, that allowed us to
do everything south of Hartford. That's a critical piece
for getting those 14 to 17 trains a day. That's a total
cost of 262 million, and that does include the stations
at Wallingford, Mesriden, Berlin and Hartford.

Phase 3A brought in the track work
Hartford toc Windsor. Unfortunately, it does not include
the Windscor station, and we are looking for additiomal
funding opportunities for that and alsc Windsor Locks
station, a 43-millicn-decllar cost on that section of
track.

Phase 3B is we're looking for funding for
that, and that would complete the work all the way up to
Springfield and get the remaining stations at Windsor and
Windscr Locks.

The regional rail upgrades, thoss are the
staticns that I mentioned. Onece again, those would have
to be FTA funding. FRA won't fund those, because they
don't ses them as intercity stations.

You would think that transit rail what's
the difference? Well there is, and, after the meeting, I

can try and go into it with you. The congoing repair in
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Hartford and Windsor Locks bridge.

30 why make the investment? This project
interconnects and integrates a lot of regicnal
transportation initiatives up and down the corridor. You
have bus service in each individual town, but it's wvery
difficult to go from town-to-towh.

This corridor is the second most populous
corridor next to the Fairfield County corridor in
Connecticut, and, so, you have a lot of different
population centers up and down the corridor, and the only
way really to travel between them is car, and there’s no
other transportation alternative.

You have Bradley Airport. You have the
busway coming cnline. This provides a backbone that
interconnects all of those things and gives yvou a link
down to the northeast corridor, which is the major rail
corridor.

There’s both construction-related and
long-term Jjob growth, and, so, the construction job is
ocnly a small portion of it. The transit-oriented
development that will grow arcund the stations will
provide long-term job opportunities both from
constructicon of additional structures as pecple move and

locate their businesses, locate their homes near a
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convenient transportation alternative.

It's agbout livable and walkable
communities. Theses are easily sustainable communities
that allow people to walk to the services that they need
in a mores convenisnt fashion.

We have a wvery proactive public
involvement process. This i1s only one small piece of it.
We've been working with all the towns up and down the
corridor. We’'we had numerous mestings with them.

The station laycocut that you saw out in the
hallway is a product of an ongoing coordination effort
with each of the towns that is not over yet.

ks we move through final design, we'll
continue to coordinate with the towns. That alsc goes
for the grade crossing, which can be a wvery touchy
subject. We want to make sure that our plans work well
with traffic and with emergency responders for each of
the municipalities.

With that, Mark Alexander.

ME. MARK ALE¥ANDER: Thank wvou, John.
Thank vyou, everybody, for coming tonight. What I'm going
to be talking about tonight is just a surmary of some of
the information that has been developed for the

Envircnmental Rsssssment and the Envircnmental Impact
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Evaluation.

This document is a decision-making tool
that’'s needed by both the federal and the state laws
require it, and it’s covered under the Haticnal and the
Connecticut Environmental Policy Act.

The LEED Federal Agency, as John
menticned, is the Federal Railroad Administration, and
the sponscring agency is the Connecticut DOT, and we've
also got a cooperating agency, the Federal Transit
Administration.

The Envircnmental Assessment is broken
down into different topics. Basically, we talk about the
project purpose and nesed. Jochn, I think, did a great job
explaining the nesd for that project, and it's also
documsented in the reports.

We loocked at alternatives. We locked at
alternatives to, you know, as comparsd to the no-build.
We locked at different track alignments. We certainly
looked at different station locations.

And in the document we talk about
different attributes. Wefve got either physical,
ecological, or human environment that we're looking at in
the document.

This document is done at a high-lewvel
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analysis, using GIS-level information, just a limited
amount of field inwvesatigations for some of the ecological
work that's going to be done further on as we get into
some of the committee phases of the project.

Some of the key points that we loocked at
in the assessment is their wetland impacts. Wetland
impacts for the entire &2 miles is estimated to be around
four acres. We'res currently coordinating with the DEP
and the Corps of Engineers and developing a Mitigaticn
Plan, soc that when we do move intoc a permitting phase,
we're well adwvanced to keep this project moving forward.

The assessment also looks at noise
impacts. We utilize the FEA and the FPA noise models to
analyze the predicted ncoise levels that this increased
number of trains would produce.

The analysis does show that thers will be
moderate and, in some cases, severe impact. But those
impactas are from the horns from the trains, not
niecessarily from the traina, themselwves. And the project
is being designed with, wvou know, all safety devices, =50
that if the towns choose and they coordinate and request
a quiet-zone designation, that’'s something that could be
cbhtained.

Endangered species, we've coocrdinated with
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the DEP, as well as the U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service.
There's several species within the general quota, but we
have done some site-specific surveys to determine if
there's any impacts, you know, from the project, itself.
At this point in the project dewvelopment, they' re showing
no impacts to endangered species, but this coordination
will, again, continue as the project advances and we get
into the committes mode.

Traffic analysis, the asseasment is
basically showing that the project will produce an
overall benefit to traffic, but, howewer, it does
identify nine intersecticns, where the lewvel of service
at the at-grade intersections will be lessened, but we
are doing design work to look at ways to mitigate that,
through things liks signal timing and roadway
improvemsnts.

Property acguisitions, at this point in
the project, we'rs anticipating roughly 321 propertiss
being impacted, some of them full acquisitions, some ars

just sliver takea. There's roughly 27 showing in
Connecticut and four in Massachusetts.

The cultural resources, we'wve done an
extensive review of cultural resources, both

archeclogical and above-ground historic information.
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We're also working with the 3tate of
Connecticut, as well as Massachusetts, State Historic
Preservaticon Office, as well as the FRA, in developing a
programmatic agreement on how we’ll deal with these
resources in the design and the conatructicn phases.

Secondary and cumulative impacts, as John
menticned, there are plenty of beneficial impacts, as
seen from this project, from promoting the transit-
criented development, creating jobs, region mobility and
improvements to the air guality.

Prime farmland, it’s ancther issus that
has to be looked at in the Environmental Assessment.
We're anticipating roughly four acres of impact. Wefre
within the guota, but we're taking measures to see if
that can be minimized and potentially avoided as the
project advances, and we'll coordinate with the
appropriate agenciss as the project moves on.

Safety and security, the project is being
designed with additional safety measures that exist from
what we 2ven have today. As John mentioned, the project
wWill increass the freguency of these trains, as well as
increass the speed of the trains, but we're doing, we're
incorporating all the supplemental safety devices to the

project.
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come to regquest that the train platform be moved back to
OUr Center.

Windscor Locks has always had the train
stop platform at the center of town from its incepticn in
the mid-1300s until scometime in the 19803, when the train
stop was moved to its current location in the south end
of town.

It was moved, I'm told, dus to
signalization issuss that were causing inadvertent gate
closings and openings at inopportuns times, 8o it was a
safety concern for all.

Fast forward to 2007, and anyons, who has
come through the center of town, could only describe the
downtown area as a desolate and unbusiness-friendly area,
with no catalysts to spur the type of business activity
that had been wvery vibrant and active up to the time of
redevelopment of the train station remowval.

So after years of listening to our
residents complain about the lack of & viabkle Main
Street, and, as I stated, witnessing the continue of
decay of an area that was redeveloped a mere 30-plus
years ago, we commissioned a study to understand the
dynamics of the corridor and to explore short-term and

long-term possibilities to re-ensrgize our main streets.
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Also, about this time, there was a push
from the legislature in regard to transit-coriented
development, along with a push from the astate and federal
government, in regards to enhancing the Hew Haven-
Hartford-Springfield rail corridor.

The rail initiative presented a very
opportune time for our town, as all the pieces seemed to
be there. We would just need to put together the pieces
in & proper manner.

With numercus meetings, Too many to
remember, we have met with DOT officials and others to
overcome many issuss and have had a fsw town hearings,
meetings to discuss the merits of the study and the idea
to bring the platform back toc the center.

I hawe to say most everyone, not everyone,
but most, I have been in contact with are in fawvoer of
this move. I would even venturs a gusss that if we could
roll bkack tims, some may even say let's get the old Main
Street back, but we can't, S0 we nesd to move forward.

Tonight, we'rs at that croasrcad. This is
cur last meeting before a decision is made, but I will
say we have had positive feedback from the DOT
Commissioner, as TO OUF pPErseverance.

We have had positive dialogue with the
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Amtrak Governmental Affairs Personnel with our continuesd
gefforts in regards to both the relocation efforts and,
also, in refurbishing the historic train station.

We have had a positive meeting with our
Governor and continued dialogue with our state and
federal legislative leaders.

S50, tonight, we have an opportunity to
correct those poor decisions of yesteryear and maks the
smart choice of relocating the train platform back to an
area that can and will sustain the type of business
growth needed in ewvery small town.

Currently, there are about 15,000
customers on an annualized basis, who utilize the train
stop in its current location. Think what that can mean
to an arsa that can grow with ridership.

We're wvery fortumate to be located along
this corridor, and I ask that you maks the right decision
that will bring back life to the center of Windsor Locks,
by relocating the train platform back to the center of
our town. Thank vou for allowing me to apeak.

ME. IKE: Thank vou for your comments.
Any other Federal, State, or local officials? Yes, sir?
Please come to the microphone. You have to give your

name and address for the record.
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Comment No: 1001: Mr. Bryanton

Besponse to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 1.3 B

ME. PETER BEYANTON: My nams is Peter
Bryanton. I'm the Director of Community Development for
the Town of Enfield, 100 High Street, Enfield,
Connecticut.

I just want to jump on what Mr. Wawruck
said about locating the train station downtown.
Unfortunately, Enfield doesan’t have a train station at
this point in times. Ours burned bkack in 187% or 1980,
and, so, thersfore, because we don't have a station,
we'wve been pushed back to phase four with the other new
stations that are supposed to come online, such as West
Hartford and Hewington, but it's wery important that we
get a station at some point in time.

It's not just important for transportation
purposes. It's important for the economic and community
viability of our community.

Thompsonville, as you know, has been run
down for quite a number of yvears, since the Bigalow Mill
shutdown, and the town and community have done a lot to
try to resurrect it over the years.

Some of it has been ill-fated, such as
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back in the late ‘703, when they tried urban renewal, and
some of it has been a little bit more successful, like
cperating a pond and putting in scme bike paths, but, in
general Thompscnville is a depressed communitcy —— and if
we're going to turn it around, we need scomething big to
turn it arcund, getting a atation there, not just, as I
said, for transportation purposes, but to get people
moving, to get people on the street, and to build some
housing and some badly needed housing down there, and to
PuUt scme amenities con the river that will actually
attract pecple to the area, then you will bring back
things like restaurants and stores and shopping, in an
area that's struggling economically now.

I just wanted to make those comments. I
do thank the State for holding this in Enfield. I think
that's very important, and I thank you for the
cpportunity to speak.

ME. IKE: Thank vou. Last call for -- you
have to give vour name and address for the record,
please.

Comment No: 1002: Mr. McMahon

Response to Comment: See Response to Comment Mo 3.3 B

ME. FATREICK McMRHON: It's Patrick
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McMahon. I'm the Economic Developer for the Town of
Windscr Locks, 75 Timothy Terrace in Windscor.

Again, I'd like to thank DOT, as well as
Amtrak, for the opportunity to comment this evening.
Essentially, Windsor Locks, as you heard from First
Selectman Stewve Wawruck, is looking at the two different
ocpticna.

There’s an existing station in the
southern end of the town, and then ons by the train
station stop. Essentially, the scuthern location has
absolutely no opportunities for transit-oriented
development, S0 it would not be a catalyat, a tremendous
catalyat to Main Street revitalization for the Town of
Windscr Locks.

The northern location by our historic
train station does have available land. There’s sewveral
vacant and under-utilized parcels that could be
redeveloped intoc residential housing, commercial and
office space.

We have a 250, 000-square-foot former Mill
building, called the Montgomery Complex. We'wve had
several developers who have expressed interest in
converting that to residential housing. That would be

within walking distance of this relocated staticn.
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Also, in this gensral area 13 our Ahlstrom
facility, the former Dexter Corporation. It's one of our
major taxpavers in the community, and, again, the
employeses of that facility will be able to walk to this
staticon, plus the fact that the Montgomery building and
the Ahlstrom facllity were 2xisting there.

We have in the center of Windsor Locks
plenty of dense housing already, because it was a mill
village, and all of those different houses are within,
again, a very short walking distance of this relocated
staticn. So we urge the State, as well as Emtrak, to
proceed with the decision to relocate the station back to
cur downtown area. Thank you.

ME. IKE: Thank you. Our first speaksr on
the sign-up sheet is Doug Glazier. We hawve to go through
the speaker sign-up sheet first, sir, then we'll open it
to -- are you an =lected official?

Wefll have Mr. Glazier, then wefll go to
you. Wefll alternate now, because you want to give the
genseral public an opportunity, SO are there anymore
State, Local, or Federal officials? We'res going to
alternate between the speaker sign-up shest. Go ahead,
gir. Giwve your name and address for the record.

Comment No: 1003; Mr. Glazier
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Besponse to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Ho 4.4.10 G

ME. DOUGLAS GLAZIER: Douglas Glazier, G-
L-A-Z-I-E-R, 1&7 Taft Lane, Windscor Locks. Good evening,
gentlemen from the DOT. Appreciate you having this
public hearing.

In Windsor Locks, if the train stop is
relocated from its present location at the south end of
Main Street to an area in proximity to the 01d Train
Staticn at the north end of Main Street, serious traffic
congestion will occur on Main Street and Bridge Street,
making this relccation undesirable.

This congestion problem occcurs as the
train stop relocaticn reguires the railroad gates at
Bridge and Main Streets to drop when a train coming from
Springfield stops at Windsor Locks.

L3 the train approaches the proposed
Windscor Locks staticon, the Bridge 5treet gates will drop
and stay down, until the train has stopped, unlcadsed
passengers, loaded new pasasngers, then proceseds to start
and travel past the Bridge Strest gates, whereby the
gates will then go up and vehicle traffic can procesd.

Connecticut DOT, Department of

Transportation, thinks this gate downtime will be about
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two and a half minutes. I think that's very optimistic.
I think it will be more like three to four minutes, and
it depends on how many passengers unload and load and all
that stuff.

When this occcurs, vehicles will be backed
up on Main Street going south past Elm Street. Also,
vehicles will be backed up on Bridge Streest, all the way
past Warshouse Point’s Main Strest and probably further.

When the Bridge Street gates go up,
imagine how long it's going to take these long traffic
lines to clear through Main Street/Bridge Strest
intersection, considering some vehicles will hawve to wait
for sewveral traffic light changes before getting through
that intersecticn.

I expect this may take up to sewven or
gight minutes of work for all traffic to clear through
that intersecticn.

I experienced and I cbserved something
very interesting at this intersection a few months ago,
a3 I was on Bridge Street when the gates dropped down. I
was a few cars from the gate, then the train, it was a
freight train, came through, so I timed the freight
train, and it was one and a half minutes for the freight

train to clear and the gates opened.
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ME. JEBRY FITZS3IMONS: Good evening. My
name is Jerry Fitzsimons. It's F-I-T-Z2-5-I-M-0-H-5. 34
Walnut Street in Enfield. I'm & member of the Economic
Development Commission here in Enfield, as well as the
Enfield Revitalization Strategy Committees.

I*d like to echo Mr. Bryanton's comments
in support of the train staticn here in Enfield.
Additionally, the community of Enfield on a numbker of
levels is working on transit-crisnted development, bus
service to interact with the train station, acquiring
potential property for train stations and other transit
development, riverfront development down in the area of

the old train staticn.

35

There have been a number of people in the

community that have come out in support of those
activities. We are concernsd about the timelines in
relation to the funding and how guickly the service can
be developed here in Enfield and are working to try to

develop from the local level as many rescources as we can

and encourage the funding and development of the Enfield

staticon a3 guickly as possible. Thank you.

ME. IKE: Yes, sir? For the record, Jjust

give your name and address, please, for the record.
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Comment No: 1002;: Mr. Donnelly

RBesponse to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 2.0 B

ME. JUSTIN DOHNELLY: Good evening.
Justin Donnelly, Chairman of the Board of Finance, Town
of Suffield, 1321 Hill Street in Suffield, 0€07H.

I just want to applaud the State and this
entire project. It's about time. It's almost, perhaps,
too late, but let’'s get going with it.

I would alsoc ask the State of Connecticut
perscnnel to breoaden your scope. We have a rail line
that goes to Bradley Field. Transit of some kind owver
rail is a no-brainsr, as far as I'm concerned, and to
have us stopping the rail in the Town of Windsor Locks
and not going to Bradley Field and throwing more cars
cnto I-9%1 and Route 20 just doesn't make any sense to me,
but, having said that, I think this is a great project.

I just applaud the fact that you're doing
this. Let's get it done, and let's get it done guick.
Thank wvou.

ME. IKE: Thank yvou. Our next speaker,
Mickey Danyluk. Just come to the microphone and give
your name and address for the record, please.

Comment No: 1006; Mr. Danyluk
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Besponse to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 3.3 B

ME., MICEEY DANYLUK: Mickey Danyluk, 18
Maple Avenue, Windscr Locks, 06096, Danyvluk, D-A-H-¥-L-T-
K.

I'm a third generation Windscr Locks. I'm
cne of the Town Historian. I support Mr. Wawruck's
comments. I concur with him. &nd I also think that Mr.
Glazier made scme wery good points, too.

I think, for the commercial bensfit of the
Town of Windsor Locks, that the train stop can be
relocated, and these points can be addressed.

Of particular interest toc me is the
historic train station, which I'm hoping can bs part of
this new complex, =ither as an auxiliary building or soms
use thersof.

I had co-founded a group of ocwer 100
people. We have submitted signatures, several hundred,
to our congressmen asking for support on this project,
the hiastoric train station, s8¢ I know that the interesat
is there.

ME. IKE: Thank vou, sir. Our next
speaker, Jennifer Rodriguez. Please come to the

microphone and give your name and addresa for the record.
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symbictic with the relocated train station, maximum
setbacks, relaxed parking, higher standards and design,
all in keeping with an old Main Street feel.

This will encourage and accommodate mixed
use and transit-oriented development, largely inspired by
the possikbility of having these improved rail services
and a new well-planned locaticn of the train station
downtown.

I*d like to talk just a lictle bit about
our last meeting at the Planning and Zoning Commissicon.
They have actually resolwved to have a hearing in
September to changs some of the wverbiage in our Plan of
Conservation and Development to include some of the
things that were in this Main Street study, including the
relocation of the traim station. This is an important
first astep for the town.

And, informally, I'd just like to say that
this already has been a catalyat, where I take the calls
if the developer is intereated or a property owner is
intereated in selling. And we'wve had a lot of calls just
in the past few months just cnce this process went
public, so thank wou for that.

ME. IKE: Thank vou. Our next speaker is

I-L-0-H-A Levitz. Levitz? Levitz? COkay. We had the
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First Selectman of Windsor Locks. Jennifer Carrier?
Jennifer Carrier? Thank vou, ma"am. Thank yvou. Give
your name and address for the record.

Comment No: 1008.1; Ms. Carrier

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 3.3 B

M5. JEHMIFER CABRIER: Sure. Jennifer
Carrier, Director of Transportaticon Planning for the
Capitocl Region Council Government, CRCOG, 241 Main
Street, Hartford.

I want to applaud the Department for their
gefforts in completing the IND Corporation Councils
Government since we're very interested in getting the
federal dellars obligated. We'we got a lot of work ahead
of us, particularly as it relates to the futurs phases.
But we will be submitting written comments working with
all of our communities and including the town of Windsor
Locks and we will be providing comments. We do support
locating the station downtown for a number of reasons.
Transit oriented development probably being one of the
largest ones. Those transit-oriented developments is an
initiative that the CRCOG is very actiwve in.

Comment No: 1008.2; Ms. Carrier

Response to Comment: See Response to Comment Mo 1.3 B
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Envircnmental Advocate, so, thersefore, I love rail, and I
really want to like this project.

I hawve two camments. There’s going to be
problems with this project, because of the way the
Connecticut DOT has always functicned. They hawve not,
you have not been sufficiently open with the public, and,
3o, there's a lot of things, there's a lot of problems
with this project that people don't know about.

S50 the Hew Britain to Hartford busway,
which is a separate, but connected project, and you want
to be able to make connections to that, that project is a
600 million, nine-mile project.

This project that we're talking about is a
600 millicn, 62-mile project. That right thers, people,
should tell us something, so there's a lot of problems
with the busway project, and that's why Connecticut DOT
is being sued by freight companies, bescause you haven't
taken the concerns of freight into account.

Comment No: 1009.2; Ms Klein

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 4.4.3 A

This is my seccond comment. You also
haven't taken the concerns of the public into account

with this project, as well, 30 I am a member of a family
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that has had a business in Hartford for over 50 years
that I'm very proud of, the Standard Paper Company and
the Party Shop, and I see on your plans the 5tate has
already been pressuring my family to be able to take some
of their land, which they sold to you.

And I se=, by looking on your plans
tonight, that you have completely put your project on Top
of our business, as if it weren’t even there. The
arrogance and the lack of planning is familiar to me,
because I'm aware of other projects with the Connecticut
DOT, but I'm really disappointed.

I want the rail to succeed, but you guys
are going to be hearing from us for meny different
reascns, but mainly right now the fact that you're
cbliterating Hartford businesses with sheesr arrcgance,
and it made me wonder about a comment that was made by
Mr. Rlexander, about the hope to not interfere with
endangersed species.

Are Hartford businesses an sndangered
species, because we nesd some protection. Thank you.

ME. IKE: Thank vou, ma'am. Any other
first-time speakers? First-time speakera? Yes, 3ir?
Just come to the microphone, give your name and addreas

for the record.
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Comment No: 1010; Mr. Souza

Response to Comment: 4.4.13 D The grads crossing

improvements through the Town of Winds
the current funding under Phase 3a.
scheduled for completicon by ZUle.

ME. PETER S50UZA: Peter Souza, Town
Manager, Windscocr, 275 Broad Street.

I support the significant reinvestment.
It*s positive for the bi-state region, and it's good for
Windsor Center. One concern that's been identified
within the Envirommental Impact Statement and Assessment
is noise, and Windscr has seven at—-grade crossings, and I
strongly encourage and support the efforts for a guiet
zone, improvements at those crossings to allow for the
Town to apply for guiet-zone designaticn.

I do have a guestion that I'd like to hawve
answered, if possible, is when those crossings would be
able to be improved. Would it be in the first initial
phases, or would it hawve to wait until later in the
phases, since Windscor is north of the Hartford fundesd
programs? Thank wvou very much.

ME. IKE: Thank you, sir. Mr. Bernick,
did vyou want to address that guestion, or take it off

line?
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the tracks. Safety, there's a lot of houses next to the
tracks, and it would just give wou a little pisce of
mind.

Comment No: 1011.2; Ms Eidwell

Besponse to Comment: See Besponse o Comment Mo 4.4.6 A

Secondly, a&mtrak does not do a good Jjob of
maintaining the brush, the trees, the bushes on the
perimeter of the property. Very overgrown, and it causes
the weeds, the vines to go up and kill the tress on your
OWI Property.

I don’t believe that we should have to
maintain the EAmtrak side when we butt up next to the
tracks.

A couple of y=ars ago, we had a fire along
the tracks when there was a spark that came from a train,
and there's desad trees that burnsd. I, myself, would
like to see a privacy fence that really, you know,
separates the personal property and the tracks. That's
it. Thank wvou.

ME. IKE: Thank vou, ma'am. Any other
first-time speakers? First-time speakera. Any other
first-time speakers? Any second-time speakers? Do we
have any second-time speakers? Any other second-time

speakers? Yes, sir. Are you a first-times speaker?
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Okay, sir.
Please come to the microphone, give your
names and address for the record.

Comment No: 1012; Mr. Smith

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 3.3 B

ME. JASON SMITH: My name is Jason Smith.
I'm a resident of 55 Dove Court in Windsor Locks,
Connecticut. I want to speak in support of moving the
train station to the center of Downtown Windsor Locks.

ks an individual who uses the train,
intends to bike to work as well, we are a cne-car family,
I find it difficult sometimes, so I want to use the train
to go all the way, two to two and a half miles cut of my
way to go to the train station. By moving it downtown,
it would maks it much sasier for people to access the
train station, who liwve in the area nesarby.

It would also help businesass in the area,
by increasing the traffic to that region.

ME. IKE: Thank vou. Thank you, sir. BLAre
there any other apeakers? Do we have any cther first-
time, second-time, any other speakers? Do we have any
other speakers?

If there are no further comments, I will
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Continued wverbatim proceedings of a
hearing before the S5tate of Connecticut, Department of
Transportation, in the matter of Environmental
hssessment/Environmental Impact Evaluation for the New
Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High Spesd, Intercity

Passenger Rail Proiject, held on June 14, 201Z.

MR. ROBERT IEE: My name is Robert W. Ike
from the Connecticut Department of Transportation, and I
will serve as the moderator for tonightfs pubklic hearing.

I'd like to introduce the individuals to
my left, who are here this evening to make presentations
and listen to your comments and concerns.

Mr. Mark Alexander, Transportation
Assistant Planning Director of the Department’s O0ffice of
Envircnmental Planning, and Mr. John Bernick,
Transportation Supervising Engineer of the Department's
Office of Facilities Design.

We also have Mr. Steven Degen from the
Office of Rights of Way, who will answer your rights of
way guestions.

Mr. Steve DelPapa, Supervising Planner

POST REFPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) ZeZ2-4102

B-213



)

HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JUHE 14, Z012

from the 0ffice of Environmsntal Flanning. We also have
Mr. RBob Yirigian, one of our consultants from Parsons
Brinckerhoff.

We also have, from C.D. Smith, we have Mr.
David Souza, Mr. Paul Smith and Ms. Schrif (phonetic).
Those are ocur consultants, and they're all here to listen
Lo your comments and concerns.

We are meeting with wvou this evening in
order to discuss the Department's Environmental
Assessment /Environmental Impact Evaluation for the NHew
Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line High Speed, Intercity
Passenger Rail Project, State Project No. 170-2ZZ29%&6.

I would like to emphasize that no final
decision has been made on this document. That is why we
are here this evening, to gather your input, in order to
help us reach a final decision.

This public hearing iz being conducted in
accordance with the Connecticut Department of
Transportation’'s Policy, entitled "Public Involwvement
Guidance Manual, Revised 20089.7

The ER/EIE is being published by the
Federal Railroad Administration, FRA, in cooperation with
the Federal Transit Administration, FTA, and the

Connecticut Department of Transportation, DOT.
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The ER/EIE can be wiewed on the project
website, http://wwWww.nhhsrail.com. Copies are also
available at each City or Town Clerk's Offices and the
public libraries in the affected municipalities along the
rail corridor, the South Central Regional Council of
Governments, the Central Connecticut Regional Planning
Agency, the Capitcl Region Council of Governments and the
Pioneer Valley Planning Commission.

The municipalities are North Hawven,
Wallingford, Meriden, Berlin, HNewington, West Hartford,
Hartford, Windsor, Windsor Locks, Enfield, Longmeadow,
Mass., and Springfield, Mass.

B notice has also been published in the
Connecticut Environmental Monitor, dated May B, Z012.

I will now discuss the format for
tonight*s hearing, then, I will turn the podium over to
presenters. I will, then, moderate the hearing as we
listen to YVOUr COMMENTS.

For your information, our presentations
should take approximately 20 to 25 minutes to complete.

My intent is to conduct a fair and orderly
hearing tonight, by following a particular format. We
would appreciate your patience during my remarks, as well

as the presentations that follow, by holding your remarks
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and comments until this portion of the hesaring has been

completed.

We will be happy to remain here this
evening until everyone has had a reasonable opportunity
to speak.

Experience has shown that audible
recordings can only be made if the person making a
statement uses the microphone connected to the recording

equipment, and our DOT technicians have set up a

microphone. If you wish to make a statement, please come
to the microphone after I read vour name from the sign-up
sheet.

Please introduce yourself, and, if you are
representing an organirzation, please give its name, as
well. If you didn’t =sign up to speak, but a guestion
comes to mind, feel free to raise your hand. 111 be
happy to recognize you after I go through the speaker
sign-up sheet.

For those indiwiduals, who have a preparesd
statement, vou may read it into the record if you so
desire, however, if the statemsnt is lengthy, vou ars
asked to offer a written copy of the statement for the
record and give a brief summary of its contents.

Such attachments to the record carry as
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much weight as the transcribed werbal testimony receiwved
here tonight when the transcript is reviewsd.

If vou wish to speak this evening, wWe hawve
a sign-up sheet at the entrance to the room. There is a
three-minute time limit on all first-tims speakers.

There will be no yielding of your time to other speakers.
Your time is for vour own comments.

If, after all first-time speakers have
finished, anvons would like the opportunity to speak
again, a reasonable amount of additional time will be
allotted for this purpose.

Anyone, who wishes to present written
comments for the public hearing record, should give them
to me before the end of tonight’s hearing.

Es a result of information that you might
learn at tonight's hearing, vou may wish to make
additicnal comments on the EA/EIE document. Written
statements or exhibits concerning it can be mailed to the
attention of Mr. Mark W. Alexander, Transportation
Assistant Planning Director, Post Office Box 317546,
Hewington, Connecticut, 06131-7546.

This informaticon is also availakle in the
handout, which vou should have received when you entered

the room tonight.
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The deadline for the receipt of comments
on the EA/EIE is June 22, 2012. Written statements or
exhibits must be postmarked by this date and must be
reproducible in black and white on not larger than eight
and a half by 1ll-inch paper.

This information will be made part of the
public hearing record and will be considered in the sams
regard as oral statements.

At this point, I will turn the podium over
to Mr. John Bernick, who will give the project overview.
Mr. Bernick will be followed by Mr. Mark ARlexander, who
will give an overview of the EA/EIE. Mr. Bernick?

ME. JOHN BEENICE: Okay. Thank you.
Historically, the New Haven to Springfield corridor

carried much more train traffic than it doss toda

i

Back in the glory days of the railroad,
there were 22 trains that traveled up and down this
corridor, had service as far north as Montreal out to
Boston, as well as New York City. Today, there’'s only
3ix round trip Amtrak trains that travel up and down the
corridor.

Our program goals are to establish and

enhance regional rail service that accommodates both

commuter and inner—-city travel, and a lot of people
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approach me and savy, well, vou're with that commuter
project, right, because, originally, that’'s what it was
envisioned to be. The commuter service really
shortchanges this. It's really regional rail.

It*s as much of a business, supporting
business as it does supporting a traveler, and, so, from
a station in Meriden, Wallingford, vou would be able to
take a short trip down to New Haven or up to Hartford wvia
a subsidized ticket price to make it affordable, or vou
could take a single-seat trip all the way down to New
York City, Philadelphia, D.C., eventually up to Boston,
possibly Montreal, and, =so, it's really more of a blended
zervice.

QOur long-term wvision is 25 round trips a
day, additional connections to Boston and Montreal, with
30-minute kbi-directional peak hour service.

For our startup service, in 2016 we're

envisioning 17 round trips south of Hartford, 14 round
trips north of Hartford, a 45-minute fregusncy in ths
peak hour.

Here's the regional wvision, and when vou
look at this map, it becomes clear how critical the piesce

is between Springfield and New Haven. When yvou look at

service that goes up north towards Montreal, the
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knowledge corridor, which runs Springfield up to
Brattleboro and realigns the rail along the Connecticut
RBiver, future ssrvice from Boston, with work that
Massachusetts is doing, Springfield to HNew Haven becomes
the critical link for infrastructure.

We plan on timing the service, o We Ccan
make easy connections down in New Haven to get on the
northeast corridor with the RAmtrak Acela service or the
regional service. Also, time to meet Metro Horth trains.

Once again, we're looking to expand
service. The knowledge corridor up to Greenfield,
Massachusetts has already approached us about adding
additiconal train service up as far as Greenfield.

We plan bus shuttle service to Bradley
Birport at Windsor Locks, and, also, transfers to and
from the busway.

The rail corridor, itaself, is one of the
oldest in the country. It's &2 miles long, and about
two—-thirds of the track, which was originally the entire
corridor, wWwas two-track territory. About two-thirds of
that second track was taken up, and that’s what limits
the service now to sSiX trains a day.

We plan on putting that second track back,

along with upgrading the bridges and culverts, which is
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sort of where that second track used to be. There was no
reason to upgrade those bridges, and, so, they'wve besn
decaying. And, alsc, the at-grade crossings we plan
safety enhancemsnts at the 38 public at-grade crossings.

There’s current stations at New Haven,
Wallingford, Meriden, Berlin, Hartford, Windsor, Windsor
Locks and Springfield.

Our program scope is to put that second
track back over 44 and a half miles, upgrade the bridges
and drainage structures along the corridor, as needed, to
do that, upgrade the at-grade crossings to enhance
safety, and to allow for guiet zone status, should the
municipalities wish it, and to enhance the stations for
high-level platforms, both 3ides of the track.

It allows for easy boarding, speed of
boarding, allows us to maintain that 30-minute headway
that we’re looking for in the full build, and makes these
stations ADA compatible.

Eventually, we'll be looking for new train
ecuipment. For the short-term, we're going to take the
Shoreline East's eguipment, the diesel eguipment that now
runs at Shoreline East, the M3s.

The electric cars will eventually run that

service and relocate them up here. Thoses locomotives are

POST REFPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) ZeZ-4102

B-221



%)

17

13

1%

HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JUNE 14, 2012

going through an overhaul now, which will get some life
out of them, but, eventually, we will be programming new
equipment.

Our funding status, initially it was
envisiconed to be a €47-million-dollar project to do the
build necessary to get that 25 trains a dav.

We were going to be able to do that
without upgrading the Hartford wviaduct, which is really a
more complicated process in the City of Hartford that
inveolves the I-84 wiaduct, and, also, without replacing
the Connecticut Riwver Bridge, where the rail line crosses
the Connecticut Riwver in Windsor Locks. Those projects
will need to be done, but they'll be part of separate
envirconmental processes.

We weren't given all that funding by the
Federal Railroad Administration. All of ocur funding to
date that we'wve been awarded is 471 million. That is
sufficient to do the 201& launch, which gives us track
improvements as far north as Windsor and the stations at
Wallingford, Meriden, Berlin and at Hartford.

Wefre also loocking for future funding
opportunities from both the FTA and the FRL to complete
the rest of the work.

Here's how the funding is broken down by
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phase, and when we talk about the phases, it s important
to note that the project will be built as one project.
The construction packages will go out. They'1ll have much
more to do about timing and speed and efficiency of
construction than they will about how FEA chose to break
up the funding, but this is how FRA broke out the funding
that was given to Connecticut.

Fhase one is between Meriden and
Hewington. Phase two is everything else south of
Hartford, and that's what really keys in the 17 trains a
day. It gives us that infrastructure that we need.

FPhase three was an additional grant that
came from money that Florida turned down. We took 30
million of that, and that gets us up to Windsor.

Phase 3B, which i=s the rest of the work
north of Hartford, is not funded, nor are the additional
stations and the ongoing state of good repair upgrades at
the Connecticut River Bridge and the Hartford wviaduct.

There’s phase one. It*s a 10-mile section
of track between Meriden and Newlington. It's a 60—
million-dollar total cost. It*s just the track work.

The Berlin station was not funded under that, however,
the Berlin station construction will be timed with this

project, so it takes advantage of the track outages in
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the construction process.

Phase two is ewverything else south of
Hartford. It's a 26Z-million-dollar project. The
federal grant has been awarded. We're looking to
obligate at the completion of this Environmental
Protection document, and that includes not only the track
work south of Hartford, but, also, the Wallingford,
Meriden, Berlin and Hartford station upgrades.

Phase 3R adds the track work up to
Windsor. Also, the grade crossings up towards Windsor
Locks.

Phase 3B, we're looking for funding for
that. That would be the additional track work north of
Windsor, and, also, we'd like to continue to fund the
stations at Windsor and Windsor Locks, 30 that we have
all the existing Amtrak stations now on high-lewvel
platforms.

These are the regional rail upgrades.
These are the additional stations that we hope to add
with future funding, Enfield, West Hartford, Hewington,
Horth Hawven, and we'd like to get an extra platform on
the 3tate Street station. It would allow us to have
passengers load and unload at State Street, which is a

big ridership driwver.
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Ongoing state of repair, those are the
approximate locations of the Connecticut Riwver Bridgs up
to the north and the Hartford wviaduct in the City of
Hartford.

S50 why make the investment? It’s about
connecting and integrating the transportation systems
that exist, the segmented transportation systems that
exist up and down the corridor.

This is the second most populous corridor
next to the Fairfield County corridor. You have a bunch
of highlv dense population centers that are not well-
connected, other than by I-%1.

This takes and connects all those regiocnal
transportacion bus service, Bradley Airport, and gives
them a backbone that makes them work guite nicely
together, more freqguent service, faster service.

It's about livable and walkable
communities, about allowing communities and
municipalities along the corridor to develop in a way
that deoesn’t bring the problems associated with more
traffic congestion in the center of their downtowns. It
now gives a way to travel in and out of town, for
employers to bring in employees, and for employers to get

thelir employees out to clients in a way that’s all done
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within walking distance.

Construction-related jobs is a small
portion of that. People try to hone in on, well, how
much construction jobs are therse? BReally, the real job
growth comes from the transit-oriented design that will
grow from around the stations. These are long-term jobs,
retail, housing. Businesses will choose to locate their
businesses, based on easy access to rail.

We have a very proactive public
inveolvement process. This is only a wvery small piece of
it. We'wve been mesting with the towns numsrous times.

We meet with the Council of Governments up and down the
corrideor. I, myself, and my staff are availakble. If you
have a community organization that would be interested in
this, we'd be happy to come and speak and give a
presentation that’s tailored to your organization.

End, with that, Mark Alexander.

ME. MAREK ALEXANDER: Thank wyou, John.

What I'd like to give tonight is a summary of some of the
impact assessment that was identified.

This whole process is required by the
Hational and the Connecticut Environmental Policy RAct,
and it's a decision-making tool. As John said, no

decision has been made wvet, but we’re hoping that ths
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outcome of this will be favorable, and we’ll move it
forward with the ckbligation of money to move forward.

The kevy agencies involwved with this is the
Federal Railroad Administration, is the key federal
agency. Of course, the DOT is the lead state agency, and
wefve been dealing with the Federal Transit
Bdministration for future funding for the future station
locations.

The ER/EIE is broken down into different
chapters. John, I think, did a good example of how the
need for this project and how we are moving forward with
things that are going to be helping the community, both
as a local and a regional benefit.

The EA is broken down into alternative
analysis, where we loocked at the build wersus the no-
build scenario. We also looked at different scenarios
with track layouts, as well as station locations, and
it's also divided into different categories of topics,
from the physical, the ecological and ths human
environment.

Some of the key points that we looked at
in the analysis is one would bs the wetland impacts.
It's anticipated there’s approximately four acres of

impact throughout the entire €2-mile corridor. We'we
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been coordinating with the 5S5tate DEP, as well as the U.5.
Fish and Wildlife Service, EPFR and the Corps of Engineers
to make a determination of the impacts, as well as future
needs for mitigation.

Hoise impacts, we looked at that. UWe
analyzed that, using the FEA and the FTA modeling
methods, and in that analy3is it shows that there could
be some moderate to severe impacts, but most of these
noise impactcs are the result of the horn noise from the
trains at the at-grade crossings.

It*s important to note that, you know, the
horns aren’t getting any louder. It'*s just the fregquency
of the trains, vou know, reguired to blow their horns
that causes this impact in the analysis.

The project, as John mentioned, is being
designed with safety features to potentially allow the
quiet zones, if the towns should choose to reguest that
from the federal agencies.

We also looked at endangersd species.
Wefve coordinated again with DEP and the U.S5. Fish and
Wildlife Service. We identified sewveral species in the
general area of the corridor, but we'wve done some 3ite-—
specific surveys, and, at this point, no known endangered

species within the footprint of the projsct.
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e looked at traffic issuss. Generally,
the analysis shows that the traffic will be beneficial to
the commuting population, as well as the general public,
but we did identify there's approximately nine locations
at grade crossings, where there will be an impact to the
local traffic.

Through the design phases of the project,
we're going to be looking at that closer and looking at
improvements to mitigate that, in terms of signal timing
and roadway improvementcs.

In terms of property acqguisitions, right
now, we‘re anticipating 32 within the entire corridor, 27
taking place in Connecticut, and four in Massachusetts.
These acqguisitions could change in the number, as the
design, vou know, we get into furcther design, and we
notice regquirements needed for constructability or for
water handling at some of the culwverts and bridges.

We also did an extensive review of the
cultural reszources within the corridor. The entire
corridor, from, vou know, from throughout Connecticut and
into Massachusetts, has been determined s£ligikle for the
Hational Register of Historic Places, and that
determination was made by the Connecticut and the

Massachusetts S5tate Historic Preservation Office.
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We've entered into a process to develop a
programmatic agreement on how to handle these impacts or
these resources if impacts cccur during the further
design and construction phases.

We looked at secondary and cumulative
impacts, as John mentioned. The analysis shows that,
overall, the project will have a beneficial impact by
promoting transit—-oriented development, Jjobs, increased
mobility, improvements to air guality.

We looked at the prime and unigue
farmlands statewide of important farmlands throughout
this corridor. It's anticipated as roughly four acres of
impact that could occur there, and we'll be coordinating
with the appropriate agencies to determine if any
mitigation is reguired as the project is advancing to
design.

Safety and security, there will be an
increased frequency of the trains, as well as an increase
in speed in some of the trains, but the design is going
to be implementing supplemental safety devices that will
mitigate those concerns.

Construction impacts, with any
construction project, there’s always the opportunity for

gome impacts from the construction activities, but we
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will utilize best management practice to keep those to a
minimum, as well as we're developing a very proactive
communications program, S0 that we can keep the
residents, the business community and the towns apprised
of what*s happening, where it’s happening, and when it’'s
happening. That we found from previous projects to be
very important to keep the community involwed.

Az John and Bob both menticoned, you know,
this hearing is part of the public outreach regquired
under the HNational and the Connecticut Environmental
Policy Rct.

Wefve got a 45-day comment period that
ends on June 22Znd. This is the third of the three
hearings that we're holding for this project, and, at the
outcome of this hearing, as well as the close of the
comment period, we're going to receive all the comments,
and any comments will be responded to in the final
document that's submitted to the Federal Railroad
Bdministration, and we're anticipating that document to
be a FONS5T, Finding Of WNo Significant Impact, which will
allow the funds to be released to move forward with this
project and design.

As John mentioned, we'wve got a couple of

milestones ahead of us, but, vou know, as we mowve forward
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in design and construction, with an anticipated launch of
gerwvice in 2016.

End just for everybody's information,
names, I believe, are in most of the handouts that are
out there in front of the auditorium as you came in.

This is John and mine's contact information. Bobby?

ME. TIEE: Thank vyou, Mark. I would be
remiss not recognizing Mr. Jean Colonies(phonetic). Is
Jean still here? He's a rail administrator for the
Department and the Bureau of Public Transportation.

Do we have any slected state, federal
appointed, or elected officials? Please step forward if
vou'd like to speak. We'll give you an opportunity to
speak first, if you so desire. Okay. I guess vyou don't
desire. LR11 right.

Wefll go to the speaker sign-up sheet.

Our first speaksr is John L-E-T-0-U-R-N-E-L4-0U. Please
come to the microphone and giwve your nams and address for
the record.

Comment No: 1013; Mr. Letournean

Summary of Comment: In oppositicon
1 aof the Walling :

> from

difficult; an
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business at the Cerrito site will regquire displacement.

Response to Comment: 3.3 G Section 3.
discusses kboth Wallingford
.4.3 discusses the impact
ection 4.4.10 of the EA discusses the impact on £ff

he Town of Wallingford has recommended that CTDOT select
he Parker 5t/North Colony 5t. site. Both sites hawve
pros and cons relative to traffic impacts, parking
access, configuration of improvements relative to
existing features, and property acguiszition/impacts to
private property. Impacts at sither site can be mitigated
as detailed in the EA document. The traffic impacts at
the Parker St/Heorth Co site are more manageable
because the traffic mi measures will hawve fewer
The distances between the platforms on both the
quare site and the Parker S5t/Morth Colony 3t. site
the five-way intersecticn of | fQuinnipiac/Center
and Main Streets in downtown Wallingford are within a
reascnable walking distance.

of ] Lk

=

MR. JOHN LETOURNEAU: I'm John Letournsau,
3 Regent Court, Wallingford. I am a resident of
Wallingford, I'm a business owner in Downtown
Wallingford, and I currently sit on the Wallingford Town
Council. I'm serving in my third term.

I'm in opposition not of the program, but
of the location of the station in Wallingford. Thers
were two locations that were identified. One was what is
known as the Parkesr Street site, and the other one, which
is known as the Judd Sguare site.

I'm in favor of the Judd Sguare site for

numerous reasons, but I'd like to get into briefly, and I
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will submit a written report on this in detail, but, for
the record now, my opposition is the Cerrito property
3ite, or the Parker Street site. Humber one, it's a
little too far away from the downtown.

The one site that I just mentioned, from
the center of town to Parker 5Street, is 2,300 feet. The
Judd Sguare =site, from the =dge of the property to the
center of the downtown using the same center line, is
1,700 feet.

The Parker 3treet site has an offset
platform, and from the parking lot just to the up and
ower, from the s=dge of the parking lot to the up and
over, is roughly &00 feet, and only 200 of that is going
to be covered with a canopy on the platform.

Then, vou have to go up and over, and
vou're going to go approximately another 100, 130 feet to
utilize the other platform.

The Judd Square s3ite, the platforms are
pretty much parallel, with an up and over in the middle.
It's user-friendly. There's room for expansion on the
Judd Sguare site. Presently, there’'s a proposed I
believe it's a two-level parking garage, but there's
property next to it that could be utilized for expansion.

On the Parker Street/Cerrito property,
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itrs flarct. The only place they can go is up, sSo you
would be two parking garages down the road for expansion.

Enother piece of this that really disturbs
me with our traffic pattern on Horth Colony Street, which
iz U.5. Route 5, the Cerrito property comes right out
onto Route 5.

There’s provisions only on that property
for bus, and there's three, they have thres bus births on
that property, nothing on the current Amtrak-owned
property on Parker Street or the Parker Streest site.

It is extremely difficult to get out of
parking lots on Route 5 in other businesses. There's a
church there. Any time of the day, to go left or right
on that road, it’s an extremely busy road, and I just
don't see how we can effectively get traffic flowing onto
Route 5.

The other site, there’'s alternate routes
on the Judd Sguare site to go arcund, and it's wery close
to a railroad bridge that will access from the rear going
down South Cherry Street and then over the John Street
bridge, so there's more access on the Judd Sguare site.

This has been talked about in Wallingford
for a long time. &8s I said =sarlier, I'm not against the

project. I'm against the 3ite. This is someching that's
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going to impact our town for the next hundred years, at
least.

What’s happening in our town with the
choosing of this site i1s as important as the site that
was originally there back when the railroad came back in
the 1850s, and I don’t believe that the true thought
pattern has gone into this in depth.

I know I sit up there with councilors that
are new to the council, this is their first term, that
haven't dug into this, and we took a wvote on it last
evening, Tuesday evening, and, out of nine sicting
councilors, there were seven of us present. TIwo voted
for it, fiwve didn't. Out of the five, we have two new
ones, so the lack of information that we had.

There was, also in town, we had a working
group. The council was not priwvy to that information of
the working group. That was presented to us farther down
towards our meeting. So I think it needs to be
revisited. I would like to have DOT taks another look at
it.

The Cerrito property, that’s a currently-
owned business that emplovs 3ix people. That would have
to be purchased and/or relocate the businsss.

The Judd Square site, not at all. Those
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ars properties. There’s ons house, and there’s a Enights
of Columbus hall, and two vacant warehouses, that have
been wvacant for probably the last 40 to 50 years they
haven’'t been used.

S0, again, I can't say, vou know, why
should we take a working piece of property, with a
working business on there, with emplovees, and trump that
over vacant warsehouses? 5o there’s a lot of pieces to
this, and, I'm sorry, I'm Trving to stay within the three

minutes, which is hard for me, but I will submit the full

report, but this is the brief reporct. Thank wyou.
MR. TEE: Thank you, =3ir. HNext speaker is
James P. RePass. Just give wyour name and addresas for the

record, please.

Comment Ho: 1014; Mr. Repass

Summary of Comment:
the project will impin

Response to Comment: Sse Besponse to Comment Mo 2.0 B

MR. JRMES RePAS5: Hi. My name is James
EePass, and, for the record, my northeastern office is in
Mystic, Connecticut. I'm Chairman and Chisf Executive
Officer of the NHational Corridors Initiatiwve, which is an
organization that has a great concern in the wvarious
transportaction corridors in the United States.

This particular corridor is of interest to
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us, because it goes to Montreal, and there’s guite a
future in the transportation system if we do it right.

The reason that I'm here this evening is
I'm wvery greatly concerned about not this project, which
I'm happy to see moving forward after many years of
work, but the busway, which is being built on the right
of way of Amtrak that's going to impinge on the operation
of this corridor.

It will impinge in several ways. One of
those ways is that the freight corridor will become
unavailable once the speeds of the passenger trains get
above 110 miles per hour. That's a technical thing, but
something to keep in mind.

Ird like to sese the CONN DOT work more
closely internally to discuss internally and solve some
of the problems that are going to be brought about by the
restrictions caused by this right of way impingement.

It's going to be a wery difficult thing to
deal with if we have a concrete busway on top of an
existing rail right of wav, which should be preserved for
future use.

The effect and the impact will not happen
this year. It will happen five to seven years from now,

and that’s something that's pretty close, but far encugh
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away that perhaps we are not thinking about it as much as
we should.

I think I'11 leawve my comments at that for
now. Thank you.

ME. TEE: Thank wvou, sir. Our next
speaker, Molly McEay. Please come to the microphone and
give vour name and address for the record.

Comment No: 1015; Ms. McKay

Summary of Comment 1015.1: Ms. McE

v is concerned that

the construction of the project will impinge on the
future constructiocon of rail serwvice to Hew Britain or
Waterbury.

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment HNo 2.0 B-1

Summary of Comment 1015.2: Ms. McEay i3 concernse
property acguisitions for the construction of the
Hartford Station will displace on existing business and
emplovment e

on Flatbush Avenus.

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Commsnt Mo

M5. MOLLY McERY: My name is Molly McEavy.

.
P
(3]
[t

Address, & Riverbend Drive, Mystic, Connecticut.

I have already spoken about some of the
same issues that Mr. RePass brought up tonight about the
busway, and I have the same concerns about how it will
impinge on this, so I think it's a wonderful plan, to
bring many more trains through central Connecticut.

My concern tonight is what I learned
recently, that one of the acguisitions of property might

possibly be a thriving business that has been in Hartford
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away that perhaps we are not thinking about it as much as
we should.

I think I'1ll lesawve my comments at that for
now. Thank you.

MR. IEE: Thank wvou, sir. Our next
speaker, Molly McEay. Pleass comse to the microphone and
give vour name and address for the record.

Comment No: 1015; Ms. McKay

Summary of Comment 1015.1: Ms. McEay is concerned that
the construction of the projsct will impinges on the
future constructicon of rail service to Hew Britain or
Waterbury.

Response to Comment: Ses Besponse to Commsnt Mo 2.0 B-1

Summary of Comment 1015.2: Ms. McEavy is concerne
property acguisitions for the constructicon of the
Hartford Station will displace on existing business and
emplovment on Flatbush Avenue.

P
P
()
o]

Besponse to Comment: Ses Eespon Comment Mo

MS. MOLLY McERY: My name is Molly McEay.

L1}
m
ol
[}

Address, & Riverbend Drive, Mystic, Connecticurt.

I have already spoken about some of the
game jssues that Mr. RePass brought up tonight about the
busway, and I have the same concerns about how it will
impinge on this, so I think it's a wonderful plan, to
bring many more trains through central Connecticut.

My concern tonight is what I learned
recently, that one of the acguisitions of property might

possibly be a thriving business that has been in Hartford
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at the Flatbush Avenue site, where it's Flatbush Avenue
and New Park S5treet.

There’s a business there, called the Party
Shop, owned by a company named S5tandard Paper, and it's
been there since the 19303, and I heard, I didn’t see it
on the chart tonight, but I heard that that's one of the
potential acguisitions of property, and I can't -—- Ifwe
been to that space, and I've seen the acres and acres of
land around the building where the Party Shop is, and I
can't believe that there isn't enough space to have
coffee shops and a little book store, or whatever the
transit-oriented development will be, which is a very
good thing.

It's wvery good for the economy to get
transit-oriented development around the stations, but to
wipe out a successful business, that employs many people,
and that is doing well, even in this terrible economic
turndown, I think that ought to be reviewed, and I think
it would be tragic to push that out.

It could be an senhancement to the
development. How many people have a thriving party shop
for all these products that they use, the Pusrto Rican
community uses for their celebrations, and anybody

planning parties or events?

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (E800) Ze2-4102

B-241



B-242



(]

17

13

1%

HEARING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT
JUNE 14, 2012

per linear foot, is the load rating on it.

When that structure was built, it was only
built to 2,000 pounds a linear foot load rating, =30 it
dossn't carry the lcocad rating snough to put two tracks on
it.

The long-term plan for Hartford, and this
is coordinated, and this is an initiatiwve that’s being
driven by the City of Hartford, is to take the alignment
of the railway and I-B84, which now twists, the railway
comes underneath I-B4, hits Unicon Station, then passes
back underneath I-84 again, is to take and untangle those
and bring kboth structures down to grade.

In other words, yvou’'d have I-84 slightly
sunken through Hartford, and then the rail line would be
cut into Asylum Hill.

What that does is that allows you to
reconnect Hartford over the top of those two alignments.
It's a big benefit to the City of Hartford. They're
looking to reconnect the City. Lots of development
opportunities there. It's an initiatiwve that the City of
Hartford is wery hot on and the region is hot on, and,
s0, we're attempting to accommodate that plan.

It's a little bit more of a long-term

vision, because it's guite a lot of work. There's a lot
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of, once again, property acguisitions that have to happen
in order to make that alignment work.

It is, owverall, a big cost savings, when
you compare it to the cost of replacing what they call
the ARetna Viaduct, I-84 elevated through Hartford. That
iz due for replacement. That structure is ending, is
approaching its end of 1life, and, so, to replace that
with another elevated structure would be hugely
expensive. Lowsring it to grade is a big savings.

S50 between the two projects, it's a net
savings in that infrastructure that needs to be replaced.
50 that's mavbe a long answer, but that's all the details
of what happens through Hartford on single track there.

MS. McEKRY: Thank you.

MR. TEE: Thank you, HMr. Bernick. For the
record, Robert W. Ike. Our next speaker, Lmanda Eennedy.
Plesase come to the microphons. Giwve yvour name and
address for the record.

Comment No: 1016; Ms. Hennedy

Summary of Comment 1016. ly represents the
Eegicnal FPlan Associ ; supports the
project; howewver, c comments and
concerns that the project: a) needs to be constructed in
coordination with improvements to local transit systems.

Response to Comment: Ses response to Comment 4.4.10 A,

Summary of Comment 1016.2: b) needs to be accompanied by

AT

support for land use planning (e.g. TOD
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dedicated to planning the growth of the New York, New
Jersey, Connecticut and Metropolitan region, and a lot of
the work we do is in the way that transportation systems
shape growth, housing, commercial developmsnt.

I'm here to share with CONN DOT RPA's=
strong support for the New Hawven, Hartford, Springfield
rail corridor improvement program, which is going to
create faster, more frequent and more connections between
the important job centers, not only allowing the Hew
Haven/Springfield corridor, but connecting that region
with southwestern Connecticut and New York City.

But we want to emphasize that the rail
project can't just stand on its own. It needs to be in
conjunction with improwvements to local transit systems.
It nesds to be part of a -- have a good branding and
marketing schems to attract multiple ridership groups,
and it alsoc needs to be accompanied by support for land
use planning to maximize the benefits of the rail svstem.

S0 we'wve been working on this project for
awhile. Last year, we convened two workshops with
business and community leaders. One was in Hartford with
planners and economic development officials, and then we
had one in Rocky Hill that was more, brought more

business representatives in, and we looksed at wvarious
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case studies from around the country to determine what
strategies need to accompany the rail projects to really
spur sustainable seconomic growth and housing.

At the first workshop, we brought down
experts from Maine's Downeaster Project, which is wvery
comparable to this one, in that it connects an
underdeveloped region in Maine to Boston and California's
capitol corridor, which connects with Sacramento, and, in
both places, communities have embraced rail service as
the cornerstone of their economic development strategies.

We presented those case studies with our
audience, developed strategies specifically for New
Haven/3pringfield, and then tested those strategies with
the business audience at the second workshop.

Bnd I just want to brieflv mention some of
the strategies that we're proposing really need to be a
part of the Hew Haven/Springfield rail project.

Humber one, we need to make sure that the
rail service is accessible to multiple ridership groups,
and one key strategy for doing that is to promote
intermodal connectivity, the integrating bus shuttle,
bike and pedestrian infrastructure, especially pedestrian
infrastructure, making sure that the station areas aren't

developed with suburban-style parking lots, but they
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really make sure that walking connections are as qguick
and comfortable as possible. Pedestrians should alwavs
have the right of way in a station area.

Secondly, a good branding and marketing
campaign can cultivate a diverse and loyal ridership that
really makes -- it expands the ridership base. It makes
the service actually more financially feasible, becauss
vou £ill up trains on the reverse commute routes.

Maine has been really successful branding
the Downeaster as a Maine service, getting both commuters
and tourists, who come for the lobster rolls that they
gerve on the trains in the summer.

Thirdly, we need to create a single-
corridor-wide economic development plan that really the
train is there to attract and retain both residents with
skills and to expand business growth, and we need to
embrace the rail service as the core of that economic
development plan.

We should develop innovative financing
mechanisms, like Value Capture, that enable communities
to extract value from the rail services and fund ongoing
capital improvements that improve the station areas and
promote TOD, Transit-Oriented Development.

B Transit Village Program, like the one
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they run in New Jersey, would provide funding and
technical assistance to communities that want to promote
development in their downtown, and this has been done to
some extent already with TOD planning grants, but
definitely more work needs to be done, especially as the
program gets in service.

A corridor-wide overlay district can help
communities develop zoning that helps them to encourage
development around rail stations, but still wery much
respects and acknowledges home rule, in terms of land use
planning.

Bnd, lastly, the idea of forming a single-
purpose entity, which is what they did in Maine with the
Downeaster, it would be a knowledge corridor rail
authority that really coordinates the multiple levels of
a rail service, not just providing the service, but
providing the connectivity, working with local
communities on TOD.

We think it would provide better inter-
agency and state and local coordination. I did bring a
copy of the report that we issued after the second
workshop, which I guess I'1]1 submit as part of our
Written statement.

I actually am leaving now to catch Amtrak
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mentioned the capitol corrideor, in particular.

They have worked diligently on the capitol
corridor to maximize the number of bikes being brought on
trains, so nowWw that every, one out of every, nearly one
out of every 10 riders that trawvel betwesn San Jose and
Sacramento are bringing bicycles, are boarding kbikes on
trains.

It has a similar sort of suburkban -- many
of those stops along the way hawve a similar suburbanized
development pattern between New Haven and Springfield.

She talked about like parking lots. It's
something I strongly concur with. The deserctification of
stations, by surrounding them with parking lots, i=s a
travesty, and this is, from what I saw outside, this is
kind of the pattern of land use immediately around the
stations.

That land is much more waluable as rail
accessible development, also known as transit-oriented
development.

S0 to save money for this project, I would
actually eliminate much of this, vou know, much of the
parking, much, if not all, and look for investment, like
grants, t©o fund time tranasfer shuctles to the stations,

30 that means a bus, in this case, that would drive to
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the train station and guarantee that the riders on the
bus get there before the train takes off and would meet
the riders when they get off the ctrain.

Then we had a gentleman, Councilman John
Letourneaunu, speak about Wallingford and the two choices
that are availabkle. I would submit that a third choice
should be entertained, and that would be to grade
separate Wallingford by depressing the railroad tracks,
keseping the original train station intact, and you would
go down to the tracks to catch the train.

The cars, the motor vehicular traffic, or
bicycles, or whatever, would drive at-grade over the
railroad tracks. That's been done. You know, I spoke to
a gentleman earlier. We were talking about the Alameda
Corridor between Downtown L.A. and Long Beach for freight
rail, and, also, the Solana Beach Station down in San
Diego County. Very successful.

Then there's the issue that was brought up
by Mr. RePass and Ms. McEay, about the problems with what
is now known as Connecticut Fast Track.

I concur with that. I would go a little
step further and say that that project should be
cancelled. It's better to do one project well, as

opposed to two projects sort of halfway, and if vou ended
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up using the Connecticut Fast Track Corridor, connecting
it with the Berlin branch, which runs from Berlin to
Downtown WNew Britain, you could then have a third track
between Hartford and Berlin, and that would enable you ——
and, furthermore, wvou could put the local stations on
that track, including the Berlin station, and then free
up the Amtrak corrideor, which vou're working so hard on,
the two tracks on the Amtrak corridor, so that there's no
station stops between Hartford and Meriden, and theres's
only two or three grade separations. They're very minor.

Work on like, vou know, making sure that
those are eliminated, that those at—-grade crossings are
eliminarted, and you would then be able to maximize
gpeeds. That's an 18 or 1%9-mile stretch. That’s similar
to the standard that California is using for its closest
spacing of high-speed rail.

There’s the issus of Bradley Airport,
which was brought up by Mr. Bernick, and there’s track
there that, freight track that goes into 3uffield, and
then back down into the airport.

That should be utilized in this project,
and, in fact, I would put that in the early phase, 50
that vou can start trains out of Bradley Lirport going

down to Hew Haven and New York. To have the one-s3eat
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ride benefit is vou can't savy enough about that.

Then I want to say, finally, because I
know there are a couple of other speakers, I also have
lots of comments, but looking at a study of bridges in
Connecticut that are in need of repair, and all of those
bridges, the busiest bridges, which had like traffic
wvolumes of 112,000 to 141,000 average daily ADTs, all
those bridges were on I-95.

I'm from New Canaan, so Stamford. I loock
at, vou know, I look at the bridge, I-95 bridge in
Stamford every day, or have in the past. Every day is
Too strong a word. Many days. And we're desperate for
alleviaction of impacts to the I-%5 corridor, in terms of,
you know, pollution, what is it having on, vou know,
environmental injustice issues, and, 30, to run these
trains through, these 17 trains you're talking about,
running them through to Hew York, with liks a three-stop
express service, and you can pick your cities, whethsr
it's Westport, Fairfield and Bridgeport, or Stamford,
Greenwich, vou know, Horwalk, Stamford and Greenwich, or
any wvariations of cities, that would have a tremendous
benefit not only in terms of alleviating pollution,
alleviating crowding on our existing trains, creating a

shorter trip time between New Haven and New York, which
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would be an economic driver, but it would also better
integrate the state.

End what we need to look at, in terms of
our planning, instead of being Indian Chieftains, where
we say, oh, we want to build the Fast Track, or the
Busway, want to loock at like loocking at the state as ons
unified state, not Gold Coast versus Central Connecticut.
I"ll leave my comments.

MR. TIEE: Thank wvou, Mr. Stowe. Our next
speaker is Paul Hammer. Please come to the microphone
and give your name and address for the record.

Comment No: 1018; Mr. Hammer

Summary of Comment: Advocates incorporation of kikes on
trains, dedicated bike parking.

Response to Comment: 35 Comment Mo 4.4.10 F.

ME. PARUL HAMMER: Paul Hammer, past
President of the Connecticut Bicycle Coalition, 123 Lenox
Strest in Hew Haven.

I think that this project giwves
Connecticut the opportunity to have one of the best new
rail projects in the world in the Z1st Century, and, in
order to do that, I think it's important for us to look
at best practices.

Emong those best practices are the

incorporation of bicycles onto trains, whether that be in
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California, or in Denmark, and that will increase the
incidents of multi-modal transportation, take more people
off the roads, allow pecople to take short commutes when
they get to their destinations.

It's something that I would like to see
the DOT convene a working group to discuss this, to look
at the cost, the practicality, to look at the best
practices, to involwve representatives from bicycle
groups, such as the League of American Bicyclists, Bike
Walk Connecticut and others, to see if we can find sort
of an coptimum plan to do this, rather than wait until the
last minute, as the trains are about to roll away, and
s3ay oO0pSs.

So, to me, and I =say this just from having
done scme research, I think this involwves, vou know,
considering the possibility of having dedicated bike
cars, or dedicated spaces on trains for bicycles, but,
also, to have bike parking in stations and bike sharing
stations, as well, so I don't think it's limited to one
solution.

I think Connecticut has, vou know, come to
the point, where many of its buses do have bicycle access
in urban areas, and they are being heavily used, and now

I want to see us do the same on the train.
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MR. IEE: Your address, again, sir?

MR. LEAHY: 12 BRegency Drive, BR-E-G-E-N-C-
Y, in Horth Hawven.

MR. TEE: Okay. Thank wyou.

ME. LERHY: Okay. Ladies and gentlemen,
this project is a colossal waste of money. It should be
cancelled right now.

It's a boondoggle, the State of
Connecticut can’'t afford it, and, least of all, our
country, which is 16 trillion deollars in debt, can't
afford irt.

The DOT has a sordid record of mismanaging
just about every project they worked on, and this
presentation —- I'wve been involwed in a lot of
presentations of a 40-year career of being involved with
costs and budgeting. This is a laughable presentation.

There’s absolutely no proof that people
would take this wvery thinly-traveled route right now and
use it. I see these trains every day go through
Wallingford. They're emptv.

B better use of the money would be to
upgrade Amtrak’'s egquipment, but whatever the government
3ays, €74 million, it’s probably triple that amount, and

what happens is it leaves the taxpayers —— if the
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government gives yvou some money, the federal government,
what they're not telling vou is what the operating costs
will be and how much it will be on the backs of the S5tate

of Connecticut’'s taxpayers.

This is a boondoggle beyond belief. Let
me just giwve yvou some exXamples. Again, calling this
high-speed is a joke. If you have a train station every

five miles, how can it be high-speed?

I have been in a high-spesd train in
Japan, the Shinkansen. I've been on that. This is
laughable. Building train station we don’t need. I mean
we can't afford ic.

Amtrak runs a similar route. The trains
are empty. S50 where in the study is there any empirical
proof that people will take these trains? There is none.

Humber two, who is going to be left with
the operating cost, which probably will be in the
hundreds of millions of dollars over a 1l0-year period.

We can't afford ict.

We need to start running governments like

a business. This is an example of governments totally
out of control. It sounds great. I'd 1like to drive a
Mercedes. This is wonderful, but this is not going to
work.
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Emtrak, in general, should be abolished,
except for the northeast corridor and some routes in
California and the Midwest, but to spend monsey to build
25 trains a day, whizzing through Wallingford, I mean
this is laughable, once again. This is absolutely crazv.

Why do you think Florida rejected these
funds? Why do vou think the taxpayers of California,
who, in a crazy wvote of confidence, decided to wote for a
high-speed train to Las Vegas in the middle of nowhere?

They're going to be left with about 70
billion dollars in costs, the taxpayvers of California.
They're thinking about repealing that.

Connecticut doesn’t have the sufficient
population to make this work. Wefwve lost population over
the last 10 years, or our population has been about
steady, so when somebody says, oh, be on a train from New
Haven to Downtown Hartford, who is going to do that? I
mean it's only 30 or 40 miles.

I've seen good projects. This is not ons
of them. I"1l give vou an example. Phoenix has a
fabulous light rail system from Scottsdale down to the
center of Phoenix. That's the fourth largest
metropolitan arsea in the United States. There’s plenty

of population to support that.

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) Ze2-4102

B-260



)

17

13

1%

49
HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JUHE 14, Z012

¥You had your time. When are we starting
holding politicians accountable for projects like this?
I mean it sounds great, it's wonderful, vyvou know, nice
trains and new stations. Again, we can't afford it. We
cannot afford it.

Somebody has to pay the bill. That's you
and I. It doesn't come for free. Federal money doesn't
come for free. Taxes in Connecticut are high enough
already. We're chasing businesses out. This will do
nothing to help business.

I'1]1 give vou a few examples of
boondoggles that the State has wasted our money on. The
Connecticut Science Center, which is a great idea, a
building cost two or three times more than it should
have, and the Connecticut Convention Center, a total
waste of money, a total white elephant, a boondoggle.
The taxpayers of Connecticut support that severy vear, and
thevy'’1ll never make money. It should never hawve been
built.

S0, in my opinion, we have scarce
resources in this state. We need to allocate those
resources on projects that makes money. L better use of
the money would be upgrade Amtrak’s eguipment. Sure,

building a rail line is not a bad idea. That’s not a bad
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idea, but I would spend about one-tenth of the money on
this project.

BEnd, by the way, when was the last time
Yyou ever saw a government project, A, be on time, or, B,
meet its goals, as far as cost goes? HNewver.

End I'"11 take the DOT, for example. DOT,
in one of its worst moments, totally botched the
acguisition of the trains for Amtrak, for the Metro North
project.

They' re about two or three years late.
They bought it from the wrong source. And, finally,
after years and years of delay, those trains are coming
on sStTream.

DOT can't manage anything, 3o why would we
trust them with a project like this, which we shouldn't
waste one more penny on this project. Thank you.

MER. TEE: Thank vou, sir. Any other
first-time speakers? Come to the microphone, please,
sir, and give your name and address for the record. I
have to write wvour name in for the record, please. You
have to go to the microphone, sir.

Comment No: 1020; Mr. Munzer

Summary of Comment: Concernsd with the safety of grade-
crossings.
Response to Comment: See Eesponse to Comment No 4.4.13 B.
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ME. DAVID MONZER: David Munzer, M-U-N-Z-

MR. TEE: Your addressz, please, sir?

MR. MONZER: ©Oh, I'm zorry. Two Oliver

Driwve, North Haven.

ME. TIEE: Thank wyou.

MR. MUOMZER: I second that gentleman's

comments. I saw this thing. I was just browsing on the

internst today and saw this and said, ges, was I

sleeping?

I live 2,300 feet from the line, as it

comes through North Haven, 30 this is in my backvard. I

hear the train whistles all day long. It*s sort of a

pleasant sound, until it doesn’'t become pleasant any

longer, and I guess they're every hour or so now, and I

guess, according to the schedule, thev're going to be

more freguent. I'm not a fan.

Here's my number one concern. Grade

crossings. There's the Toelles Road crossing, which is

at—grade, very dangerous. We'wve had a couple of deaths

there in the 16 years that I've been living in this area,

and

are

we have the Sackett Point Road grade crossing.
These are crossings, where road and track

at the =zame grade, and the gates come down, and the
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bells and whistles go off, and all kinds of good stuff,
and then I heard in tonight's comments that there are 38
at—grade crossings in this efforc, 38.

To go on the back of this previous
gentleman, what kind of high-speed railroad are we going
to have with 38 grade crossings? They have to slow down
each time, blow their whistle, proceed with caution.

I heard a speed of 110 miles an hour.
Unless you're going for, yvou know, wvast distances, I

don't see how vou're going to achieve any kind of great

speed.

End, oh, by the way, I'm a fan of Amtrak.
I'm an accountant by trade. I have clients all over the
northeast. For the better part of a year, I was

commuting to Delaware on Amtrak, used the Acela.
Fantastic, great. All suits. You know, people going to
Washington was the biggest thing.

I don’'t see where you guys see people

using this thing. I mean from New Haven to Springfisld?
Huh? If I'm going to do that, I'm going to get in my car
and go.

By the wav, a real benefit would be to
relieve the traffic to Stamford. When I have a client in

Stamford, it takes me the better part of two hours each
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way to go the 50 miles.

When I have a client in Hartford, it's a
vacation. I'm there in 30 minutes by car, 3o I'm not
goling to take the train, because the car alternative is
far better for me. It gives me all the flexibility that
I need, and it's a pleasant ride. The roads are great.

Six hundred million dollars, wow. Is this
financially wiable? John, vou're the PM on this. When
is this going to pay off? What's the estimated breaksven
point for this project?

MR. IEE: Just give wvour name for the
record, please. Yes, sir?

MR. BERNICE: Okay. John Bernick. I'm
the Program Manager for CONMN DOT. First, I want to
address the issue of speed, because therse’s a lot of
guestions about the speed on the line.

The line has been designated by the
Federal Railroad Administration as a regicnal high-speesd
corridor, speeds %0 to 110 miles an hour.

Speeds on the line right now are around 80
miles an hour. What limits the speed on the corridor is
not the grade crossings, and it's not the egquipment. The
equipment can get up to 110, even between Wallingford and

Horth Hawven. Even the diesel eguipment comes up Very
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quickly, and, 30, we can achieve those speeds in 110
miles an hour.

What limits us is, actually, is the curve
geometry. We're building on an existing roadbed.
There's an efficiency in that, in that wyou're not
establishing a brand new corridor, like, for instance,
like California is deoing. It's much more challenging in
doing that.

Here, we're making use of infrastructurs
that already exists. We're simply putting the second
track back where the second track used to be, and, =0,
the 110 miles an hour really comes from the geomerry of
the railroad, and, yes, it is achiewvable.

From the standpoint of cost, you have to
look at cost not from a microcosm, but from the bigger
picture, so yvou say are we just talking about --

ME. MUOMZER: I'm a number’'s guy. If I
were to inwvest in this company, when would be my
breakeven point? When could I sxpect to ses a return?

ME. BEENICE: The service will be

subsidized, okay, and we don't make any —— we don't make

MR. MUNZEER: 50 it won't be profitable?

It will have to be subsidized.
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MR. BERNICE: The pavoff comes, because
the revenue does not only come from the fare box. The
revenue comes from the transit-oriented dewvelop from the
tax base that yvou build in the individual communities as
business grows up and down the corridor.

End, so, the business model for the line
is not simply what gets collected at the fare box, but
what is the overall economic impact to the region, and
what's the overall benefit to the taxpayer?

MR. MUNZEER: I'm disappointed to hear

that.

MR. IEE: Just give vour name for the
record, sir. Give wyour name for the record, please?

MR. MUNZER: David Munzer, speaking again.
My biggest concern is safety, and when I heard this, that

this was being entertained, I thought, okav, great.
Werll have an opportunity to fix some of the things that
are wrong, all of these grade crossings.

This is ancient technology that we're
dealing with, gates coming down, whistles going off,
horns blasting. That’s from 1%40 or "30.

We have an opportunity, if vou guys go
ahead with this, vou have an opportunity to do it righrt,

and I would encourage you to use all the technologies
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that are available, and to not elevate grade crossings is
an inexpensive way out. Human lives will —— I*11 just
leave it at that.

And the last thing, the environmental
impact, I was glad to hear that the noise was discussed
under environmental impact. I'm glad we don't have any
snail darters that are going to get wiped out in this
fiasco.

I think there's one envirconmental impact
that vou haven't considered, and that’'s the residential
sanity of people living anywhere within earshot of these
horns going off. Wicth that, I'1ll conclude. Good luck.

MR. TEE: Thank you, =3ir. Any other
first—-time speakers? Firat-time speakers? Please come
to the microphone, and give yvour name and address for the
record.

Comment No: 1021; Mr. Bonan

Summary of Comment: Advocates roll-on access for bicyecles
on trains.

11

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 4.4.10

MR. DAVE BOMNAN: Good evening. Dave
Bonan, 18 James S5treet, Danbury. Sorry I was late.

MR. IEE: Can vou spell your last name,

ME. BOMZN: Bonan, B-O-N-&-N.
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MR. IEE: Your addressz, please?
MR. BONAN: 18 James Street, Danbury.
Sorry I was late. I was biking from Danbury. I know

Richard comes from Hew Canaan, 30 I'm sure we came the
furthest todavw.

Before I start, I wanted to say itfs kind
of laughakle that the person saving before me was
complaining about living near a railroad. It's like the
same people living near the airport that startc
complaining about the noise, 3o I just thought that was
hilaricus, because you choose to live where yvou live.

I want to talk about unboxed, roll-on
access for bicycles on the corridor. Currencly, from New
Haven to Hartford on the Peter Pan bus, it’s 15 to 17
dollars into Springfield, about 21 to 29 dollars. &Amtrak
iz between 12 and 20 dollars, depending on what time
vou're going.

I would prefer to go by train. Ho
traffic. Hardly any rail traffic. HNew Hawven has got the
really amazing thing in the last 10 vears of being a real
good bike city now, very multi-modal, lanes being striped
all the time, a big cohesive bike community, probably
second only to Boston in bike trips per day, per vear.

I think it's somewhere between three to
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five percent commuting, and vou have to take real
advantage of this multi-modal transportation option,
knowing that all those cyclists could go on to Harcford.
I know I would, as well.

I can bike from MNew Haven to Hartford,
sure, in two and a half hours, three hours. I'd rather
take the train as much as possible, and yvou have a wealth
of people in NHNew Haven and the knowledge corridor from
Yale, all the way up to University of Hartford, all the
way up to Horthampton, as well, all the colleges and
universities.

Vermont just reinstituted roll-on bike
access, with a small fee. Just roll-on. You don't have
to pay extra. You dont have to box it. On the western
corridor, Maine has the roll-on bike access all the way
down to, I beliewve, Boston at this point, which I'm going
to take advantage of in a couple of weeks, and that
always fills up. It’'s amazing.

What most train operators, who don't favor
bicycles, in this dav and age, I can't believe that
actually happens, and most buses, like Grevhound and
things like that interstate, there’s problems with
bringing vyour bike on, because, in Connecticut, vou can

bring on Peter Pan, and you can stick it under the rack,
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and you*ll be okay, but when vou go from state-to-state
and you go out of the corridor, it’s harder, and they
don't want to hear the complaints of, oh, vou just box it
up. Well T can't pull a bike out of my —— a box out of
my butt. It's not something that cyeclists just bring
with them ewverywhere theyv go, a box, or a torgue wrench
to take off the pedal wrenches, vou know, to take ths
pedal off. It weighs 10 pounds. It's not common SEnse.

This is actually going to alleviate a lot
of congestion from cyclists to go for work and for trawvel
and for recreation, and I'd like to see covered bike
parking at all stations. HMetro Horth is making strides
in that right now along the Danbury branch and along the
Hew Haven line, and we'd wvery much like to see that.
Thank wyou.

ME. TEE: Thank wvou, sir. Any other
first-time speakers? Yes, ma'am. Just come to the
microphone, and give vyour name and address for the
record.

Comment No: 1022; Ms. Attota

Summary of Comments: that the New Haven State
Street Station will no constructed during the initial
stages of the project.

[
2]

Response to Comment: See Eesponse to Comment No L.
MS. SUSMITHA ATTOTA: Good evening.

represent the New Haven City Plan Department, and my name
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the Mill River interlocking, and it*s one of those
things, where, because of the configuration of the
switches and the traffic that comes into the northeast
corridor, it makes it wvery difficult for the train to
move all the way from the tracks coming on this corridor
all the way over to the State Street platform, which is
on the opposite side.

It's something that, from my wantage
point, I'm continuing to look at. I'm always working
with the operation’s side of the house to ses, vou know,
is there a possibility for at least some of the trains to
makes that move?

I don*t have an answer for you on that. L
lot of the train schedunling is goling to get worked out in
the coming years.

Unfortunately, the Federal Railrcad
Bdministration will not fund the work to get that
additiconal platform on State Street that would make this
an sasier move and a more regular move, therefore, we
don't have a funding source for it.

It is on the radar. We are doing, right
now, we're starting a grant for alternatives analysis to
look at and fine-tune the additional, what we call the

additional stations, which would be 5tate Street would be
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one of them.

End, so, we are making strides towards
doing the homework necessary to speed the way towards a
future grant application and future grant cocbligations, so
it's something we're striving for. Unfortunately, we're
not funded to that level yet.

MS5. ATTOTA: Well what is the anticipated
timeline, then, for NHew Hawven?

ME. BERNICEK: Well, for starter service,
we're looking at 2016. For adding a platform at State
Street, I don't have a timeline for vou. It depends on
the availability of federal grants.

M5. ATTOTA: 50 does that mean that the
service would start, but New Hawen would be left out?

ME. BEENICE: TYou would have service
start, but the service would -- you would have de-
boarding at Union Station, and, so, we would hawve to loock
at the transit, the bus linkage there to get people up to
the Green, but vou would have New Haven, Union Station,
a3 your stop.

M5. ATTOTA: Well I also conduct
environmental reviews for the City, and I read esach and
every page of the EA, and I somsehow missed the point. I

don't know why, but when the phase two said Hew Haven to,
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vou know, Hartford or something else, just as vou mean
that New Haven is also included in this thing, although I
didn’t see what was written in the parenthesis, and there
was no timeline mentioned, and there was no wording
called phase four, it just said regional rail stations
for future, so it was all wvery confusing, and it's nice
to know, nice to come to this meeting here and this
hearing and to hear it from you.

I appreciate that, vyou know, it’'s a great
project and all, but, as vou know, Hew Haven right now
undergoing a lot of change, and there are s0 many
development opportunities coming up in Hew Haven, and we
have 30 many riders.

Even your EA states that Hew Haven has the
second highesat average daily ridership at S3tate Street,
and potentially 390 new riders, and thers are nearly 40
percent of people, who use non-motorized transportation
to work, so it will ke really a missed opportunity, I
think, if it's not included in this current program, and
if it'"s pushed back, or, vou know, if there's no definite
timeline for this.

MER. BERNICE: John Bernick, again. And
I"ll leave vou with one final thought. I was involwved in

the dewvelopment of the 5tate 5treet station. I also did
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all the Shoreline East stations, and it was a big boost
in ridership when we added 3tate Street to the svstem,
and, so0, the Department recognizes the importance of the
State S5treet stop, and, so0, we're working towards that,
but we're going to do our very best to get that
implemented.

M5. ATTOTA: Thank wyou.

MER. IEE: Thank vyou, ma'am. Any other
first-time speakers? Do we have any othesr first-tims
speakers? Yes, sir. Please come to the microphone and
give vyour name and address for the record.

Comment No: 1023; Mr. Silver

Summary of Comment 1023.1: Concerned that the state
to acgulire his property for the 1struction of the

Hartford Station and displace a I and his
emplovees.

Response to Comment: Ses Response to Commsnt Mo 4.4.3 B
Summary of Comment 1023.2: Questions whether increasing
train service will result in an increase in ridership.
Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 4.5 R

MR. DANIEL SILVER: My name is Daniel
Silwver. I'm from West Hartford, 20 Ironwood Boad, and I
have a great interest in this particular project.

I was informed today that one of the new
stations, which is planned, is going to reguire that the
State take more property.

The first thing is that I got this from a

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) Ze2-4102

B-276



)

17

13

1%

HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JUHE 14, Z012

secondary source, and there were plans, apparently, wWere
drawn up a considerable length of time ago, and nobody
cams to me to discuss this.

I have a wiable business that employs
people in the City of Hartford, and the first thing I
want to do is complain akbout that.

I'm not sure if there was some ulterior
motive here, or just keep it hushed up, but it would hawve
a significant impact on me and a lot of other people that
work for me if the State decides to take my property.

The other thing, which comes to mind, is
the project, itself. Some of these points were touched
on. ©One thing is, presently, we have an Amtrak system,
which doesn't seem to be fully utilized, at least when I
gee trains going up and down the rail in my backvard.

They seem to be considerably less than
half full most of the time. Bv increasing the amount of
trains, as was suggested, is that going to actually
increase the amount of ridership? I scratch my head. I
don't see the logic in this.

Bdd more stations, add more stops,
conceivably, vou could add more people, but, again, the
population is a good, interesting guestion, too, the

population density.

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) Ze2-4102

B-277



)

17

13

1%

()
[ai]

HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JUHE 14, Z012

One guestion I have that mavbe some of the
people here can answer is what, presently, if vou're
riding from, say, Hartford to New Haven by rail, what is
the time, what is the distance, and what is the time it
takes to get from point-to-point?

ME. TEE: Giwve your name for the record,
please.

ME. BERNICE: John Bernick. You know,

what I would rather do, rather than give vou a number

that’s off, I would rather provide that information to
VOU. I can e-mail it to you. I can give vou a call
TOmMOrrow.

When you compare it to —— I will say this.

When you compare it to a driwve, okay, could you beat it
in a car? You might be able to beat it in a car, like in
the middle of the night.

RBush hour, absolutely no way. Therefs no
way vou're going to get into Hartford from Mew Haven at
rush hour and beat the train. It's not going to happen.

I just want to bring out one other thing.
I just want to clarify the issue, and it's been brought
up a couple of times, of ridership, and, well, gee, vyou
want to add all these trains, and there’s nobody, vou

know, the trains are only partially full now.
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The market analysis for this line, which
really originated by Amtrak, was verified through a
number of ridership models that both DOT and Amtrak ran,
shows a highly underserved market here, and the reason
that vou don't have people riding is because you don't
have the fregquency of the train.

S50, in other words, there's people that

want to take the train, and it’'s not only -- it’'s not a
Hartford —-- it's not a New Haven/Springfisld. I mean you
don't stop in NHew Haven and then have nowhere else to go.

You come down to Hew Haven, vou have a
huge intermodal transportation system there that gets vyou
onto the northeast corridor, onto Metro North. You can
travel anywhere up and down the eastern seaboard from New
Haven, and even the Amtrak service gives you single-seat
access all the way down to Philadelphia and D.C., but
it's the frequency of the trains that driwve the
ridership, and that’'s historically true if vou look at
any rail system just about anywhere.

It's almost a linear relationship, that
when vou up the freguency, that the ridership grows at
the same rate, and, so, that's the methodology behind the
ridership modeling, and, once again, it was developed

between we ran separate models, both CONMN DOT and amtrak,
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and they both came to the same conclusion.

MR. SILVEE: S50 you’re suggesting that
there will be an increased ridership, becausse of more
frequent trains?

ME. BEENICE: Right, because, right now,
for instance, and I've had a number of people approach me
that are even taking the service now, just to get to NHew
Haven, and I said, well, wvou know, number one, isn't
that, vou know, kind of inconwvenient, and they said, ves,
because, vou know, if I get out of work at, I don"t know,
5:00, or whenever they get out of work, I miss my train,
I've got to wait two hours for the next train, so a lot
of people don't take ic, don't use it, because it's not
convenient, and, sSo, 1t's really more an issue of
convenience than it is raw speed.

Raw speed sounds sexy, it sounds great,
but if I can get you to MNew Haven a minute earlier, or if
I can get vou out of Wew Hawven, if you work a half hour
owvertime or an hour overtims and you can still make a
train, which is the more benefit of vou? It's the
frequency that has the more benefit.

MR. SILVEE: I see. It's not going to run
really any faster than the presenc —-—

MR. BERNICE: HNo, it will. Right now,
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it's running about B0 miles an hour as a top speed.
We'll bring it up to %0 to 110.

I mean there’s areas, like, for instance,
the center of Wallingford, center of Meriden, that will
control the speed, but, in between those areas, we'll be
able to get 90 to 110.

MR. SILVER: 3o vou think that you may be
able to speed up the trip by 20 or 30 percent?

MR. BERNICE: It's a ——- in time savings,
it*s, and I'd have to get yvou the exact number, it's not
an sarth-shattering savings in time, but realize, once
again, that time savings is not what drives the
ridership. It*s the fregquency of the service that drives
the ridership.

MR. S5ILVER: Thank vyou.

ME. TEE: Thank wvou, sir. Any other
first-time speakers? First-time speakers? Any other
first-time speakers? Do we have any second-time
speaksers? Mr. Stowe?

Bemember, we will stay here this evening
for a reasonable amount of time, and you're welcome to
stay in the hallway for as long as yvou want to, to talk
with vou one-on-one.

Comment Ho: 1024; Mr. Stowe
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Summary of Comment 1024.1: tes construction of the
State Street New Haven Station improvements in the

initial stages of the project.

Response to Comment: Sees Eesponse to Comment No 1.3 B
Summary of Comment 1024.2: R=sguests greater fregquency of
train service, especially on weekends.

Response to Comment: See Besponse to Comment Mo 4.4.10 H

MR. STOWE: My name is BRichard Stowe.
Just for the record, I'm back on.

MR. IEE: Give your address, please, Mr.

MR. STOWE: 12 Mead Street, Hew Canaan. I
want to bring up a couple of points that speakers have
brought up 3ince I spoke.

One is the issue of New Haven, State
Street. I would ask that this project, the Project
Manager mowve New Hawven, State Street from phase four up
to phase two and do what needs to be dons, in terms of
redistributing the monies, to make sure that that goss on
as soon as possible, and, of course, part of that would
be to like connect the Smoothie building, so have the
platform that goes across, all the wav across.

With regard to the issue of speed and
frequency the previous speaker brought up, I just want to
tell just a perscnal story.

I got on a train on 125th Street, and thes
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train was full, but there was one seat nexXxt to this
attractive, blonde woman, 30 I sat next to her. She was
asleep.

When she woke up, we atarted talking, and,
by the end of the conversation, I got off in Stamford,
she had given me her number, and I contacted her, invited
her down for dinner in Westport, and then she invited me
up to Hartford, or to Glastonbury, actually, for dinner

with scome friends of hers.

And, so, I said, oh, wveah, no problem.
I"ll take the train. It was like a Friday evening, or
Fridav or Saturday evening, and, so, I said, well, what

time would you like me to get there? 5She said, oh,
around 7:00, 7:30, so I identified the Amtrak train and
said, great.

Well, when it came to like getting back
home, it turns ocut the last Amtrak train leaves at €:30
out of Hartford, so it’'s real tough to taks the train if
the train isn't leaving until the next morning, so the
freguency thing is there’s, vou know, vou'wve got to have
some kind of memory schedule, where people, without like
getting out a calculator, can go, okay, this is when the
train is going to be leaving, vou know, leaving the

station or arriving.
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End that's why, on Saturdays, on weekends,
like 3Saturday and Sundavs, ridership at New Haven Union
Station doubles, at least doubles, is because it is like
a funneling, sort of a —- it's a sort of an unmet demand
for all, you know, for this New Haven/Springfield
corridor, and the lack of serwvice out to Providence and
Boston.

And when I say lack of service, I mean
there’s another issue that Mr. Bernick didn't bring up,
and that is price. Supplv/demand is determined. Price
is a determining factor, 3o the prices of Metro North
type of commuter rail —— I'm SOrry. That was like not a
word we want to use, but regional rail, whatewver, if it's
priced at sort of a Metro North standard, which iz, by
the way, the highest in the country for that type of
service, you're going to get significantly more ridership
than vou are if you're pricing it at Amtrak lewvels.

That's why MNew Haven line, one reason why
Hew Hawven line carries twice as many people every day as
Amtrak carries nationwide. BAmtrak is priced a little bit
on the high side, more like an airline price, for
considerably slow service.

I took the train from New York to Miami,

31 stops, vou know? HNot a lot of people are willing to

POST REPORTING SERVICE
HAMDEN, CT (800) Ze2-4102

B-284



)

17

13

1%

HEARRING RE: INIERCITY PASSENGER RAIL FROJECT
JUHE 14, Z012

go through that and pay, and I could have flown for less,
30, again, like as far as money deficits for this
project, if we can work to like reassign the busway money
towards this project, we can have a much better project
right away, 3o that's a political guestion that we have
to like have thes Governor sign on to to understand the
benefit of having one really superlative project, and it
will grab extra people.

The New Britain area has, vyou know,
100,000, 71,000 people in the city, and mavybe 150,000
people within, vou know, the Bristol to New Britain area,
30 I think that's about it for my follow-up.

MR. TEE: Thank you, HMr. S5towe. Any other
zecond-time speakers? Any other second-time speakers?
Any other second-time speakers?

If there are no further comments, I will
now close tonight’s hearing. On behalf of Commissioner
James P. Redeker, I'd like to thank you for coming and
expressing yvour wiews tonight.

Please remember that vou have until June
22, 2012 to submit any written postmarked comments to the
Connecticut Department of Transportation. Thank yvou for
coming, and have a good evening.

{(Whereupon, the hearing adjourned.)
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