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Comment Summary Report 

COMMENT SUMMARY REPORT APPENDIX: 

Comments Submitted on the Tier 1 Draft EIS 

The Comment Summary Report Appendix contains a compilation of all submissions received on the NEC 
FUTURE Tier 1 Draft EIS during the public comment period, which began on November 13, 2015 and 
closed on February 16, 2016. The comments are organized alphabetically by the commenter’s last name 
(or organization name). Due to file size, the appendix has been split into four separate files covering the 
letters A-D, E-K, L-P, and Q-Z. Personal information for individuals has been redacted to protect their 
privacy. Other than redacting personal information, the FRA did not edit these original submissions in any 
way. Typographical or other errors are as they were received from the author via online submission, email, 
U.S. mail, or public hearing transcript. The FRA makes no representation as to the factual content of 
submissions received. Responses to the comments will be provided in the Tier 1 Final EIS. 

Please refer to the main body of this Comment Summary Report for more information on the Tier 1 Draft 
EIS public comment period, a summary of the comments, and how the FRA is using the comments in the 
process to identify a Preferred Alternative for NEC FUTURE. 

 
 



























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































STATE OF CONNECTICUT
 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
 

2800 BERLIN TURNPIKE, P.O. BOX 317546 
NEWINGTON, CONNECTICUT 06131-7546 

Office of the 
Commissioner An Equal Opportunity Employer 

January 13,2016 

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

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Federal Railroad Administration's Tier 1 Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (Tier 1 Draft EIS) for NEC FUTURE. The Tier 1 Draft EIS 
presents a sweeping and unprecedented vision for the future of rail service in the Northeast and 
the State of Connecticut in particular. 

The selection of a preferred alternative or alternatives will have benefits and consequences for 
commuters and communities for decades to come. For this reason, the alternatives in this nearly 
1000-page document deserve careful consideration not only by state officials, but by 
stakeholders, many of whom are providing comments via your public hearings. The State of 
Connecticut will take this stakeholder feedback into account in preparing its own comments on 
the Tier 1 Draft EIS. Also, Governor Malloy has directed the Connecticut Office of Policy and 
Management (CT OPM), Connecticut Department of Transportation (CT DOT), Connecticut 
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (CT DEEP), Connecticut Department of 
Housing (CT DOH) and Connecticut Department of Economic and Community Development 
(CT DECD) to submit a unified, comprehensive set of comments for the State of Connecticut. 

Given the above, we respectfully request an additional 60 days to complete our review and 
vetting of the Tier 1 Draft EIS. The additional time will allow proper review of the extensive 
document and consideration of stakeholder feedback. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your timely response.
 
Please feel free to call us with any questions.
 

i Y\Siil,rel , 

/-.c/~ ~.~ 
B daminBame James Redeker 
Se<±etary, CT OP Commissioner, CT DOT 



cc:	 Senator Richard Blumenthal 
Senator Christopher Murphy 
Congressman John Larson 
Congressman Joe Courtney 
Congresswoman Rosa L. DeLauro 
Congressman Jim Himes 
Congresswomen Elizabeth Esty 
Robert Klee, Commissioner, CT DEEP 
Evonne Klein, Commissioner, CT DOH 
Catherine Smith, Commissioner, CT DECD 
Scott D. Jackson, CT OPM Undersecretary, Intergovernmental Policy Division 















































































































































































































































































































































































































BRONX BOROUGH PRESIDENT RUBEN DIAZ JR. 

March 18,2016 

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
North East Corridor Future Program Manager 
United State Department of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1 Bowling Green-Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

On behalf of the 1.4 million residents of The Bronx, New York, I appreciate this opportunity to share my observations 
concerning the future of the Amtrak facility that operates between Washington, D.C., and Boston, Massachusetts, often 
referred to as the Northeast Corridor. This infrastructure, on which rail services are provided, represents one of the 
most valuable and essential assets to those municipalities that exist within its service area. 

Metro North Commuter Railroad and Amtrak share aging infrastructure on which an economy that directly impacts 
approximately 16 million people must rely. Likewise, ifNew York City and indeed, the northeast region, is to 
continue growing, it is critical that both railroad operators be able to accommodate the demands of an increasingly 
competitive economy. I am therefore especially supportive of the bold visions that are presented for consideration by 
Alternatives II and III. 

Since my election in 2009, my administration has been engaged in an ongoing effort to expand passenger services by 
Metro North Commuter Railroad. This new service will operate between New Haven, Connecticut and Penn Station, 
New York City. In The Bronx, four new stations are envisioned, all of which will be constructed on the existing 
Amtrak line using the Hell Gate approach to Penn Station. It is estimated that approximately 160,000 people in Bronx 
County will reside within a one mile radius of these stations. The positive economic impact on our borough's 
economy wili be historic, whiie the increased reliability and capaciiy realized by these new East River tlinIlels will aU 
but guarantee this impact can be sustained for generations. Similarly, if for any reason the only railroad bridge that 
crosses the Harlem River between Grand Central Terminal and The Bronx could not function, the redundancy the 
Hellgate span would offer Metro North could prove invaluable. Indeed, the fact that today this redundancy does not 
exist, only goes to demonstrate the essentiality of this new East Bronx link. 

There is no question but that much of our region's functionality depends on the future of the Northeast Corridor. I 
therefore thank you for considering my observations. 

, ,{),.- . 
~"ben Diaz Jr. 

RD:p&d1wr 

OFFICE OF THE BRONX BOROUGH PRESIDENT - 851 GRAND CONCOURSE, SUITE 301, BRONX, NY 10451 - (718) 590-3500 















































































































































































































































































































Office of the County Executive 

Tari Moore 
County Executive 

Alfred C. Wein, Jr. 
Director ofAdministration 

Office: 410.996.5202 
Fax: 410.996.1014 

Department of Planning and Zoning 

Eric Sennstrom, AlCP, Director 
410.996.5220 
410.996.5225 

Fax: 410.996.5305 

County Information 
410.996.5200 
410.658.4041 

CECIL COUNTY, MARYLAND
 
Department of Planning and Zoning
 

200 Chesapeake Boulevard, Suite 2300, Elkton, MD 21921
 

24 November 2015 

Rebecca Reyes-Alicia 
NEC FUTURE Program Manager 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite429 
New York, NY 10004 

Re: NEe FUTURE Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicia: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the referenced document and to comment, as follows: 

1. The language in the introduction needs to focus less on the region's economy and more 
on the region's importance to the whole nation's economy. All spending bills come out of the 
House, and the states proposed to be affected are represented therein as follows: 

CT 5 Seats 
. DE 1 Seat 
MA 14 Seats 
MD 8 Seats 
NJ ·12 Seats 
NY 27 Seats 
PA 18 Seats 
RI 2 Seats 
VA 11 Seats 

Total: 98 Seats out of 435 (and in the Senate, only 18 out of 100). That's only 22.5% 
and 18%, respectively. 

Moreover, this cannot be seen as pork for just the NE Corridor states, with any expectation that 
it will clear either house. 
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2. Freight movement needs to be emphasized more. First, the specific freight railroad 
stakeholders need to be identified. Second, the fact that more rail ridership frees up highway 
capacity, enhancing mobility for truck freight movement (so important along the NE Corridor) 
needs to be articulated. Third, considering the point above, the lane-miles of highways that 
would not have to be built as a result of each ofthe enumerated alternatives needs to be 
quantified (under the "Sustainability" section). 

3. In terms of improving passenger rail service, one way to do so is increasing reliability. 
What with well-documented documented delays for regional commuters owning to issues with 
electrical lines, serious consideration should be given to converting from electrical to diesel 
power. Not only would that increase reliability while decreasing right-of-way maintenance 
costs, it would also reduce new segment and northern route implementation costs. 

4. Alternative 2 is touted as providing "five times as much intercity service and more than 
doubles peak-hour Regional rail service." Yet, the "Evaluating the Alternatives" section reveals 
that those respective 400% and 100% service increases yield only 21.18% increase in aggregate 
rail ridership. In turn, that 21.18% ridership increase comes at the cost of an extra $115 billion 
(a 475% increase). 

5. Alternative 2 is shown with a New Segment through western New Castle County, 
Delaware and virtually the entirety of Cecil County, Maryland. The areas at which the New 
Segment would divert from the present NEC are culturally- and historically-significant, 
incorporated employment and population centers. In fact, if Wilmington, Delaware did not 
exist, then the Elkton, Maryland - Newark, Delaware urbanized area would qualify to have a 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) of its own. A more careful consideration of 
Environmental Justice needs to take place (if not part ofthe 1\1 EPA process, then when?). 

6. Alternative 3 is the most expensive. Alternative 3's technical, financial, and ridership 
projection details associated with the proposed rail crossing of Long Island Sound component 
need to be articulated - albeit at a macro level. 

7. Alternative 3 is touted as providing "six times as much intercity service and up to three 
times the amount of peak-hour Regional rail service." Yet, the "Evaluating the Alternatives" 
section reveals that those respective 500% and up to 200% service increases yield only 33.26% 
increase in aggregate rail ridership. In turn, that 33.26% ridership increase comes at the cost of 
an extra $270 billion (a 1450% increase). 

8. The methodology of future ridership calculations by alternative is curious. Alternatives 
1 and 2 respectively shift 69 and 93 "million annual trips from other modes to passenger rail," 
which are corroborated in the "Evaluating the Alternatives" section. However, Alternative 3 is 
touted to shift "141 million annual trips from other modes to passenger rail," while the figure in 
the "Evaluating the Alternatives" section says 146. Why the discrepancy? 
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9. Alternative 1 nets 69 million more annual trips at an addition cost of $45 billion, or 
$652.17 per trip. Alternative 2 nets 93 million more annual trips at an addition cost of $115 
billion, or $1,236.56 per trip. Alternative 3 nets 141 (or is it 146?) million more annual trips at 
an addition cost of $270 billion, or $1,914.89 per trip. Interesting! 

Cost per @ Additional Annual Trip
 
Alternative 1 $652.17
 
Alternative 2 $1,236.56
 
Alternative 3 $1,914.89
 

10. Fiscally and operationally, how does the proposed, high-speed mag-lev service between 
Baltimore and Washington, D.C. fit into this plan? 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. 

Sincerely, 

cc:	 Hon. Tari Moore, County Executive 
Alfred C. Wein, Jr., Director of Administration 
Eric S. Sennstrom, AICP, Director of Planning 
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Qrongr£llll of tl1£ llnit£~ §tat£ll 
mU£il1ington, 11m 20515 

February 5,2016 

Administrator Sarah Feinberg 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

RE: NEC FUTURE Tier 1 Draft EIS 

Dear Administrator Feinberg: 

As the Federal Railroad Administration continues the NEC FUTURE planning process, we write 
to underscore the importance of creating and maintaining a sense of open communication with 

communities who may be affected by new track segments constructed under the proposed Action 

Alternatives. Furthermore, we believe that it would be prudent for the FRA to consider hosting 

additional meetings and listening sessions in southeastern Connecticut. 

As representatives for the southeastern shore of Connecticut, we have seen firsthand the major 
need for improvement along the rail line. In "fact, the vast majority of our constituents support 
upgrading our rail infrastructure to benefit our local economy and boost tourism. Unfortunately, 

these same constituents believe that the FRA has not done its due diligence in providing proper 

community outreach in towns that will be the most impacted by new track construction. 

Specifically, we write to raise concerns we have heard from our constituents regarding the 
proposed new segment construction outlined in Alternative 1. As you know, the new segment in 
Alternative 1 will shift northward east ofthe Old Saybrook Station and run through several 
Connecticut and Rhode Island shoreline communities before reconnecting to the existing 

segment in Kenyon, RI. Connecticut's shoreline boasts a rich, vibrant history and is home to 

quiet villages and historic port cities. Importantly, according to the assessment of cultural 

resources and historic properties in the draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), Connecticut 
is home to the greatest amount ofproperties on the National Register of Historic Places that may 
be affected by new rail construction. 

To that end, it is understandable that the NEC FUTURE Draft EIS has raised alarm among many 
Connecticut residents. Many in the region were surprised to learn about the potential placement 
of a new rail line in the towns. For example, as currently proposed Alternative 1 would run 
straight through the center ofOld Lyme, impacting the cultural, historical and geographic 
integrity of the town - which is concerning to town leaders and community stakeholders. We 
recognize that FRA held listening sessions and public meetings in several Connecticut cities, and 
we understand that the proposals in the EIS are just the beginning of any analysis-a more 
thorough vetting with local stakeholders consistent with federal law would happen before any 
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project moves forward. Still, it appears that little engagement was done in these communities to 
assess even the preliminary views and concerns of those potentially impacted by the proposed 
new segment in Alternative 1 prior to inclusion in the report. 

While we understand that the FRA is still in the project planning stages ofNEC FUTURE and 
many more steps remain ahead in this process, we believe consistent community involvement 
will serve as the most important tool for finding agreeable alternatives, increasing local buy-in, 

and instilling a sense of trust among affected residents. As the planning process moves forward, 
we request that the FRA host listening sessions along the Connecticut shoreline where the 
proposed Alternative 1 new track segment will be constructed in order to hear the views and 
concerns of the communities in this area. 

Thank you for your consideration ofour request, and we look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

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

James P. Redeker, Commissioner 
Connecticut Department ofTransportation 
2800 Berlin Turnpike 
Newington, CT 06111 











NEC DEIS Comments - RECORD #1577 DETAIL
Status : Action Completed
Record Date : 2/15/2016
First Name : Alexander R.
Last Name : Brash
Stakeholder Comments/Issues :

The Connecticut Audubon Society is pleased to submit the attached comments, from Alexander Brash,

president of the Society, regarding the NEC Future Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

Tom Andersen

Director of Communications

[http://oi57.tinypic.com/15f65py.jpg]

314 Unquowa Road

Fairfield, Ct. 06824

914 409 6470

www.ctaudubon.org<http://www.ctaudubon.org/>

Follow us on Twitter<https://twitter.com/CTAudubon>

Like us on Facebook<https://www.facebook.com/pages/The-Connecticut-Audubon-

Society/157272804378761?ref=tn_tnmn>

914 409 6470

Attachments : Connecticut Audubon Final Comments NEC rail proposal2.14.16.pdf (649 kb)
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NEC FUTURE 
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 
 
RE Comments on the NEC Future Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
 
         February 12th, 2016 
 
The Connecticut Audubon Society, the state’s original and still independent Audubon 
organization, manages five nature centers, two museums, and 19 wildlife sanctuaries 
covering over 2,600 acres within the state. Among these assets are the 700-acre Bafflin 
Sanctuary in Pomfret, Trail Wood Museum and 168 acre Sanctuary in Hampton, and 
a new virtual center in Old Lyme, named after the influential ornithologist and artist 
Roger Tory Peterson. 
 
Our review of the NEC Future Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement leads us to 
note that the study is critically flawed in its approach to environmental impacts and, 
not withstanding, the NEC proposal would result in severe impacts across the state. 
 
Within the alternatives there are a number of components of each of the proposed 
NEC routes that would severely impact and generally damage Connecticut’s natural 
resources as well as several that would directly impair several of our centers and 
sanctuaries and the communities they serve. As the oldest, and arguably largest, 
conservation organization in the state, we would note that:  
 

• All the alternatives will seriously impact the state’s human and ecological 
health. In particular:  
 

o The addition of numerous new segments, especially in Alternatives 2 & 
3, of a high-speed rail will further dissect the state, and dramatically 
increase habitat fragmentation. As discussed in our most recent 
Connecticut State of the Birds report (Protecting and Connecting 
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Large Landscapes, December 2015), fragmentation such as this creates 
additional forest edge and results in the long-term loss of migratory, 
forest-interior breeding birds such as Cerulean Warbler, Black-throated 
Green Warbler, Scarlet Tanager, Red-eyed Vireo and Wood Thrush. 
Many of these and other migratory breeding birds are already suffering 
long-term declines, which would only be worsened by additional forest 
fragmentation. 

o Given the proposed speed of the trains, and presumably an increase in 
their numbers, there will be increased incidents of collisions between 
trains and wildlife as well as with people too. The more northward the 
final segments are, the greater the impacts on wildlife.  

o Proposed elevated tracks lines in southwest Connecticut will broadcast 
their sonic impact over a much greater area, disturbing neighborhoods, 
nesting birds, and other wildlife. The impact on, and mitigation for, 
these impact in the stretch from Greenwich to Fairfield will be huge.  

o Broader and thicker track-beds will impact the ecology around the 
current rail lines, and result in increased barriers for plant and animal 
movement across track lines, decreased drainage and stream flows across 
and around track beds, and convey similar but even worse impacts upon 
all the salt marshes flanking the current coastal route through the state.   
 

• We also note what we believe is a flawed analysis with respect to environmental 
issues, especially in that the evaluation largely focuses on energy related issues 
(i.e. pollution, energy use, and transit-oriented development plans).  This would 
lead one to suppose the NEC Proposal undervalued the critical  elements  of 
the historic approach to environmental reviews such as endangered and 
threatened species, habitat impacts, open space connectivity, and other such 
community ecology issues.   
 

• With respect to specifics; in Alternative 1, the “new segment” proposed from 
Old Saybrook, Ct., to Kenyon, RI. threatens to essentially destroy “main street” 
in Old Lyme, Ct., and substantively alter the character and aesthetics of the 
surrounding landscape. The proposed new segment would dissect the center of 
this town, and in addition negatively impact thousands of acres (directly 
impacting hundreds, and aesthetically impacting thousands) of woods and 
marshes that surround and characterize this beautiful pastoral community. 
 

o Long regarded as the birthplace of American Impressionist painting, it is 
home to three leading institutions in the world of art:  The Florence 
Griswold Museum, The Lyme Art Association, and The Lyme College 
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of Fine Arts. Old Lyme, is a federally declared National Historic District 
and the Florence Griswold House holds a prominent place on the 
National Register of Historic Places. The village itself has over 50 homes 
predating 1900 and has been lovingly preserved overt these last few 
decades. Potentially Lyme Street (main street) and the Lyme College 
would be obliterated entirely by the new rail line and the other two art 
institutions would be separated from the center of town.  
 

o With respect to the surrounding landscape, the Connecticut River and its 
tidelands have long been recognized by a succession of local, state, 
national and international organizations. This estuary is considered 
ecologically important by the Ramsar Treaty; was identified as one of the 
Western Hemisphere's forty Last Great Places by The Nature 
Conservancy; is an American Heritage River; and is part of the Silvio O. 
Conte US Fish & Wildlife National Refuge. This area is widely 
recognized as one of the most important natural, recreational and scenic 
areas in Connecticut, even the entire United States.  
  

o Given the great ecological values and sensitivities associated with the 
lands south of the proposed route, any alternative with this proposed 
new segment should be adjusted to a trajectory north of I-95 and Old 
Lyme itself. 

 
• We are concerned that Alternative 2, the proposed new segment between 

Hartford, Ct., and Providence, R.I., will threaten two of our long established 
nature sanctuaries, Bafflin and Trail Wood. Although we understand that the 
proposed routes are conceptual, the lack of detail is a serious flaw and prevents 
us from knowing for sure whether and how much these two properties will be 
affected. Nevertheless we submit the following concerns and note that both of 
these sites are either pierced by, or adjacent to, the Air Line Trail State Park.  
 

o Covering 700 acres in northeast Connecticut, the Bafflin Sanctuary has 
been designated an Important Bird Area by the National Audubon 
Society, and in 2013 was chosen by Yankee Magazine as one of 
Connecticut’s two best nature preserves (Trail Wood being the other). 
The Bafflin Sanctuary consists of pastures, open fields and native 
grasslands, which are among the most rapidly-disappearing habitat types 
in the state. It also boasts extensive open wetlands and mature forests, 
and has 10 miles of walking trails. More than 200 species of birds have 
been recorded at Bafflin, including breeding populations of Connecticut 
rarities such as breeding Bobolinks, American Kestrels, and Eastern 
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Meadowlarks. Eastern Meadowlarks are listed as threatened under 
Connecticut’s Endangered Species Act, while Bobolinks and American 
kestrels are listed as special concern. 
 

o Trail Wood is the 168-acre sanctuary that includes the former home of 
Pulitzer Prize-winning author Edwin Way Teale. A historic site as well as 
a nature sanctuary, the property encompasses Teale’s home and writing 
cabin (which together the Connecticut Audubon Society maintain as a 
museum), a three-acre beaver pond, meadows, vernal pools, mature 
forest and a pristine brook. It is also a noted breeding site for Hooded 
Warblers.  
 

o We would also note that with respect to this proposed route and 
resiliency, it should be remembered that the “Air Line” was plagued 
from its beginning to end by unsustainable practices, such as high and 
spindly rail bridges as well as massive fills to smooth valleys. Finally, the 
line was doomed in 1955 due to its susceptibility to frequent flood 
damage.  

 
• Alternative 3, dependent upon which sub-scenario is chosen, also appears to 

threaten both Bafflin and Trail Wood sanctuaries for all the same reasons as 
noted above.  

 
In sum, we strongly suggest that the NEC Future must seriously review and refine its 
environmental impact process, for the current fails to truly analyze the real ecological 
and historical impacts of each alternative. Second, we would note that for a project 
with such a proposed impact, there has been insufficient engagement within each of 
the communities that will so profoundly be effected. Third, while noting direct 
impacts on our own sites and sanctuaries, we believe there should be a greater effort 
made to project possible routes onto maps depicting all undeveloped and open spaces 
so that a real assessment can be made of the fragmentation NEC might bring.  
 
Sincerely yours, 

 
Alexander R. Brash, President 
The Connecticut Audubon Society 
314 Unquowa Road 
Fairfield Ct 06824 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE CAPITOL
 

HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06106-1591
 

REPRESENTATIVE DEVIN R. CARNEY MEMBER 

TWENTY-THIRD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 
HIGHER EDUCATION AND EMPLOYMENT 

ADVANCEMENT COMMITTEE 

LEGISLATIVE OFFICE BUILDING, ROOM 4200 TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

300 CAPITOL AVENUE 
HARTFORD, CT 06106·1591 

CAPITOL: (860) 240-8700 
TOLL FREE: (800) 842-1423 

Devin.Carney@housegop.ct.gov 

February 12,2016 

NEC Future 
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Please see the attached petition against the NEC Future Tier 1 EIS 'Alternative l' proposal, specifically 
regarding its effect on the Town of Old Lyme and the region. As you can see, hundreds of townspeople 
have signed it and are united in opposition to this plan that will negatively impact Old Lyme's character, 
history, and quality of life. 

In addition, there has been a lot of testimony submitted from local leaders and townspeople and I urge 
you to consider a different plan for the future ofthe Northeast Corridor. As I stated in my letter drafted 
on January 25, 2016, 'Alternative l' will have devastating effects on our homes, businesses, the Old 
Lyme Historic District, local schools, and our precious environment and natural resources. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Representative Devin Carney 
Lyme, Old Lyme, Old Saybrook, Westbrook 

www.RepCarney.com 
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PETITION TO: NECFUTURE 
U.S. DOT FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
ONE BOWLING GREEN, SUITE 429 
NEW YORK, NY 10004 

STOP THE RAILROAD· SAY NO TO ALTERNATIVE ONE 
SUMMARY: 
Stop Alternative One from destroying the quality of life In Old Lyme. The proposed new rail lines will: 

# Destroy homes and businesses 
# Damage and significantly change the Lyme Art Academy College, Lyme Art Association, Florence Griswold Museum 
# Negatively Impact our ~chools, our library and a large segment of our Historic District 
# Forever harm and alter privately owned rea~ estate and rights 
# Destroy wetlands, open space and natural resources 

WE OPPOSE NEe FUTURE STUDY, ALTERNATIVE ONE 
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U.S. DOT FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
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NEW YORK, NY 10004 

STOP THE RAILROAD - SAY NO TO ALTERNATIVE ONE 

iUMMARY: 
itop Alternative One from destroying the quality of life In Old Lyme. The proposed new rail lines will: 

# Destroy homes and businesses 
# Damage and significantly change the Lyme Art Academy College, Lyme Art Association, Florence Griswold Museum 

. # Negatively impact our schools, our library and a large segment of our Historic District 
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# Destroy wetlands, open space and natural resources 
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PETITION TO: NECFUTURE 
U.S. DOT FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

ONE BOWLING GREEN, SUITE 429 

NEW YORK, NY 10004 

STOP THE RAILROAD - SAY NO TO ALTERNATIVE ONE 

iUMMARY:
 

itop Alternative One from destroying the quality of life in Old Lyme. The proposed new rail lines will:
 
# Destroy homes and businesses 
# Damage and significantly change the Lyme Art Academy College, Lyme Art Association, Florence Griswold Museum 
# Negatively impact our schools, our library and a large segment of our Historic District 
# Forever harm and alter privately owned real estate and rights 
# Destroy wetlands, open space and natural resources 

I\IE OPPOSE NEC FUTURE STUDY, ALTERNATIVE ONE 
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PETITION TO: NEC FUTURE 

U.S. DOT FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
ONE BOWLING GREEN, SUITE 429 

NEW YORK, NY 10004 

STOP THE RAILROAD· SAY NO TO ALTERNATIVE ONE 

SUMMARY: 

Stop Alternative One from destroying the quality of life in Old Lyme. The proposed new rail lines will: 
# Destroy homes and businesses 
# Damage and significantly change the Lyme Art Academy College, Lyme Art Association, Florence Griswold Museum 
# Negatively impact our schools, our library and a large segment of our Historic District 
# Forever harm and alter privately owned real estate and rights 
# Destroy wetlands, open space and natural resources 

WE OPPOSE NEC FUTURE STUDY, ALTERNATIVE ONE 
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PETITION TO: NEC FUTURE 

U.S. DOT FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

ONE BOWLING GREEN, SUITE 429 

NEW YORK, NY 10004 

STOP THE RAILROAD - SAY NO TO ALTERNATIVE ONE 

SUMMARY: 

Stop Alternative One from destroying the quality of life in Old Lyme. The proposed new rail lines will: 
# Destroy homes and businesses 
# Damage and significantly change the Lyme Art Academy College, Lyme Art Association, Florence Griswold Museum 
# Negatively impact our schools, our library and a large segment of our Historic District 
# Forever harm and alter privately owned real estate and rights 
# Destroy wetlands, open space and natural resources 
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Connecticut
 
Orn ithological
 
Association
 

314 Unquowa Road, Fairfield, CT 06824 

January 26, 2016 

NEC Future 
US DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

We have reviewed the Tier 1 draft EIS for the proposed Northeast 
Corridor Future Plan. It is difficult to form an opinion on the plan with 
an EIS so lacking in detail. The following areas of concern to us in 
Connecticut appear to be as follows: 

Alternative 1: The proposed route passes through Quinnipiac River 
Marsh Wildlife Area (Map 17) and Ragged Rock Creek Marsh (Map 32). 

Alternative 2: The proposed route passes through the Centennial 
Watershed State Forest and Killingly Pond State Park (Map 14). 

Alternatives 2 & 3: The contiguous proposed route passes through the 
Quinnipiac River Marsh Wildlife Area (Map (17), Bolton Notch State Park 
Scenic Reserve, Nathan Hale State Forest, Mansfield Hollow Wildlife Area, 
Natchaug State Forest, James Goodwin State Forest and Killingly Pond 
State Park (Map 29). 

Alternative 3: The proposed route also passes through Paugussett State 
Forest and Waldo State Park Scenic Reserve (Map 24) and bisects the 
tombolo between Charles Island and Silver Sands State Park (Map16) 

There is no indication of any but State and Federal lands that will be 
impacted by this project. It is impossible to address this issue unless the 
maps delineate other threatened lands such as those owned by NGOs 
like the numerous Audubon Societies and the Nature Conservancy; plus 
there is no mention of Municipal lands, lands under easement, land 
trusts or private holdings. 



Some of this is tunnel, some is elevated and some at ground level. The 
tunneling is extraordinarily lengthy in some areas. Because the details 
of this proposal are not evident on the map detail (such as it is) it is 
difficult to determine :which portions would potentially disrupt areas set 
aside for wildlife, safe drinking water, recreational areas and scenic 
vistas. The plans also lack detail on the mechanisms that might be 
employed to deal with the tremendous amount of debris that would be 
generated by all that tunneling. There is no information regarding filling 
of wetlands or dredging. 

There is no information on mitigation actions proposed to alleviate all the 
environmental damage that would be caused by this project. Many of the 
lands affected are home to endangered and threatened birds including 
the Black Rail and Saltmarsh Sparrow. We hope that such mitigation 
efforts will become an integral part of this proposal. 

Even without the necessary detail to adequately assess these plans, we 
can state that we object to any further fragmentation of the few 
remaining large unbroken areas of forest which are so necessary for 
wildlife. Birds especially are impacted by forest edges, which open their 
nesting areas to predators. 

Furthermore, it appears that several rivers, wetland areas, marshlands 
and reservoirs will also be affected. There is no detail as to how these 
proposed changes will be carried out without having a deleterious effect 
on wildlife. In fact, the report states that "No field investigations 
occurred as a part of this analysis," (S.7.3) a statement we find 
surprising. 

While we applaud the benefits to the environment of increasing travel by 
rail, we cannot endorse any plan so lacking in crucial detail. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

Very truly yours: 

", I;' ~ Ch/ .~;1t ti~,/ 
Kathleen M. Van Der Aue, President 
Connecticut Ornithological Association 
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January 27,2016 

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

To Whom It May Concern: 

As State Senator for the 20th District which includes Old Lyme, an area where the Northeast 
Corridor Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement affects. I strongly object to the 
proposal within "Alternative 1" wherein the tracks would be moved and would cut through the 
Town of Old Lyme. This proposal would have negative social and environmental impacts on the 
town, which I feel have not been properly taken into consideration. . 

There are severely worrisome 'eminent domain' implications regarding this proposal that would 
destroy Old Lyme's infrastructure, community, and overall way of life. "Alternative 1" would 
negatively affect homeowners, the Old Lyme Historic District (including many shops, historic art 
galleries, the Florence Griswold Museum, and the Lyme Academy of Fine Arts), businesses, and 
the character within this quiet, beautiful community. Not to mention, the environmental impacts 
including additional pollution and the demolition of wetlands, open space and our natural 
resources. 

I ask, before this process moves any further, that this proposal be removed from any current and 
future studies. In addition, I do not believe I, or my constituents, were given enough notice or 
time to digest this plan and the potentially drastic effects it could have on Old Lyme or the 
region. Therefore, I respectfully request, should this proposal not be removed, that there be a 
public hearing in Old Lyme, CT before the comment period ends on February 15th

• The people of 
Old Lyme and the region deserve to have their voices heard on a proposal that would drastically 
alter their lives. 

Thank you. 

BOZRAH, EAST LYME, MONTVILLE, NEW LONDON, OLD LYME, OLD SAYBROOK, SALEM, WATERFORD 



Sincerely, 

Paul M. Formica 
State Senator 
District 20 

cc: Congressman Joe Courtney 
cc: Senator Chris Murphy 
cc: Senator Richard Blumenthal 
cc: State Representative Devin Carney 
cc: First Selectwoman Bonnie Reemsnyder 
cc: Commissioner James Redeker, Connecticut Department of Transportation 



































































































































































































CONNECTICUT AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

February 11, 2016 

Ms. Sarah Feinberg 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

NEC FUTURE 
U.S. DOT Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowring Green, Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Administrator Feinberg: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Federal Railroad Administration's (FRA) NEC 
Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Tier 1 Draft EIS). The NEC Future program 
is a vital project to the Connecticut Airport Authority (CAA) and Bradley International Airport. The 
prospect of a strong intermodal transportation system holds great promises for the state and 
region's commuters and travelers. The Northeast Corridor has been neglected for far too long, 
and the CAA applauds the FRA's efforts to examine modernization and improvement initiatives. 

Unfortunately, the CAA is unable to endorse any of the provided alternatives at this time. In the 
spirit of enhancing Connecticut's intermodal transportation system, the CAA asserts that any final 
enhancements must address the inland route serving New Haven - Hartford - Springfield. Rail 
connectivity to Bradley International Airport, New England's second largest airport, must be 
emphasized in the plan, and the CAA was disappointed to find a relative lack of attention to the 
inland route and Bradley Airport in the current alternatives presented. We look forward to the FRA 
studying both of these issues in order to maximize safety and reduce capacity constraints for 
commuters and travelers in Connecticut and beyond. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please feel free to contact me at 860-292
2054 if you would like to discuss this matter further. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin A Dillon, AAE. 
Executive Director 
Connecticut Airport Authority 

Bradley International Airport
 
Terminal A, 3rd Floor, Administrative Offices
 

Windsor Locks, CT 06096
 













































































119 Lower Beech Street, Suite 100 900 Public Safety Boulevard 
Wilmington, DE 19805-4440Dover, DE 19901-4503 "AR~I
I.J'Jf ~ ill ~ (302) 577-3278(302) 739-3278 

Delaware Transit Corporation 

February 12,2016 

Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
Northeast Corridor Joint Program Advisor 
u.s. Department of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green - Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Northeast Corridor 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicea: 

The Delaware Transit Corporation (DTC) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 
Federal Railroad Administration's NEC Future Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ElS). 
Delaware is fully committed to the process of comprehensive planning for regional renewal and 
development of the Northeast Rail Corridor. The draft EIS provides policy-makers with a thorough 
analysis and options for investment to sustain and expand rail services in the Northeast Corridor 
during the 21 st Century. 

Having no regularly scheduled airline service in the state, Delaware heavily depends on the 
Amtrak and SEPTA services at the Wilmington Biden Station. The Wilmington station is the 11th 
busiest stop in Amtrak's national system, and the rail services are an essential component of the 
state's economic growth. 

In 1989, DelDOT reinstated commuter rail services to Wilmington after a 7-year absence. 
Regional rail services are provided under contract with the Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation 
Authority (SEPTA). Initially, the SEPTA served only Claymont and Wilmington; Newark and 
Churchman's Crossing were later added. During the early years, the service transported under 
250,000 annual trips. In 2015, SEPTA transported 1,259,103 Delaware trips. The SEPTA service 
leads DTC transit services in cost recovery, and serves as focal point for transit oriented 
development. 

The draft EIS mentions the DelDOT contracted SEPTA service in Chapter 5, but fails to list 
the service in Table 5-10, "Annual Passenger by Regional Rail Service Provider (2006 and 2012)". 
Delaware's ridership is reported as part of SEPTA's data. Although the draft ElS reflects 
considerable research and analysis, the success of Delaware's service may have been overlooked. It 
is important to note that while SEPTA will continue to be Delaware's provider for regional rail, other 
providers may assume responsibilities at some point in the future. 

DelDOT is currently investing heavily in its 22-mile commuter rail system in New Castle 
County. A rail choke that is listed in the draft EIS is currently in the construction phase. The $51 

www.DartFirstState.com 



Rebecca Reyes-Alicea 
Page 2 
February 12,2016 

million Third Track is anticipated to be completed in 2018. The improvement will increase speeds 
for inter-city services, and permit expansion of commuter trains. 

The Newark Regional Transportation Center will expand services, and relieve rail traffic 
congestion in the state's second largest city. The new facility is adjacent the developing 422-acre 
Science, Technology and Research campus affiliated with the University of Delaware. This $40 
million project will be completed in late 2018. The Claymont Regional Transportation Center is in 
the design phase, and is planned to be on line by 2020. There are also active plans for a Newport 
train station in the future. These investments reflect Delaware's commitment to expand capacity, 
increase customer convenience and enable system growth on its contracted regional rail system, and 
should be acknowledged in the EIS. 

While DTC does not have specific views of No Action Alternatives and Options 1-3 
presented in the EIS, it will be important for subsequent EIS investigations and in the Service 
Development Plan, to develop a collaborative financial plan. Delaware, like most NEC states, does 
not have long-range funding available to participate in construction of large system projects. The 
NEC will require substantive federal participation, as well as new sources of revenue, to support the 
options presented in the EIS. As the EIS notes, no development plans can begin to be implemented 
until the State of Good Repair is accomplished. Further deferring of critical infrastructure renewal 
threatens to curtail present levels of service, and such an outcome is unacceptable. 

Finally, additional consideration should be given to Options 2 and 3 of the EIS that suggests 
a planned alignment of new tracks south of the Wilmington Biden Station. We take exception to this 
plan, and believe that a thorough review of the historic Wilmington station should be undertaken, as 
well as possible design of new approaches to the station before planning a new alignment. It is 
assumed that the suggested alignment would be on or near the Norfolk Southern Shellpot Branch. 
These tracks cross environmentally sensitive areas. We recommend further investigation of this 
alignment prior to adopting these options. 

I look forward to continuing to work with the NEC Future team as the plan moves forward. 

-
L~6yola _ 
Deputy Chief Performance Officer 

LAL:ml 
cc:	 John T. Sisson, CEO 

Luther Wynder, CPO 



























































































DELAWARE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

COURT HOUS8GOVERNMENT CENTER 
201 W. Front St. Media, PA 19063 

Office Location: Toal Building, 2nd & Orange 8ts., Media, PA 19063COUNCIL 
Phone: (610) 891-5200 FAX: (610) 891-5203 

MARIO J. CIVERA, JR. E-mail: planning_department@co.delaware.paus LINDA F. IDLLCHAIRMAN 
DIRECTOR 

COLLEEN P. MORRONE 
VICECHAIRMAN 

JOHN P. McBLAIN	 January 20, 2016 
DAVID J. WHITE
 

MICHAEL F. CULP
 

NECFUTURE 
U.S. Department of Transportation
 
Federal Railroad Administration
 
One Bowling Green, Suite 429
 

New York City, New York 10004
 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

I am writing to comment on the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for the Northeast Corridor (NEC) Future project. 

As it relates to Delaware County, Pennsylvania, the DEIS proposes the following: 

•	 Alternative 2 serving Philadelphia International Airport, bisecting John Heinz National Wildlife 
Refuge. The majority of the Airport and the Refuge are in Delaware County. 

•	 Alternative 3 serving Philadelphia International Airport (without affecting Heinz Refuge) and 
Jefferson Station supplementing service to 30th Street Station 

•	 A new regional rail station at Baldwin, Delaware County with highway access to the NEC. 

Delaware County supports the proposed direct service to Philadelphia International 
Airport from the south, especially if it allows regional rail service to use the new lines. 
SEPTA regional rail stations in Delaware County and Delaware State on the NEC do not have direct 
Airport service. Riders from the south must take trains on the Wilmington/Newark line to University 
City station in Philadelphia and transfer to an Airport train to come back out to the Airport. 

The County requests that FRA and Amtrak designate Chester, Pennsylvania as a Hub 
station providing inter-city service. Chester is a city of 34,000 people with excellent highway 
access and regional rail and bus service. It has major institutions and businesses such as Widener 
University, Crozer Chester Medical 

mailto:planning_department@co.delaware.paus


NECFUTURE 
January 20,2016 
Page 2 

Center, Harrah's Casino and Racetrack, the Wharf at Rivertown (Class A office space in a former power 
plant), Talen Energy Stadium (home ofMajor League Soccer's Union team), and Kimberly Clark paper 
mill. The City was served by Amtrak's Chesapeake train from 1978 to 1983 and has desired Amtrak 
service since then for Chester residents, institutions, and businesses. 

Reestablishing Amtrak service would align with the City's Comprehensive Plan - Vision 2020 by 
moving the City forward by assisting with economic development and contributing to alternative 
transportation options. Chester currently is undertaking a project to enhance the pedestrian experience 
and vehicular connections to the Chester Transportation Center (CTC), the train station in the business 
district. In Delaware County 2035, the Land Use Policy Framework Plan, Chester is classified as an 
Urbanized Center. A Chester Hub station would be consistent with the land use policy "Support urban 
revitalization 
initiatives that improve transit connections and encourage transit-oriented development." 

Providing Amtrak service to Chester at the CTC is consistent with the DEIS goal (on page 3-16) to 
complement local efforts to promote transit-oriented development. Service to Chester is consistent with 
the Northeast Corridor Commission's goal (see page 1-6 of DEIS) to enhance the integration between 
transportation investments and local development in corridor communities. Recent studies, including 
Econsult Solutions' The Chester Transportation Center & Economic Development - Action Plan and 
the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission's Chester City Amtrak Service, were done to 
revitalize the Chester business district by utilizing the value of the CTC supplemented with Amtrak 
service. The CTC is served by seven SEPTA bus routes and other shuttles and taxis. 

The County supports the proposal for a Baldwin regional rail station. This station could have 
direct access to and from 1-95 and, with a large parking facility, provide a means for automobile 
commuters into downtown Philadelphia to park here and take a SEPTA regional rail train into 
Philadelphia. A station and parking lot here will assist with 1-95 construction mitigation in South 
Philadelphia when that construction occurs. There currently are no stations adjacent to the NEC and 1
95 in Delaware County with large park and ride lots to serve this function. 

Ifyou have any questions, please contact Thomas P. Shaffer, Manager of Transportation Planning. He 
can be reached at (610) 891-5217 or shaffert@co.delaware.pa.us. 

M~
 
Linda F. Hill 
Director 

cc:	 Latifah Griffin, Planning Director, City of Chester 
Byron Comati, Director, Strategic Planning and Analysis, SEPTA 

mailto:shaffert@co.delaware.pa.us
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January 20, 2016 

Ms. Rebecca Reyes-Alicia, Program Manager 
U.S. Department ofTransportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
One Bowling Green. Suite 429 
New York, NY 10004 

RE: Federal Railroad Administration - Northeast Corridor (NEC) 
Future Rail Line Improvement Project Including 
Trenton, Mercer County to Newark, Essex County 
Comments on the FRANEPA Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Ms. Reyes-Alicia: 

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection's (Department) Office of Permit Coordination 
and Environmental Review (PCER) distributed, for review and comment, the Fed~ral Railroad Administration 
(FRA) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) required Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
proposed improvements to the rail lines of the Northeast Corridor through New Jersey between Philadelphia and 
New York City. The Department offers the following comments for your consideration: 

Natural Resources-

In order for the NJ Division ofFish & Wildlife (DFW) to fully assess any potential impacts to plants, fish, and 
wildlife, please forward the GIS shape files for the any potential impact areas in New Jersey. The Department is 
concerned that any Green Acres encumbered land may not be fully represented in the Draft EIS and that some State 
owned lands may be impacted. A pre-application meeting at the NJDEP to discuss these issues would be helpful in 
resolving these questions. If you have any additional questions, please do not hesitate to call Robin Madden. 
Assistant Commissioner's Office, Natural & Historic Resources at Robin.Madden@dep.nj.gov or (609) 292-5990. 

Historic and Cultural Resources: 

The State Historic Preservation Office (HPO) is required to review any project affects to historic and archaeological 
resources as this project is subject to a NEPA regulatory review which considers effects to cultural resources. The 
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) shall continue its' consult with the Historic Preservation Office and any 
other consulting parties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and it's implementing 
regulations, to identify ifthe proposed NEC Future project area contains any historic properties, and ifso, provide 
an assessment of effects. The HPO looks forward to, additional consultation with the· FRA pursuant to Section 106 
to better understand the project, alternatives, and NEC Future location(s) to provide informed comment to both the . 
FRA and the Department as well as to develop a Programmatic Agreement. 

NJ HPO's cultural resources GIS data is available via NJ Geoweb or direct download at NJ DEP's Statewide Digital 
Data Downloads. Please also provide GIS shape files to Patty Chrisman (609-984-0850), NJ Transit Historic 
Preservation Specialist, Historic Preservation Office at the NJ Department ofEnvironmental Protection, Mail Code 

New Jersey is an Equal Opportunity Employer, Printed on RecycledPaper and Recyclable 



50l-04B, P.O. Box 420, Trenton, NJ 08625-0420 or via email at Pattv.Chrisman@dep.nj.gov . If you have any 
additional comments, please also contact Vincent Maresca at (609) 633-2395 or vincent.maresca@dep.nLgov 

Thank you again for providing the HPO with the opportunity for review and comment on the potential for this 
proposed NEC Future undertaking to affect historic and archaeological properties. Please reference the HPO project 
number assigned to this project (HPO-A2016-200; Log#16-0581-1 & 2), in any future calls, emails, submissions, or 
written correspondence to help expedite your review and response. 

Land Use: 

We have reviewed the "Tier 1 Draft EIS", dated November 2015, prepared for the NEC Rail Improvement 
Program. The EIS addresses the entire NEC Rail Improvement project from Boston to Washington D.C. 

It is reasonable to expect that in NJ, the project will require an Individual Freshwater Wetlands Permit (N.J.S.A. 
13:9B), a Flood Hazard Area Permit (N.J.S.A. 58:16A) and a Waterfront Development Permit (N.J.S.A 12:5-3). 

Three alternative alignments were considered for the overall project. The EIS did not discuss the alternative 
alignments in NJ in the regulatory context of avoiding wetland or State open water impacts. The regulatory standard 
for Freshwater Wetland Individual Permits requires a rebuttal of the presumption that an activity has an alternative 
that does not involve disturbances to freshwater wetlands or State open waters. Any discharge of fill material into 
more than 5 acres ofwetlands would be considered a ''major discharge", which is an activity that the Department 
must transmit to the USEPA for review in accordance with the Department's 1993 MOA with the USEPA regarding 
assumption of the Federal 404 program. 

Mitigation is required pursuant to N.J.A.C. 7:7A-15 in order to compensate for disturbances to wetlands or State 
open waters authorized by an Individual Freshwater Wetlands Permit. 

The project will be required to demonstrate compliance with the regulatory standards for a Flood Hazard Area 
Permit (N.J.A.C. 7: 13) and a Waterfront Development Permit (N.J.A.C. 7:7). Riparian zone mitigation may be 
required pursuant to N.J.A.C. 7: 13 for riparian zone impacts. 

If you have any additional questions, please contact Christopher Jones, in the Bureau of Urban Regulation, Division 
ofLand Use Regulation at 609-633-6757. 

Site Remediation 

The NEPA Tier I Draft EIS for the proposed Federal Railroad Administration's (FRA) Northeast Corridor (NEC) is 
broad and programmatic in nature, the information required by decision-makers includes "big picture" constraints 
and opportunities. The Site Remediation Program does not have any specific comments on this draft Document at 
this time. For future assessments, the FRA should be aware-ofNew Jersey's LSRP 
program http://www.nLgov/dep/sm/ and specifically the Site Remediation Program Guidance for Linear 
Construction Projects http://www.nj.gov/dep/srp/guidance/srra/lc guidance.pdf. If you have any additional 
questions, please contact Stephen E. Maybury, Chief: Bureau of Case Management at 609-633-1455. 

Stormwater Management 

We have reviewed the hydrologic/Water Resources section of the attached Draft EIS for the Northeast Corridor 
Improvement Project. Based on the information provided the only permits that would be required for this project 
would be for construction related dewater and I have attached a guidance document detailing information on the 
types ofpermits issued by the Bureau. Based on the length ofthe proposed project and the fact that it will cross 
various counties and municipalities the applicant would be required to submit an application of s0Ine sort for each 
municipality unless group ofmunicipalities if the dewatering will occur within aD. area up to three riilles oil a side. 
Ifyou have any additional questions, please contact Ken Komar at (609) 633-7021. 
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Air Mobile Sources 

The Bureau of Mobile Sources has reviewed this project and finds no long term diesel impacts due to the exte,nsive
 
ifnot exclusive use of electrified systems on the NEC within New Jersey. During the construction phase, however,
 
there are likely to be. short term diesel impacts due to the use of diesel powered equipment, especially if one of the
 
more ambitions alternatives is chosen. While there is some mention of standard mitigation procedures during
 
construction in the plan, please refer to the following recommendations:
 

Diesel exhaust contributes the highest cancer risk of all air toxics in New Jersey and is a major source of NOx within the 
state. Therefore, NJ DEP recommends that construction projects involving non-road diesel construction equipment operating 
in a small geographic area over an extended period of time implement the following measures to minimize the impact of 
diesel exhaust: 

1.	 All on-road vehicles and non-road construction equipment operating at, or visiting, the construction site shall comply with 
the three minute idling limit, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 7:27-14 and N.J.A.C. 7:27-15. Consider purchasing "No Idling" signs to 
post at the site to remind contractors to comply with the idling limits. Signs are available for purchase from the Bureau of 
Mobile Sources at 609/292-7953 or http://www.stopthesoot.orglsts-no-idle-sign.htrn. 

2.	 All non-road diesel construction equipment greater than 100 horsepower used on the project for more than ten days should 
have engines that meet the USEPA Tier 4 non-road emission standards, or the best available emission control technology 
that is technologically feasible for that application and is verified by the USEPA or the CARB as a diesel emission control 
strategy for reducing particulate matter and/or NOx emissions. 

3.	 All on-road diesel vehicles used to haul materials or traveling to and from the construction site should use designated truck 
routes that are designed to minimize impacts on residential areas and sensitive receptors such as hospitals, schools, daycare 
facilities, senior citizen housing, and convalescent facilities 

Ifyou have any questions, please contact Jeff Cantor at (609) 292-2232. 

Thank you for giving the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection the opportunity to comment on the 
Natural Resources Review for the proposed project. Please contact me at the above number ifyou require additional
 
information.
 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Ruth W. Foster, PhD., P.G., Acting Director 
Permit Coorciination and Environmental Review 

Enclosure 

c. John Gray, NJDEP-Deputy Chief of Staff
 
Ken Komar, NJDEP-Stormwater
 
Patty Chrisman, NJDEP- NHRG SHPO
 
Robin Madden, NJDEP-NHRG
 
Judeth Yeany, NJDEP-Green Acres
 
Christopher Jones, NJDEP-Land Use
 
Kelly Davis, NJDEP NHRG F+W
 
Jeff Cantor, NJDEP-Air Mobile Sources
 
Angela Skowronek, NJDEP-Air Planning and Conformity
 
Steve Maybury, NJDEP-SRP
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Revised 8/2015 

Bureau of Water Allocation & Well Permitting 
Construction Related Dewatering Guidance 

Various permits and approvals may be required for construction related dewatering activities from the 
Well Permitting and Water Allocation Permitting sections in the Bureau of Water Allocation and Well 
Permitting. Permits required are site and project specific. 

Well Permitting 

An approved Well Permit is required for dewatering wells or dewatering well points which are 25 
feet or more in total depth or are 6 inches or more in borehole diameter. All drilling activity shall 
be performed and completed by a New Jersey licensed well driller of the proper class. N.JAC. 
7:9D -1.11(g) 5. 

Water Allocation 

If construction related water use (including trench dewatering) is required at rates exceeding 70 gallons 
per minute or greater pumping capacity from a single source or combination of sources in the same 
municipality then that activity would be regulated. Potential regulatory mechanisms include: 

Diversion of more than 100,000 gallons of water per day (~ 70 gpm) for less than 31 days in a 
consecutive 365 day period- Short Term Water Use Permit-by-Rule (BWA-003) /Short Term 
Water Use Report (BWA-004), N.J.A.C. 7:19 - 2.17(a). 

Diversion of more than 100,000 gallons of water per day (~ 70 gpm) from a confined 
area/space (coffer dam) - Dewatering Permit-by-Rule (BWA-005), N.JAC. 7:19 - 2.17(b). 

Diversion of more than 100,000 gallons of water per day (~ 70 gpm) for more than 30 days in a 
consecutive 365 day period - Temporary Dewatering Permit (BWA-002), N.JAC. 7:19 - 2.3. 

Diversion of less than or equal to 100,000 gallons of water per day at pumping rates of more than 
70 gpm or larger - Water Use Registration (DWR-188), N.J.A.C. 7: 19 - 2.18. 

In addition 

Horizontal directional drilling - as this is part of the pipeline construction it would be included within the 
scope of the applicable regulatory mechanism for the project. 

Pipeline pressure testing - water used for pressure testing pipeline segments has historically been done 
under a Short Term Water Use Permit-by-Rule (BWA-003)/Short Term Water Use Report (BWA-004), 
N.JAC.7:19-2.17(a). 

Applicability - If the project is located in close proximity to a salt water body (ocean, bay, coastal river, 
salt water marsh) the native ground water and water in the adjacent water body should be checked for: 
chlorides and salinity. Water Allocation Permitting does not apply to diversions of salt water except where 
the Department determines that the diversion and the resultant usage may affect utilization of fresh water 
in accordance with N.JAC. 7:19 -1.4(a)2. Salt water is defined as water containing a chloride 
concentration in excess of 10,000 mg/L. N.JAC. 7:19-1.3 

For additional information see - www.nj.gov/dep/watersupply 

or contact - Bureau of Water Allocation and Well Permitting 
Mail Code 401-04Q 
P.O. Box 420 

Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0420 
(609)984-6831 
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