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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

 

On behalf of the U.S. Superyacht Association, I write today to provide comments of the 

Association on the Federal Railroad Administrations recently released Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement on the All Aboard Florida rail project 

(https://www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672).   

 

As we understand it, you are seeking comments from the public on the impact of the 

proposed All Aboard Florida operations.  We are concerned directly regarding the 

opening and closure schedules of the bridges that cross three of the region’s rivers, all of 

which are heavily used regularly by vessel owners and businesses.  The three waterways 

affected are the New River in downtown Fort Lauderdale; the Loxahatchee River in 

Jupiter; and the St. Lucie River, Okeechobee Waterway, in Stuart. 

 

By way of background, the U.S. Superyacht Association (USSA) is a trade association 

representing hundreds of business and thousands of individuals supporting the unique 

needs of the large yacht segment of the marine industry.  This support equates to 

thousands of jobs and tremendous economic impact on our economy.  These jobs relate 

to all the activities that support boating lifestyles from family cruising and fishing to 

yachts as well as the skilled positions that produce the goods and services that sustain 

those activities.   

 

Specifically, a large percentage of the USSA represent these jobs and economic activities 

drive the economic output in the South Florida region, principally in the tri-county area 

comprised of Broward, Dade, and Palm Beach counties.  The marine industry is the 

backbone of the South Florida economy and, further, the recreational marine industry is a 

significant sector of Florida’s economy.  In particular, 75% of South Florida’s 

recreational vessel repair facilities are upstream from the bridges used by rail.   

 

A recent economic impact study confirmed that the manufacturing, wholesale trade, 

retailing, dockage, and service sectors comprising this industry increasingly are 

economically significant particularly as Florida’s resident and tourist population 

increased.  The size of the recreational marine industry is matched by the depth and 

diversity of its businesses and supporting jobs.  There is a reason why South Florida is 

called the yachting capital of the world.  In fact it is the gateway of the superyacht 

industry in the United States.  More yachts enter the United States through the affected  



 

757 SE 17 Street, #662 * Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316 

954-792-8666 * info@ussuperyacht.com 

ussuperyacht.com 

 

2 

 

 

waterways than anywhere in the United States.  The marine industry is the backbone of 

the South Florida economy as well as the yacht service work in the United States.   

 

Needless to say changes in bridge closures from current practice will directly affect the 

users of the waterways by making the channels under each bridge less available for vessel 

traffic.  Recently the representatives flatly said they could not operate the proposed train 

schedule with the current bridge closure schedule.  In essence the new operational 

schedule of the All Aboard Florida train will change the bridge operations by increasing 

the number of closures of the bridges and, consequently, the increased of the number of 

closures will result in a decrease in the time that a bridge will be open for this important 

industry.   

 

Thus, the USSA is concerned that the waterways on which our membership and their 

customers rely will be less available to the detriment of this vital and growing industry.  

In addition, the Association is concerned that additional closures may result in bridge 

malfunctions that would result in extended closures and business disruption.  Finally, 

train schedule or operational disruptions may further make changes to the planned 

closures in an unpredictable manner.  These factors can only be detrimental to the 

economics of our industry. 

 

With this as background, we believe that the Draft EIS exhibits a complete 

misunderstanding of what the marine industry is and dramatically understated and 

misrepresented the impact of the proposed train operations on the economics and use of 

the waterways. In short, the Draft EIS completely understates the economic importance 

of the industry and as a result the economic impact the All Aboard Florida train 

operations will have on it.  Further, we note a complete failure to consult marine industry 

in preparing the DEIS, which may explain the deficiencies in the Draft EIS. 

 

Consequently we are taking the opportunity to submit these detailed comments.  The 

Draft EIS uses flawed economic measures and employment metrics.  There is little if any 

recognition of the multiplier effects (real estate, businesses, etc.).  Additionally, the Draft 

EIS fails to take into account the substantial and continuing dredging investments that 

federal, state, and local authorities have made to facilitate this industry. 

 

We have already briefly described the impact of the new AAF service on bridge closures.  

The number of closures will increase.  The total time of closures will increase.  Beyond 

these obvious facts, we wanted to outline the specific concerns of the industry regarding 

the effect of the increased rail traffic on our industry. 
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1. Increased closure time.  We understood the goal was to keep the bridges in the 

open position a minimum of 40 minutes per hour.  But the train schedule may 

keep it open only 30 minutes.  Wait times and related costs associated with a 

change in openings will result.  Further, peak vessel travel times on holidays and 

major public events will be seriously affected. 

 

2. Unsafe disruption of vessel traffic.  The ability to moor a vessel to wait for a 

bridge closure with the strong currents in the waterways may create an increased 

unsafe condition with any increase in closures.  The size of many vessels and 

configuration of the navigable channel contributes to the need for predictability of 

the use of the waterways.  A plan to develop communications with first 

responders and emergency personnel is also seriously lacking. 

 

3. Incompatibility with tide changes.  Currently vessel traffic depends on favorable 

tides to navigate the rivers to locations upstream for mooring or for maintenance, 

repair, or refitting.  The size of a vessel often requires certain sea conditions be 

present.  Missing a favorable tide will cause delays and disrupt scheduling of 

these activities. This may discourage potential customers from using the facilities 

upstream of the bridges. 

 

4. Bridge failures and time of bridge repair.  The inability to repair a bridge that is 

inoperable in the closed position in a timely manner would shut down traffic on 

the waterways altogether.  A substantial portion of the vessels that use the 

waterways would be affected and the businesses that are dependent on the ability 

of vessels to navigate the waterway would suffer as a result.  Both vessels and 

businesses would find themselves stranded upstream should a bridge become 

inoperable. 

 

5. Unpredictable train schedule changes and resultant disruption to bridge closure 

schedule.  Any variation in the train schedule for any reason would create 

uncertainty in bridge operations and has an impact on waterways use.  Random or 

unpredictable duration of closures leads to disruption availability of the 

waterways and to a real threat of an unsafe condition for navigation.  Future 

projections for increased rail traffic (corridor capacity) would further degrade the 

navigability of the waterways. 

 

We believe the Draft EIS has not adequately addressed alternatives that could obviate the 

effects of the proposed train operations.  If raised bridges were constructed, there would 

be no closures to hamper the vessel traffic on the affected waterways.  As a result the 

growing and significant marine industry would be able to continue to be the growing and 

flourishing economic engine of the South Florida region that it has become without a 

threat to the increasing number of jobs and economic activity that the industry fosters. 
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We question whether adequate consideration has been given to alternative routes to 

minimize impact on the waterways.  We believe it may be feasible to shift the freight 

traffic to routes west of the affected navigable waters and urban areas.  Additionally, the 

Draft EIS does not adequately address the corridor capacity issues.  The current proposal 

results in more bridge closure time and thus denying availability of the waterway for use.  

The operation of the train in the proposed manner will become an unreasonable 

obstruction to navigation.  The preexisting and established businesses with suffer and use 

by vessel owners will become untenable.  Future increase in train traffic will only make 

this worse.  All Aboard Florida is only a passenger train operation.  Thus we believe that 

future increases in freight operations must also be considered and addressed now.   

 

Having stated this we believe appropriate mitigation measures may obviate the impact 

that the train schedule could have.  We have assembled the following mitigation 

measures to address industry concerns and to improve operations at the New River 

Bridge, Loxahatchee River Bridge, and St. Lucie River Bridge.  Mitigation measures may 

minimize the impact that the train schedule could have.  Those offered by All Aboard 

Florida are minimal and need to be expanded.  Mitigation measures (including some of 

which have been suggested by AAF) should include: 

 

1. Add a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with 

commercial and other vessels.  

 

2. Develop a set schedule for the closures of the bridge for passenger rail service so 

that the bridges are closed for a minimum of 12 minutes for each closure and open 

for a minimum of a total of 40 minutes each hour.  

 

3. Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible 

format, including a compatible smart phone application that is maintained by 

AAF.  

 

4. Post schedules for each bridge on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. 

This will allow the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times and 

related costs associated with the Proposed Action. 

 

5. Implement an adequate notification by sign, signal, and horn at each bridge 

location with countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to 

close and open.  

 

6. Develop emergency plans that incorporate hurricane and other response plans and 

formal contact with law enforcement, first responders, and emergency personnel 
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at all times to ensure that roadways are not blocked by train operations to provide 

for their access.  

 

7. Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel 

travel times on holidays and major public events.  

 

8. Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 

communication with the commercial and recreational boating communities. 

 

9. Manage train operations to minimize bridge closures, including electronic and 

camera monitoring. 

 

10. Publish bridge closure schedule to be readily available for waterway users 

(internet, notice to mariners, etc.). 

 

11. Fund a bridge tender with ability to communicate with waterway users. 

 

12. Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes. 

 

13. Install signal and PTC upgrades as well as an obligation to make future best 

available technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations. 

 

14. Install a 21' drawbridge to accommodate potential future commuter traffic. 

 

15. Penalties for unscheduled bridge closures caused by AAF shall be established 

assessed on a daily basis and a graduated scale related to frequency of infractions, 

and adjusted for inflation.  Closures in excess of the minimum shall be considered 

an unscheduled closure.   

 

16. Stockpile spare parts to facilitate prompt repairs in the case of a bridge failure. 

 

17. Establish a fund to provide compensation for interruptions to waterway use, e.g. 

in the case of bridge failure. 

 

18. Establish and fund a citizens’ advisory committee as a watchdog to oversee train 

operations and make recommendations to public officials.  

 

19. Provide adequate and safe mooring for vessels forced to wait in the event of an 

unscheduled closure. 

 

20. Provide for response vessels to be able to render assistance to vessels in the 

waterway in the case of sudden or disruptive bridge closures. 
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21. Determine future corridor capacity needs to evaluate potential impacts. 

 

22. Publish a periodic report on bridge closures and impact on waterways use, 

including projections on corridor capacity, and a database that is maintained on 

operations derived from monitoring operations. 

 

These mitigation measures presuppose that alternatives are not pursued.  Pursuing 

alternatives however may alleviate or eliminate the need for some of these specific 

measures.  The EIS should therefore carefully examine and address the alternatives 

available to the train.  The requirement to raise the elevation of bridges should be 

examined.  If raised sufficiently high, the waterways would not be impacted.   

 

In addition, the alternative of moving rail traffic to the west on alternative routes should 

also be carefully examined.  Needless to say, if rail traffic can be rerouted to the west of 

the affected areas of the currently proposed operations, the need for mitigation is a very 

different proposition.  The number of closures would be reduced and thus the impact on 

the waterways and the businesses and vessels that depend on them is diminished.  Thus 

the mitigation measures could be scaled accordingly to meet the new circumstances.  The 

use of the waterways is essential and integral to the marine industry and there is no 

alternative for it.  The final EIS should explicitly recognize this. 

 

Barring the pursuit of an alternative, all of the mitigation measures must be implemented 

so that the proposed train operations will minimize the negative impacts on the marine 

industry.  These are based on the proposed train traffic for passenger, freight, and local 

train traffic patterns.  No future expansion of the rail operations can be made without 

public review of any future plans and corresponding adjustment of mitigation measures.  

We urge the Federal Railroad Administration to consider these measures and comments 

for inclusion in the final EIS.    

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide the U.S. Superyacht Association comments on 

the impacts of the proposed train operations on the vessel traffic dependent on the 

waterways affected.  Please let me know if you have any questions or need further 

information.   

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

John J. Mann, III 

Chairman 



freight trains that will pass through our communities.  The DEIS estimates that the number of 

trains will increase from 10 to 20 per day by 2019 and the length of each train will increase to 

over 8,100 feet.  The negative impact on vehicular and marine traffic of 52 road and bridge 

closures per day (20 freight and 32 passenger trains) on our communities will be very significant, 

especially given the fact that the AAF tracks run through the downtown sections of several cities 

on the Treasure Coast and cross the St. Lucie River and Loxahatchee River at various locations. 

 

In addition to the above concerns, we question the accuracy of the estimated ridership of 

approximately 3.5 million passengers per year in 2019 and exceed 4 million by 2030. At a time 

when most passenger rail in the United States has to be subsidized by government in order to 

remain operational and has limited ridership, we question the assumption that by 2019 3.5 

million visitors or local residents per year will forgo driving or flying between Miami, Ft. 

Lauderdale or West Palm Beach to Orlando to use AAF.   

 

The undersigned Members of the Martin County, St. Lucie County and Indian River County 

Delegations respectfully request that prior to approving the All Aboard Florida loan or project 

you carefully and specifically address the concerns expressed in this letter as well as those 

presented by local governmental entities and the citizens of the Treasure Coast.  Should AAF be 

unable to ameliorate adequately the specific negative impacts of this project on the citizens of the 

Treasure Coast, we recommend that the loan be denied and the project rejected. 

 

Thank you for your careful consideration of this very important matter. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

  

Rep. Gayle Harrell, District 83   Sen. Denise Grimsley, District 21 

Martin and St. Lucie County Delegation  Martin and St. Lucie County Delegation   

 

 

 

 

Rep. MaryLynn Magar, District 82   Rep. Larry Lee, Jr., District 84 

Martin County Delegation     St. Lucie County Delegation 

 

 

 

 

 

Rep. Debbie Mayfield, District 54   Sen. Thad Altman, District 16  

St. Lucie and Indian River County Delegation Indian River County Delegation 

 

 

  

ht/- ~ 

fflJI ~ ~~/'· 

~~ ~~i~ 



                                                                                                 

 

 

Treasure coast Legislative Delegation 
 

 

751 SE Port St. Lucie Blvd. 

Port St. Lucie, FL 34984 

(772) 871-7660 

FAX: (772) 871-7662 

 

 

Rep. Debbie Mayfield 

Chair 

 

Rep. gayle harrell 

Vice-Chair 

 

 

Senators 

Denise grimsley 

District 21 

 

Joe Negron 

District 32 

 

Thad Altman 

District 16 

 

 

Representatives 

Gayle Harrell 

District 83 

 

Larry Lee, Jr. 

District 84 

 

MaryLynn Magar 

District 82 

 

Debbie Mayfield 

District 54 

 

Cary Pigman 

District 55 

 

John Winkle, Director 

Federal Railway Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E., Room W 38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Via email: AAF_comments@vhb.com 

  

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida 

 

Dear Sir: 

 

The intent of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) regarding 

All Aboard Florida’s (AAF) proposal to provide intercity passenger rail 

service between Miami and Orlando is to disclose all environmental 

effects associated with the project whether they are beneficial or adverse 

and allow the public to comment on them.  Please accept this letter as the 

combined comments of the undersigned Members of the Legislative 

Delegations for Martin County, St. Lucie County and Indian River 

County.   

  

Having read the DEIS, we would like to express our deep concern over the 

findings of the report.  We share the concerns of our fellow citizens of the 

Treasure Coast as they have expressed them to us individually or 

corporately through their elected bodies in Resolutions passed by Martin, 

St. Lucie and Indian River counties, along with the cities of Stuart, Port St. 

Lucie, Fort Pierce, St. Lucie Village and Vero Beach. 

 

It is evident from the DEIS that the AAF proposal to run 16 round trip, 

high speed trains from Miami to Orlando concentrates the public benefit in 

communities where stations are proposed, Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West 

Palm Beach and Orlando, with virtually no public benefits north of Palm 

Beach County.  We also feel that the DEIS does not adequately address 

the specific negative impacts AAF would have on the citizens of the 

Treasure Coast. It minimizes or narrowly touches on the health, safety and 

traffic operations, economic, fiscal, environmental and quality of life 

impacts our residents and local governments will experience as a result of 

the approval of All Aboard Florida. (See attached list.) 

 

The addition of a second track, the straightening of curves and 

modification of bridges by AAF will also significantly increase the 

capacity of the Florida East Coast Railroad to transport freight. We have 

great concerns about the anticipated increase in the number and length of 
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Pickart, Kenneth

From: john.winkle@dot.gov
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 11:17 AM
To: AAF_Comments_Reply; Standley, Lisa
Cc: william.fashouer@dot.gov
Subject: FW: FRA, FDOT, and the All Aboard Florida Nightmare
Attachments: FRA_Final_Report_Part_2_-_All_Aboard_Florida.pdf

They keep coming . . . 

From: Susan Mehiel [mailto:susanm@ersmd.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 11:09 AM 
To: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; fred.wise@dot.state.fl.us 
Cc: Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Winkle, John (FRA); CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; 
steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; Debbie.Mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; (NEGRON.JOE.WEB@flsenate.gov); Burns, 
Stuart 
Subject: FRA, FDOT, and the All Aboard Florida Nightmare 
  

Dear Governor Scott and Secretary Prasad: 

With the delivery of over 8,000 responses to the draft EIS for All Aboard Florida released by the FRA, our concern for the 
safety of residents along the Treasure Coast grows exponentially. The most egregious thing about the EIS is not a single 
error in analysis or inaccurate projection (of which there are many) but the omission of an integral part of the 
environment in which the new system will be operating – high speed trains will be sharing tracks with ever increasing 
numbers of freight trains.  All activity on the FEC corridor should be considered and the FRA and FDOT should not be 
analyzing the effects of 32 speed trains per day ripping through our communities but the impact of 54 trains per day – 
32 HSR and over 22+ freight –  as projected by AAF. 
  
Our research has revealed that at least 3 freight rail companies believe strongly that trains running 110 mph should not 
share tracks with freight. Union Pacific is fighting this issue in the northwest where the Portland Business Journal 
reports, “UP has raised safety and liability concerns about expanding passenger rail and stated publicly that it will never allow 

speeds above 79 miles per hour on its tracks…”  “If (high‐speed rail) is something that the public wants to pursue, we 
would coach you to find a different right of way,” Union Pacific spokesman Brock Nelson.  

Ironically at the same time, CSX in upstate NY is fighting the prospect of HSR on its freight line in another FRA draft 
EIS.  “The freight railroad opposed alternatives that would use its property to boost top train speeds from the current 79 
mph to either 90 mph or 110 mph.  It favored an alternative that would require an entirely new rail line separate from 
CSX's existing corridor.” (Albany, Times Union) 

In the mid‐90’s it was reported, “Amtrak wants to upgrade existing U.S. tracks so they can be used as high‐speed 
passenger corridors. Conrail, the principal freight hauler in the Northeast, says ‘we ask that people understand the 
serious danger and service degradation resulting from (the) combination…with such disparate speed on the same or 
adjacent track…”  (The Philadelphia Inquirer) 

The concept of sharing tracks is also dangerous when you add hazardous waste to the mix.  We are aware that the FEC 
freight line is currently carrying liquid asphalt and, if not already, it will be carrying liquid propane and ethanol among 
other hazardous materials.  Imagine a derailment or other accident involving a freight train carrying one of these 
materials when minutes later an AAF trains reaches the scene careening into the accident at 110 mph.[i]  
  
We continue to be alarmed by the number of at grade crossings on the proposed AAF route.  Again, our research reveals 
route issues are being studied in a FRA Draft EIS in Texas where HSR is being proposed to connect Dallas and Houston. 
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Fortunately for the residents on that route, “More than 100 miles of the 240-mile corridor would be built on elevated tracks 
to reduce the impact on communities, said Travis Kelly, Texas Central Railway’s vice president for government relations.” [ii] 
  
Following the FRA’s Phase 1 On‐sight Engineering Field Report of grade crossing safety was the Phase 2 Report 
(attached) and we see a troubling pattern developing – additional, expensive, safety upgrades required for over 100 
northern crossings. To combat the threat to our safety of speed trains as best as possible, the FRA is now recommending 
pedestrian swing gates, pre‐emption systems and consultant monitoring to name a few.  More worrisome is the fact 
that the FRA’s survey includes ‘recommendations’ and not ‘federal requirements’ and we have yet to see any 
commitment in writing from AAF regarding what they will implement and how much it will cost the taxpayers. The fact 
remains that no HSR in the world crosses this many at grade crossings at 110 mph. 
  
In a letter to me dated May 1, 2014, Secretary Prasad said that “Even though the FRA have the ultimate authority on 
the grade crossing improvements, the Department will have input in the final decision and will not permit 
any  condition that puts communities at risk from the All Aboard Florida project.”  However, we have heard from a 
number of FRA representatives that the FRA cannot require implementation of the Part 1 and 2 On‐Site Engineering 
Field Reports and cannot stop AAF if they do not comply with FRA recommendations for crossing designs.   
  
We are therefore perplexed when FDOT personnel continue to point to the FRA as the responsible agency to approve or 
deny crossing improvements at 349 crossings between Miami and Cocoa.  With the lives of so many residents of the 
Treasure Coast hanging in the balance, we once again ask you to clarify your responsibilities and those of the FRA as they 
relate to the following document notations: 
  

COMPILATION OF STATE LAWS AND REGULATIONS AFFECTING HIGHWAY-RAIL GRADE CROSSINGS, 
5TH EDITION, October, 2009 

Florida state law includes: 

  
The Florida Department of Transportation has regulatory authority over all public highway-rail grade crossings in 
the state…A public highway-rail grade crossing is defined in the Florida statute as any location at which a 
railroad track is crossed at-grade by a public road. 
  
The department is mandated to work with the various railroad companies to develop and initiate a program for the 
expenditure of funds for the performance of projects aimed at reducing grade crossing hazards. Fla. Stat. Ann. 
§ 335.141 (2009). 
  
The Florida Department of Transportation, in conjunction with other governmental units and the private sector, is 
tasked with the responsibility of developing and implementing a statewide rail program designed to ensure the 
proper maintenance, safety, revitalization, and expansion of the rail system. Among the myriad of duties under the 
statute, the Department is required to administer rail operations and construction, including the regulation of 
maximum train operating speeds, the opening and closing of public grade crossings, the construction and 
rehabilitation of public grade crossings, and the installation of traffic control devices at public grade crossings. 
Fla. Stat. Ann. § 341.302 (2009). 
  
CHAPTER 2: CROSSING TREATMENT PROCEDURES 

(7) Develop and administer state standards concerning the safety and performance of rail systems, hazardous 
material handling, and operations. Such standards shall be developed jointly with representatives of affected rail 
systems, with full consideration given to nationwide industry norms, 

(11) Coordinate and facilitate the relocation of railroads from congested urban areas to non urban areas when 
relocation has been determined feasible and desirable from the standpoint of safety, operational efficiency, and 
economics. 

(17) Exercise such other functions, powers, and duties in connection with the rail system plan as are necessary to 
develop a safe, efficient, and effective statewide transportation system. Fla. Stat. Ann. § 341-302 (2009). 
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There is one last question that must be asked of those planning or overseeing the safety requirements of a project like 
AAF – what is the cost/benefit analysis of preventing a death, particularly for a profit making business operating 
HSR?  The article attached from the US DOT gives background on the concept of the Value of a Statistical Life (VSL), 
“defined as the additional cost that individuals would be willing to bear for improvements in safety…that, in the 
aggregate, reduce the expected number of fatalities by one.” [iii] 

The near epidemic proportion of accidents and deaths associated with the FEC freight system leaves little doubt that 
people will be killed by AAF trains and FEC freight on the coastal route.  What does FDOT know of the death projections 
for AAF, the VSL used by AAF in their planning and their method of determining how safe is ‘safe enough’?  As we’ve 
said all along, “Fortress puts Profits over Lives!” 

Given the above statutes, the statements by your representatives and those of the FRA and the information revealed in 
the responses to the DEIS, we would like FDOT to do the following: 

 Make a public statement regarding the safety issues covered in this letter including which agency specifically 
enforces safety requirements and what those are for 110mph operation, who monitors the health of the safety 
upgrades on an ongoing basis and how quickly malfunctions must be repaired, and confirm that no route in the 
world operates as this one is planned to do.  

  Assure the public that FDOT has studied all of the HSR threats presented by industry experts and can 
confidently say that there will not be an increase in deaths when 32 HSR trains per day are added to the FEC 
freight route.  

 Make a public statement about the project’s criteria used to value general public lives and who represents the 
citizens of Florida in the cost/benefit analysis conducted by AAF to determine how much profit they want to 
forego to save a life.  

 Assure the public that FDOT or the FRA is enforcing all new industry norms regarding the carrying of hazardous 
material by, and the design of, tanker and other types of rail cars. 

 Make a public statement confirming the facts that Positive Train Control is in the developmental stages, was not 
developed to improve safety at crossings and has yet to be tested and found without flaws. 

 Assure the public that FDOT has weighed the potential for deaths on the Treasure Coast route, particularly given 
FEC’s accident and death statistics, and this is the most desirable route for HSR from a safety and efficiency 
standpoint. 

 Require that AAF put in writing within the next 30 days specifically which FRA recommendations they will be 
implementing in both Phases of the project based on the FRA Crossing Surveys. 

Our confidence in the FRA to protect the lives of Florida residents is not high.  The agency’s dual mission of “promoting 
rail development” particularly HSR (on freight lines no less) plus acting as a rail safety authority creates a clear conflict of 
interest.  In 2011, the LA Times reported that despite major problems of financing, land use, legalities and public 
sentiment, the FRA is committed to the construction of the proposed speed train system.  As CA Congressman Nunes 
said about the project, "It is clear that high‐speed rail is not about jobs. It is about corruption, public deception and 
bureaucratic experimentation."[iv] 
  
Looking to FDOT for protection reveals its own conflict of interest as it promotes the development of passenger rail and 
Transit Oriented Development.  As a taxpayer funded entity, how do you protect the interests of the residents of the 
Treasure Coast who detest TOD and see the dangerous threat that AAF represents to their communities? 
  
We believe Congressman Nunes’ description of CA HSR accurately sums up the AAF project here in Florida.  Once again 
we call on you, Governor Scott, and you, Secretary Prasad, to be honest with the people of Florida and do all you can to 
move AAF off the old Flagler coastal route.  You know, and we know, that this makes no sense and is a disaster waiting 
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to happen.  Private business or not, it is time for you stand with the people of Florida and make an alternative route 
happen.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Susan Mehiel 
Phyllis Frey 
Stop the Train Task Force 
Indian River County  
  
CC: Boards of Commissioners – Indian River County, Martin County, St. Lucie County; Vero Beach City Council 

 
 

 
 

[i] http://bigstory.ap.org/article/train‐catches‐fire‐lynchburg‐va‐derailment 
  
[ii] http://www.nytimes.com/2014/11/21/us/both‐ends‐want‐bullet‐train‐its‐those‐in‐middle‐who‐object.html?emc=eta1&_r=1 
  
[iii] http://www.dot.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/VSL_Guidance_2014.pdf 
  
[iv] http://articles.latimes.com/2011/dec/16/local/la‐me‐bullet‐hearing‐20111216 
  
  

                                                            



Rio Civic Club 
1255 N.E. Dixie Highway - Rio 
P.O.Box 2, Jensen Beach, Florida 34958 

Answer phone: 772-692-1163 

Mission Statement: 
Educating and assisting our citizens 
to improve conditions in Rio 

November 20 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 30490 
AAF _ comments@vhb.com 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
All Aboard Florida Project 

Established in 1 950 

Non-profit 501 (c)(3) Neighborhood Volunteer Organization 

Please Include This as Part of Public Comment 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The Rio Civic Club strongly opposes Phase II of the All Aboard Florida project because there are no 
benefits and the impacts will harm/reverse progress in our Community Redevelopment Area. Our 
neighborhood would have to deal with the increased number of trains every single day- the negative 
impacts to us are not offset by the benefits to South Florida. Information regarding our organization 
and community are provided at the conclusion of this letter. 

Our concerns follow: 

1. The average freight train is 8, 150 feet long. A freight train waiting for the single track train 
bridge over the St. Lucie River will block the two crossings that lead into Rio at Alice 
Street and Dixie Highway. Closed crossings will cause long lines of vehicles to stack on 
two-lane Dixie Highway that will block movement/circulation in western Rio because all 
streets exit onto Dixie Highway (Rio is bounded by the railroad tracks to the north and the 
St. Lucie River to the south - see enclosed map). Emissions when cars idle while 
waiting for trains to pass will affect air quality. Medical, law enforcement and fire 
response will be seriously delayed by blocked rail crossings and long lines of waiting 
vehicles. School schedules and children will be adversely affected by delayed school 
buses. The St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant and hurricane evacuation programs will be 
negatively impacted by long, back-to-back crossing closures in Rio and Jensen Beach. 

2. A few years ago a freight train derailed just north of the 1920's train bridge near the Alice 
Street crossing. Passenger trains, moving at an average of 76.96 m.p.h., could derail at 
Alice Street and Silvia Avenue curves in the rail tracks in Rio. According to your chart 
in the Appendix, trains will travel at 110 m.p.h. through Martin County. Expect increased 
vehicle and pedestrian incidents. 
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3. As a waterfront community, our boaters will be impacted by the old Roosevelt train bridge 
closures for the daily 32 passenger and 14 - 20 freight trains. Per the Martin County 
independent study, 235 vessels pass through the train bridge daily and increases to 450 per 
day on weekends (in contrast to the 121 vessels in your report). There will be very long 
delays for boaters at the train bridge. It is estimated that the train bridge could be closed 
up to 50% of the day. Vessels must navigate single file due to the rail bridge's narrow 
opening, water current and wind. The St. Lucie River is part of the cross-state canal 
that is a long-established and the only navigational route/connection between the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Atlantic Ocean. The rail bridge was constructed in the 1920's. Sea level 
rise and high tides in combination with storm events could place the rail bridge under 
water. There are also obvious problems/delays/congestion that will occur during hurricane 
evacuation with large numbers of boats headed west to safe harbors. 

4. The Dixie Highway and Alice Street crossings are unsafe for walking. Pedestrians must 
currently walk in the road. 

5. Three-quarters of the rail track through Rio is next to residences that will suffer increased 
noise and vibration. Our commercial/industrial section will also experience the noise and 
vibration. That will make Rio, a Community Redevelopment Area, even less 
valuable/desirable for real estate investment and new businesses. There will be a 
reduction in property values because the bulk of commercial destinations and employment 
is located on the other side of the tracks. 

6. Wildlife will suffer impacts. 
7. Tourism: our motel occupancy will be impacted. There will be a financial impact to Rio's 

small businesses. When property values decrease and investors avoid building in Rio, our 
Tax Increment Finance dollars that fund redevelopment in our Community Redevelopment 
Area will drop. Every property in Rio will be impacted. 

Suggestions to assist our community with the impacts of All Aboard Florida Phase II: 

1. Provide details (a 90% plan) regarding Phase II and plans by All Aboard Florida that 
address the Martin County area comprehensively and thoroughly. 

2. Do not block crossings with trains waiting for another train to pass or waiting to cross the 
St. Lucie River rail bridge. 

3. Construct a new St. Lucie River train bridge with double tracks. 
4. Make the Dixie Highway and Alice Street crossings safe for pedestrians/cyclists/ ADA. 

Install sidewalks on the entire ROW including the tracks. Waive any maintenance and 
leasing fees for the pedestrian safety improvements. Rio wishes to install sidewalks to 
connect to the FEC ROW on Dixie Highway, as part of the Community Redevelopment 
Area Master Plan. Our closest grocery store is located west of the railroad tracks -
motorized wheelchairs have great difficulty crossing the tracks now. 

5. Install sound barrier walls next to residences along the FEC tracks through Rio. Whenever 
FDOT expands a road, they are responsible for installing sound barrier walls - FEC should 
do the same since All Aboard Florida is also an expansion project that will have significant 
impacts to Rio. The walls might also be designed/engineered to assist with absorption of 
some of the vibration. 

6. FOR ALL OF MARTIN COUNTY: Construct an overpass so that medical, fire and law 
enforcement vehicles and citizens have at least one location in Stuart where traffic may 
cross at all times. We need quiet zones with costs borne by All Aboard Florida group. 

7. One daily southbound and one daily northbound stop at a depot in Stuart would be helpful. 
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All improvements associated ,with the All Aboard Florida program should be constructed and 
maintained by the All Aboard Florida group in perpetuity. The inconvenience, delays, decreased 
property values, ability to handle emergencies in a timely manner and diminished quality of life for 
our CRA neighborhoods and all in Martin County are going to be significant, if Phase II is 
implemented. 

DESCRIPTION: 

Rio CRA 
Total Parcel Count: 1,416 
Total Parcels with a Residential Use Code: 1,311 
Total Parcels with a Non Residential Use Code: 105 
Total Acres of Rio CRA calculated using GIS software: 542.30 
Number of households: Approximately 1,200 

The Rio Civic Club, a 501(c)3 grass-roots organization, was created in 1950 to improve conditions in 
Rio, a Community Redevelopment Area since 1999. Our community is mostly composed of "blue
collar" workers, seniors on fixed incomes and low-to-middle income families. 

Rio is located on the north shore of the St. Lucie River in Martin County and was established in 1893. 
Approximately 2 miles of the Florida East Coast rail line composes Rio's northern and western 
boundary that runs mostly parallel to Dixie Highway. All streets that intersect Dixie Highway on the 
north side of Rio end at the FEC tracks. Side rails exist alongside our industrial/commercial section at 
the northwestern side of Rio. 

Rio is bounded by the FEC tracks on the north and west, the St. Lucie River on the south and Dixie 
Highway to the east. Dixie Highway, also called CR 707, is the primary and only "through" corridor, 
and the FEC crossing on Dixie Highway near Savannah Road is the western access point into our 
community. Dixie Highway through Rio is one of two east-west routes in northern Martin County; 
therefore, Dixie Highway is important to transportation and commerce. 

Rio is situated between the Indian River and beaches to the east and the FEC tracks to the west; the 
greater majority of commercial, employment, and medical destinations are located west of Rio -
requiring vehicles to travel over the RR crossing at Dixie Highway and Savannah Road. The other 
western exit out of Rio is over the railroad crossing at Alice Street and Dixie Highway in the City of 
Stuart. Obviously, all vehicular transportation headed west out of Rio or east into Rio is affected 
by the ability to travel through the Dixie Highway or the Alice Street RR crossings. 

Since there appears to be no plan by All Aboard Florida to double track the very old train 
bridge over the St. Lucie River, we anticipate having trains sit and wait for their turn to pass 
over that bridge. After the second set of tracks are installed to the north and south of that bridge, 
waiting trains could block RR crossings at Fem Street and Alice Street on the north side. Depending 
on the length of the waiting train, the RR crossing on Dixie Highway at our community's primary 
access point, could also remain blocked for a significant amount of time. A similar situation occurs in 
Downtown Stuart to the south of the train bridge - and that is going to hurt life and commerce as we 
know it for both Rio and the City of Stuart! 
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A map of Rio is provided. Please take a look at the location of the railroad tracks that shows one 
crossing in western Rio. Th~ items, concerns and suggestions described in this letter should become 
much clearer to understand, after seeing the map. 

If Phase II of the All Aboard Florida project is unstoppable, then the fair treatment of our 
neighborhood must be considered. Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments. 

Sincerely , 

Cl'{\U/\~tJ ~ 
Nancy Weiss 
President 

Enclosure: Map of Rio 
CRA Analysis of All Aboard Florida 
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MARTIN COUNTY COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS. 

This report sets out comparison findings concerning the potential impacts of the proposed All 
Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project upon Martin County’s adopted Community 
Redevelopment Areas. 

Martin County has seven defined Community Redevelopment Areas (CRA’s). Five of the seven 
CRA’s abut or are bisected by the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad, on which the AAF project 
will run. The addition of passenger rail onto the existing primarily freight corridor will cause an 
increase in overall rail traffic. Therefore, the County and its CRA’s will be directly affected by 
increased rail traffic and the potential of more frequent closing of railroad crossings. This 
analysis looks at the potential impacts on the activities of populations within the CRA’s. 

The FEC Railroad passes through five CRA’s, these are (Fig F.I – F.V); 

I. Golden Gate CRA (1 crossing). 
II. Hobe Sound CRA (2 crossings). 

III. Port Salerno CRA (4 crossings). 
IV. Jensen Beach CRA (1 crossing). 
V. Rio CRA (1 crossing).  

This analysis considers the location of the railroad crossings within the CRA’s and the effect that 
additional rail traffic may have. Data sources are taken from The American Community Survey 
(ACS) using the Esri ‘Community Analyst’ Geographic information tool. The tool utilizes five year 
2008-2012 ACS estimates that were collected monthly from January 1, 2008 through December 
31, 2012. 

The analysis pulls out four main factors that will be used to measure and compare levels of 
activity/disadvantage within defined community areas to those experienced in the County as a 
whole. The four factors identified are: 

1. Travel to Work by Walking or Bicycle. 
2. Income to Poverty Level less than 1. 
3. Households (HH) with disabilities. 
4. Persons in receipt of Food Stamps. 

METHODOLOGY 
To provide a comparison for the analysis the four factors outlined above were first extracted on 
a County level.  It was then necessary to determine the most appropriate definition to 
determine the extent and boundaries of the comparison areas. 
 



TABLE T.1 Population
Housing 

Units
Population 
% of County

Population 
% within 

Buffer

COUNTY WIDE 146497 78037
GOLDEN GATE CRA 2829 866 1.9%
HOBE SOUND CRA 3470 2153 2.4%
PORT SALERNO CRA 3551 1557 2.4%
JENSEN BEACH CRA 172 182 0.1%
RIO CRA 2204 1474 1.5%
COUNTY WIDE BUFFER* 11811 7121 8.1% 8.1%
GOLDEN GATE BUFFER* 284 79 0.2% 10.0%
HOBE SOUND BUFFER* 945 629 0.6% 27.2%
PORT SALERNO BUFFER* 1545 669 1.1% 43.5%
JENSEN BEACH BUFFER* 172 182 0.1% 100.0%
RIO CRA BUFFER* 1264 756 0.9% 57.4%

The areas selected for this analysis were defined by first setting out the likely range (distance) 
of impact of additional rail traffic. A number of independent studies and reports detail that the 
proximity to a railroad is correlated to certain impacts, both negative (closer to the rail line1) 
and positive (further from the rail line with a passenger stop2). As the proposed AAF project 
does not include passenger stops within Martin County, the analysis utilizes study findings 
related to the impact of additional railroad traffic without the benefit of passenger stops. 
Therefore, using study findings, we have defined a buffer of 1000ft either side of the rail line 
would be an appropriate measure. 

That buffer has then been extended through the unincorporated County along the line of the 
FEC railroad. Only the portions of the CRA’s that are within the buffer limits are extracted for 
comparative analysis.  

ANALYSIS 
Table T.1 shows the relative proportion of population within each CRA, and then within each 
CRA buffer. The County-wide Buffer contains approximately 8.1% of the County population. The 
population of the CRA areas contained within their respective Buffer range from 10% through 
to 100%, and as a whole some 36% of the population of the CRA’s are located within the Buffer 
as it passes through each CRA. From this we are able to confirm that there is a disproportionate 
representation of CRA population when compared to the Countywide Buffer. 

 

                                                           
1 The effect of freight railroad tracks and train activity on residential property values, Robert A. Simons & 
Abdellaziz El Jaouhari, 2004 
2Impacts Of Rail Transit On Property Values, Roderick B. Diaz, Booz ,Allen & Hamilton Inc. Mclean, VA  



 

 

When the four comparative factors are examined (Table T.2), within the County as a whole (County 
Wide), within each CRA and then within each respective Buffer area, some discernable differences 
appear. The majority of factors are above the datum level set for the County. Charts A through D show a 
graphic representation of the various factors. The most consistent factors are those which indicate a 
lower income level; the percentage of people claiming Food Stamps is 6.6% County Wide, this compares 
to high rates in each of the CRA Buffer areas (22.4% in Hobe Sound and 23.9% in Golden Gate). Apart 
from the Rio CRA Buffer and Port Salerno CRA Buffer area each CRA has a significantly higher percentage 
than County Wide (2.3%), that use walking or cycling to travel to work (Hobe Sound 15.1%, Jensen Beach 
13.3% and Golden Gate 11.3%). The lower end of the income to poverty level is higher in the majority of 
CRA Buffer Areas, but more significantly so in the Golden Gate CRA Buffer (45.1%) compared to County 
Wide (12.5%). Port Salerno CRA Buffer identifies that a high proportion of households with disability are 
affected (32.5%) compared to County Wide (25.6%). 

The potential impacts upon Residential property values have also been analyzed. The CRA functions on 
revenue that is generated by increases in property values to fund improvements that are aimed at 
curing blight and poor economic viability. Therefore any decrease in property values has a negative 
effect upon capital investment and economic revitalization of these areas. Table T-3 shows the number 
of residential properties that are affected in each CRA buffer area. Studies1 have shown that additional 
rail traffic can adversely affect property values between 5% and 7% within 750ft of a rail line. In this 
instance the analysis has used residential property within the 1000ft buffer strips in each CRA and has 
applied the lower depreciation rate of 5%.  

 

TABLE T.2
Walk/Cycle to 

Work

Population with 
Income to Poverty 

Level <1
Food Stamps

HH with 
Disability

COUNTY WIDE 2.3% 12.5% 6.6% 25.6%
GOLDEN GATE CRA 7.6% 38.0% 23.8% 20.5%
HOBE SOUND CRA 13.5% 11.7% 13.2% 28.8%
PORT SALERNO CRA 1.5% 22.2% 10.9% 33.5%
JENSEN BEACH CRA 13.3% 17.0% 6.8% 28.2%
RIO CRA 1.0% 8.4% 13.9% 24.3%
COUNTY WIDE BUFFER* 5.1% 14.6% 10.1% 28.7%
GOLDEN GATE BUFFER* 11.3% 45.1% 23.9% 22.5%
HOBE SOUND BUFFER* 15.1% 17.4% 22.4% 26.1%
PORT SALERNO BUFFER* 2.7% 17.6% 8.3% 32.5%
JENSEN BEACH BUFFER* 13.3% 17.0% 6.8% 28.2%
RIO CRA BUFFER* 1.1% 6.9% 17.8% 26.9%



 

 
 
The total potential impact of additional rail traffic may cause, at a minimum, an $28 million reduction in 
residential property values within the CRA buffer area. The effect on the county wide buffer is estimated 
at $90 million depreciation. The effect on Commercial property has not been analyzed. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
The effect of additional railroad traffic, noise and vibration is not easily quantified. However, the analysis 
of the County’s five affected Community Redevelopment Areas has revealed distinct characteristics that 
show a negative deviation and disproportionate representation when compared to a County wide 
datum. So whatever the effect it will be seen more readily to effect these disadvantaged areas than the 
County as a whole. 

Moreover, property values within the buffer areas may also be negatively affected. Any reduction of 
property values within a CRA compromise its ability to address the range of factors analyzed in this 
report and then, as a consequence, perpetuate and consolidate the disparity that has been identified. 

Additional study will need to be undertaken to assess the potential affect upon commercial property 
values and traffic/boat delays at the railroad crossing points including the railway bridge over the St. 
Lucie River between Stuart and Rio. 

 

  

T-3
Housing 

units
Average Value Total value 5% of Value

Golden Gate Buffer 80 $306,250 $24,500,000 $1,225,000
Hobe Sound Buffer 650 $375,174 $243,863,100 $12,193,155
Port Salerno Buffer 674 $185,863 $125,271,662 $6,263,583
Jensen Beach Buffer 189 $213,380 $40,328,820 $2,016,441
Rio Buffer 745 $178,255 $132,799,975 $6,639,999
Total 2338 $242,414 $566,763,557 $28,338,178



Chart A. Comparison of population % that walk or cycle to work

 

 

Chart B. Comparison of population % that has income to poverty level <1

 



Chart C. Comparison of households % with Disability

 

 

Chart D. Comparison of population % in receipt of Food Stamps

  



FIG. I. GOLDEN GATE CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 

 

 

  



FIG F.II. HOBE SOUND CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 

 

 

 

 

  



FIG. III. PORT SALERNO CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 

 

 

 

 

 

  



FIG. IV. JENSEN BEACH CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 

 

 

  



FIG. V. RIO CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 
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Executive Summary 

 

 Improved multi-modal transportation in South Florida is an indisputable need; the ability of moving 

goods and people must be achieved to sustain a high quality of life and economic prosperity, but not at the 

expense of marine industry and ocean-access real estate values in Broward County-particularly west of the FECR 

Bridge at the New River.  A senior team of multi-disciplinary and non-conflicted professionals was engaged to 

represent a coalition of marine and residential interests who will be most directly negatively affected by rail 

bridge operations impeding marine traffic on the New River.  Such coalition is listed in Appendix B.   

 The Team is advocating for constructive solutions to the cumulative impact of foreseeable future rail 

planning and construction.  This includes the All Aboard Florida project, but must include integrated planning 

decisions and mitigation for future freight traffic and other passenger rail, namely the Tri-Rail Coastal Link and 

Amtrak.   This comprehensive response directed to the Federal Railroad Administration of the project’s 2014 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement, along with the 2012 Environmental Assessment, and 2014 Finding of No 

Significant Impact is styled as “Comments and Objections” under the Federal National Environmental Policy Act 

(NEPA) approval process which is required for project advancement (including a $1.6B railroad loan).   

 Detailed objections and comments herein argue multiple important deficiencies that should be 

remedied before the project advances, summarized as:  

 The public involvement, transparency, and understandability of the process for meaningful public input have 

not followed the true intent of NEPA.  

 The DEIS fails to consider the cumulative impact of the foreseeable and interrelated future rail projects, 

namely the increase in future freight rail traffic, and the integration of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link, and Amtrak- 

all of which will add up to a significant increase in rail traffic on the CSX and FEC lines thus increasing bridge 

closure which will severely obstruct mariners ability to navigate New River. 

 Alternatives to mitigate increased rail traffic and bridge closures have not been adequately analyzed in the 

DEIS; they should not be dismissed merely because All Aboard Florida or FECR are not willing to pay for 

necessary improvements.  

 Unreasonable bridge obstruction by some measures exists today; it will only worsen under the future 

scenario of rail traffic growth.  An average FEC bridge closure time of 12 to 19 minutes, when considered in 

concert with anticipated future freight train growth and 32 All Aboard Florida trains, could mean up to 17 

hours of FEC bridge closure per day, which is clearly obstructive to navigation.  When 50 or more Tri-Rail 

Coastal Link commuter trains per day are added the bridge operation will be clearly untenable.  

 In response to the US Coast Guard’s involvement in this rail planning, and its primary charge to maintain 

navigation, the Team has coordinated over 200 responses while emphasizing essential points intended to 

elicit Coast Guard actions for meaningful mitigation.  

 As a “cooperating agency,” the USCG’s has tracked the DEIS. The USCG issued a letter on June 2, 2014 

discounting most of AAF’s attempts at modeling the effects of the rail plan on navigation.  We agree the 

DEIS is flawed in this regard and the June letter is supported wholly in this response.  

 To best describe the New River navigation conditions and vessel traffic and bridge closures considering 

BOTH the CSX and FEC rail bridges, this DEIS response summarizes the results of two detailed counts of 

vessels and bridge closures for approximately 2 weeks combined in May and June 2014; and average 

monthly bridge closures at the downtown automobile bridges; and transit time between the CSX and FEC 

bridges.  The data base of vessel traffic is intended to assist the USCG with future bridge rule writing; various 

data and over 35,000 pictorial images have been collected so that vessel characteristic (length, height) 
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trends can be discerned and hoping to justify the construction of a new bridge based on the needs of vessel 

size and frequency.   

 Results show some undercounts in the AAF reporting of vessel traffic up to 20 % lower on average, and more 

disparity with respect to peak traffic;  however the DEIS is flawed by using only average traffic figures for 

most modeling instead of using peak demand and level of service principles such as those used for road 

planning.  

 The DEIS’s “minor” detrimental economic impact claim is dismissed by comparing a real-world example of 

the higher cost for a mega yacht holding position for an average bridge closure, thus discounting the 

unrealistic estimate of $161/day in the DEIS.   It also cites a testimonial from the Water Taxi explaining that 

the bridge’s operation is obstructive under today’s conditions to prevent service on the West side of the FEC 

bridge, and thus quash a business opportunity.  

 Numerous instances are detailed where future rail forecasts, and or discounting the cumulative impact of 

other rail planned expansion are flaws in the DEIS.     

 Total economic value of the marine industries is understated by 70%, and the anticipated decline in 

residential, commercial and industrial property values resulting from obstructive bridge operation is not 

included in the flawed DEIS. 

 Approximately $1 B in waterfront property value (nearly 1600 acres, with 3700+ units) , and $2.9B in annual 

marine business are directly affected;  secondary impacts are additional.     

 A means to better quantify anticipated business loss and decline in property value is outlined for an 

improved DEIS, with encouragement to the USCG to undertake a “Truman-Hobbs” bridge study which in 

anticipated to justify a new mid or high-level bridge construction.   

 Profitability of the AAF project is questioned; since it is not demonstrated with DEIS data.  

 Since the project, as now planned, would be detrimental to mariners interests (both commercial and 

residential), the proposal is contradictory to adopted public policy and investments in several cited policy 

plans at the local, regional, and state levels.   

 Five main requests are expected to best remedy a deficient DEIS and project:  

o Delay the Final EIS until numerous corrections and further analysis can be completed 

o Implement and/or modify the non-existent/deficient bridge operating rules for the FEC and CSX 

bridges to bring predictability to mariners.  

o Construct a mid-level (21 feet or more) moveable, or a high-level (55 feet or more) fixed or 

moveable bridge which will carry the expanded passenger trains (AAF, Amtrak, and Tri-Rail), and 

which is already being planned by Tri-Rail Coastal Link.  Such cost may range between $33-63M.   

o Divert freight traffic away from the urban core as much as possible and “rationalize” the use of all 

tracks; support construction of the US27 western corridor to carry increased freight between South 

to Central Florida and beyond.   

o Provide an “adjudication matrix” for all comments, thereby advising the public of the FRAs 

deliberations and dispositions/acceptance of the many valid comments being submitted.         

   

 

   

   

 

     



Preface 

Urbanism and transportation needs in South Florida  

A broad view of South Florida’s linear and sprawling urban development pattern, congested 

transportation system which lacks true multi-modalism, and apparent economic development 

opportunities, illuminates the need for enhanced mobility of people and goods.   

 

Constrained by the Everglades and Water Conservation Areas on the West, and the Atlantic Ocean on 

the East, South Florida’s urbanized area providing residential areas and an economic base are 

geographically linear and relatively low density.  Considering the seven County planning area examined 

by the Seven50 project1 (which is all the counties from Indian River south comprising the megalopolis), 

this sprawling area of 6.1 M people, which could grow to 7.9 M by 2040, leaves most critical 

transportation arteries over capacity causing regular congestion -- and which is forecast to worsen. 

“According to the State of Florida Department of Transportation (DOT), congestion on the I-95 corridor 

has and will continue to worsen over the next few decades as South Florida’s population continues to 

grow and I-95 expansion is not a feasible option.” 2   In this general regard, this DEIS review team is in 

basic agreement with the motivation of the All Aboard Florida project.    

 

There is no doubt that serious long-term solutions must be pursued.  Indeed most South Florida 

residents and businesses support improving the transportation system, which likely would include rail 

transportation; however not at the cost of vital business interests and countless property owners. 

 

Hence, the stated purpose of the AAF project is “… to address South Florida’s current and future needs 

to enhance the transportation system, improve air quality, create jobs, provide a transportation 

alternative for millions of Floridians and tourists, and support economic development by: 

 Returning the existing Florida East Coast (FEC) corridor to a dual-track system to allow for the 

restoration of fast, dependable and efficient passenger rail service [emphasis added] within 

Southeast Florida; and 

 Implementing a privately owned, operated, and maintained intercity passenger rail service that 

will connect downtown West Palm Beach to downtown Miami with one stop in downtown Fort 

Lauderdale.” 3 

                                                           
1
 Available [online] at http://seven50.org/resources/population-projections/, April 13, 2014.  

2
 Hanley, Caitlan, Brian Clancy and Thomas Guardino (Logistics Capital and Strategy), “The Case for Intermodal in 

South Florida,”  Available [online] http://www.logcapstrat.com/pdfs/Case%20for%20Intermodal%20in%20South%20Florida.pdf, 

March 29, 2014, pg. 3.   
3
 Environmental Assessment for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project- West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida, 

October 31, 2012, p. 16.  

http://seven50.org/resources/population-projections/
http://www.logcapstrat.com/pdfs/Case%20for%20Intermodal%20in%20South%20Florida.pdf


4 | P a g e    D E I S  R e s p o n s e  D e c e m b e r  3 ,  2 0 1 4  
 

 Accommodating tourist and business travelers.  “What All Aboard Florida’s marketing research 

has shown is that three-quarters of its passengers will be leisure travelers, both Floridians taking 

trips in-state and tourists entering through the state’s key gateways. About one-quarter will be 

business travelers, so the company is designing the trains to accommodate different passenger 

needs. Trains will have Wi-Fi and food service.” “Florida East Coast Industries executives assert 

that ticket prices will be competitive with air travel and the trip will take three hours.” 4 

 

In addition to moving people, Florida is poised to move more goods to stay competitive and fill a market 

void.  Following years of freight and trade studies, spear-headed in large part by the Florida Chamber 

Foundation, Florida business and government leaders have advanced policies and significantly invested 

in multiple projects designed to capitalize on “trade and logistics, manufacturing and innovation, 

tourism and travel, and talent and investment.”  For example, the Florida Strategic Plan for Economic 

Development, which is endorsed by the highest levels of State government, including the Governor, 

states a central goal which is to:  

 

“Invest in an interconnected, multimodal trade transportation system that links Florida’s 

regions and enables Florida’s businesses to serve global markets. These include seaports, 

airports, spaceports, railways, major truck corridors, and integrated logistics and distribution 

centers. The state should evaluate alternative approaches to provide capacity for future growth, 

including use of technology, express highway lanes, expanded rail and transit options, and 

development of parallel or new corridors in some parts of the state.” 5 

 

The Panama Canal widening in 2015 provides a unique opportunity, but Florida’s global 

opportunities extend beyond serving as a port of call for Canal traffic. Florida can become a 

global hub across multiple activities – trade and logistics, manufacturing and innovation, tourism 

and travel, and talent and investment – if the state acts strategically. The immediate 

opportunities to expand trade flows can provide a springboard for growing  export-oriented 

industry clusters; developing a workforce that is diverse and has linguistic and cultural 

competence; developing, supporting, and attracting globally competitive entrepreneurs and 

innovators; and becoming the preferred location for businesses targeting the large consumer 

market in the Southeastern U.S., Latin America, and the Caribbean. Once the end of the line in 

the U.S., Florida can become the center of the economy in the Western Hemisphere.6 

 

                                                           
4
 Palm Beach Post report available [online] at http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-

politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/, April 14, 2014.  
5
 Florida Strategic Plan for Economic Development, 2013, p. 35.  Available [online] 

http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf , March 28, 2014.  
6
 Florida Strategic Plan for Economic Development, 2013, p. 22.  Available [online] 

http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf,  March 28, 2014.  

http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/
http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/
http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf
http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf
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While the State of Florida scrambles to enhance its Ports and relieve transportation congestion, both 

FEC and CSX rails are poised to increase passenger and freight traffic; therefore, increase profit.  A much 

more integrated and intermodal transportation system, which will significantly increase rail traffic on 

the FEC and CSX lines, is inevitable.  Hence the AAF project cannot be considered in isolation.   

 

Our largest challenge is to achieve the urgently needed transportation system improvements (road and 

rail), but not at the expense of one of Florida’s boating community and marine industries.  

 

How to read this document  

 

While this review focuses on the DEIS, some portions also question assumptions and findings in the 

Environmental Assessment (2012), and Finding of No Significant Impact (2014).    

 

This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed 

by AAF and also the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS.  

 

This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed 

by AAF and also the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS. The 

report discusses the impacts on navigation resulting from the proposed rail operations from all 

proposed sources including increased freight traffic from FECR and Commuter Rail traffic proposed by 

SEFCC (formerly Tri-Rail) over the FEC New River Bridge at MP 341.26. The report also discusses some 

interrelated concerns with the operations at the single track bascule bridge No. 0717-08 leased by CSX 

Corporation (referred to herein as CSX Bridge at I-95). 

 

In certain areas excerpts are reprinted from the DEIS in blue font, then followed by comments and 

critiques by this consulting team.  It is presented in this manner to assist the reviewers by providing all 

information in a single document instead of having to find sections and page references. 

 

A significant portion of these DEIS comments are summarized from a detailed section by section DEIS 

review by the Team’s Senior Engineer which is appended as “Appendix A,” and is submitted as part of 

our official comments on the DEIS.   The appendix also uses the blue and black font format.  

 

This document does not question the Purpose and need for the proposed action. Therefore we have not 

commented on Section 2 of the DEIS. 

 

Engineering comments herein are based on conceptual engineering investigation sufficient to prove the 

basis for the comment and do not include in-depth preliminary or final engineering analysis. 
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The level of engineering investigation performed for this DEIS review is conceptual in nature only 

without extensive engineering analysis, and is based on assumptions regarding structure types, number 

of tracks, and railroad construction required for the corridors included in the project.   

 

Authors and coalition represented  

 

A team of senior professionals was carefully selected to ensure the right expertise, while ensuring no 

conflicts of interest, to analyze the proposed project and preparing this comprehensive comment and 

objection document in response to the EA, FONSI, and DEIS.  This analysis is methodical, comprehensive, 

and is based on senior expert opinion. It approaches the complexities of the project from several 

disciplines germane to the issues, namely:  

 

 Planning (Community, Transportation, Seaport and Freight)  

 Marine Operations (Navigation and vessel movement)   

 Permitting (Environmental, community conditions and Impact)  

 Law (NEPA procedure, Land Use, Property Rights, Permitting, etc.)  

 Engineering (Rail, Bridge, Road, and other civil engineering considerations)  

 Economics (Business & Real-estate value, disruption of business)  

 Government & Policy (Local, Regional, State and Federal Policy and Political Leadership)  

 

The team is commenting on behalf of a coalition of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, 

Boaters, and directly affected marine industry businesses, for which a representative list is presented in 

Appendix B. 
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Section 1.  The DEIS does not fulfill NEPA intent  
 

The National Environmental Policy Act advocates an open and public decision-making process in 

applicable projects; its intent is for a very thorough, understandable, and open process.  For numerous 

reasons, the administration of NEPA for this project (including the DEIS) has been deficient as described 

below.  

1.1. Public involvement and transparency  

 

A skeptical Florida public has increased its scrutiny of the project, with distrust growing in many 

quarters.  While the FRA’s extension of the public comment period to 75 days was a plus, more of the 

skepticism may have been avoided had the public involvement opportunities been executed differently.  

Examples include:  

 

The vital involvement of the US Coast Guard in this project review, while cited in the cooperating agency 

intent, has been limited.  Through several public forums during Summer 2014, the USCG may have 

participated; however the agency was extremely limited in its comments with none evaluative.   When 

the USCG finally announced a series of opportunities for public comment, it was little more than an 

opportunity to receive written comments, and these forums were promptly cancelled.   

 

Finally, a series of three forums were conducted in South Florida in November.  The forums were well-

attended, however the forums were little more than rushed comments with very little interaction with 

agency officials.  It is commendable the USCG actively solicited and received navigational survey 

information through December 1, 2014.   

 

It is commendable that the FRA hosted public forums throughout the project area, however the format 

of meetings was not conducive to constructive interaction or genuine information exchange.  Using a 

“convention-like” format is not the most productive manner to have constructive round-table type 

discussions or to understand agency positions.  In addition, it was very peculiar at these meetings that 

project team staff were prohibited from exchanging business card information with the attending public.  

Further, it was commendable that one of the eight meetings was conducted in Ft. Lauderdale, however 

the timing seemed to portray a lack of understanding of the regional marine industry.  Since the meeting 

occurred during the International Ft. Lauderdale Boat Show, attendance was most likely suppressed 

because members of the industry were highly engaged in one of their busiest times of year.  

 

Further explanation of NEPA’s public involvement intent is described in the project’s Environmental 

Assessment (2012), p.42:     
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“… NEPA requires federal agencies to consider the impacts of their actions on the human environment 

and to disclose such impacts in a public document. The NEPA process is intended to ensure that public 

officials consider the environmental consequences of proposed actions (40 C.F.R. § 1500.1).” 

While the DEIS indisputably presents some impacts in a public document, the analysis below will show 

inadequacies of such impact analysis, and questions how public officials (state, regional and local) are 

adequately considering consequences of this project’s actions.   

 

Many public officials have expressed opposition to the project, and as shown in Section 4, the All Aboard 

project impacts are not consistent with adopted state, regional, and local plans which encourage freight 

rail traffic, and support sustainability and/or expansion of marine based recreation (residential) and 

marine business and industry (commercial and industrial sectors).     

 

Transparency to the public should be improved upon through the ensuing EIS process administration.  

While the “FRA reviewed and commented on draft versions of the [2012 Environmental Assessment 

(EA)] document and approved … [the version which was released] … for public circulation and 

comment,” 7 the public’s honest and thorough involvement from early stages (namely the scoping 

meetings) is called into question.     

 

For example, among other citations in the EA about purpose and need, it cites the South Florida East 

Coast Corridor Study (FEC) Alternatives Analysis, which contains no mention of marine or other 

business impact while advancing among other goals, integrating “. . . the proposed transit options with 

existing and planned freight transport and potentially intercity passenger transport located within or 

traversing the [South Florida] study area.8   

 

As described on page 1-7, “As it has in the past, FRA has used a third party contracting process in 

preparing this DEIS. FRA does not have appropriated funds to support the development of EISs for RRIF 

loan applications. As a result, FRA requires the applicant to engage the services of a qualified consultant 

approved by FRA to assist FRA in preparing the EIS. Consistent with a memorandum of agreement 

among the parties, the third party contractor is paid for by AAF but reports to and takes direction from 

FRA. In developing the proposed action, AAF engaged the services of consultant firms to prepare 

engineering designs for the Project and to prepare technical reports documenting existing 

environmental conditions and analyses of environmental consequences. FRA’s third party contractor 

reviewed all materials provided by AAF; assisted FRA in determining that this information was complete, 

accurate, and relevant; and assisted FRA In the preparation of this DEIS. 

                                                           
7
 All Aboard Florida Environmental Assessment (2012), page 1.   

8
 Supplied as Appendix D to the EA, that document was prepared by Ganett-Fleming for the Florida Department of 

Transportation, F.M. No. 417031-1-22-01, Contract: C8F66, June 2010, p. 26.  That document (among others 

comprising the appendices) was not released electronically by the FRA to the public with the EA.  It was finally 

made available electronically in March 2014, or 17 months later than preferred for convenient public scrutiny.   
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Comment: It appears that AAF did not disclose all issues to the third party contractor which should be 

a part of the discussion and be included in the impacts and issues discussed in the DEIS document. It 

may also be possible that the third party contractor ignored the issues, if in fact they were provided, 

which in either case is a mistake in not including them in the DEIS. 

 

Full consideration of cumulative impacts, which are further explained below, appears to have been 

omitted from the beginning of the scoping process. Not only does this render the process deficient, it is 

improper not to disclose this consideration to the third party contractors which have been used by the 

FRA to produce the DEIS.  

 

Regarding page S-3 “About the NEPA Process,” during the scoping period significant issues to be 

identified should have included all of the rail operations that are being proposed which will utilize the 

FEC corridor. These rail operations should have included the plan to have Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter 

operations joint use of the FEC corridor through Fort Lauderdale which would impact navigation on the 

New River. FEC is in negotiations with Tri-Rail Coastal Link and has provided scheduling information and 

rail operations models to Tri-Rail Coastal Link as discussed and cited in the Tri-Rail Coastal Link 

Preliminary Project Development Report, Appendix 3: Rail Operations Analysis Report and Materials, 

Dated April 2014, Prepared by RS&H, CH2M HILL, AECOM, Ernst & Young, Communikatz, Inc., as directed 

by FDOT – District 4. It is improper to omit any discussion of the proposed Tri-Rail Coastal Link Study in 

the AAF DEIS when the project plans have been developed to the point that a Preliminary Project 

Development Report has been presented to the public and is actively being brought into reality with 

service being proposed along the existing FEC Corridor in the near future (2016) following the NEPA 

requirements for a EIS and securing project approval. 

 

A final example of the lack of transparency is that during the EA process, the appendices to the 

document were not made electronically available to the public on the FRA website until March 2014 

(which as after the FONSI had already been issued).  Although the full document was evidently available 

through traditional means (i.e. public libraries), in today’s day and age the early availability via the FRA’s 

website would have been a basic improvement to enhance transparency.   

 

1.2. Cumulative Impact 

The DEIS is incomplete, flawed and erroneous by not adequately considering the cumulative impact of 

significant other transportation and rail planning, namely the integration of freight planning (including 

the CSX rail corridors,9 and Florida seaport planning), and passenger rail planning (namely Amtrak and 

the Tri-Rail Coastal Link).  

                                                           
9
 It should be recognized and integrated into the DEIS planning process for All Aboard Florida that CSX is 

approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected to the east coast 
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As described on page S-20 of the DEIS,   

 

Under NEPA regulations (40 CFR part 1508.7), a cumulative effect is defined as “the impact on the 

environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present 

and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non‐Federal) or person 

undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively 

significant actions taking place over a period of time.” [emphasis added]  

 

Further, in the project Environmental Assessment (October 2012), page 238:  

Potential Cumulative Impacts … The cumulative effects analysis considers the aggregate impacts of 

direct and indirect impacts (from federal, non-federal, public or private actions) on the quality or 

quantity of a resource. For purposes of this discussion past, present and reasonably foreseeable future 

are [sic] defined as follows: 

 Past: Over the last 20 year 1992-2011; started construction and opened  

 Present: the current calendar year (2012); either currently under construction or 

completed 

 Reasonably foreseeable future: the next 20 year (2013-2032); planning, design 

and/or construction funded and/or programmed.  [emphasis added] 

 

Hence, according to the FRA’s own definition and discussion of how to measure cumulative impacts, 

known rail planning and design through year 2032 should be considered.  However this DEIS is seriously 

flawed in that it fails to adequately consider all rail planning in this future time period, especially: 

   

a. Adopted freight rail planning by the State of Florida (See The Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan, 

especially the Investment Element, July 2014, available at:  

http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-

element_2014-08-18.pdf ) and  

 

b.  Adopted passenger rail planning by local, regional, and State of Florida agencies (see Tri-Rail Coastal 

Link, and its long-time predecessor project name - South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis, and 

which has been adopted in  “SFRTA Forward Plan: A Transit Development Plan for SFRTA, August 2013, 

Final Report” and encompassed in the MPO 2040 Plans for Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach 

Counties).  The South Florida Regional Transportation Authority (SFRTA) in partnership with the Florida 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
seaports dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement throughout the State and to seaports outside of 
South Florida.  For example, CSX recently opened the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center in Winter Haven, 
FL. The 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX Intermodal Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. … 
[It will] … serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and 
South Florida.”   

 

http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18.pdff
http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18.pdff
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Department of Transportation and others has formed the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Partnership and Executive 

Steering Committee10 to realize ambitious rail and transit improvements throughout South Florida in 

concert with the Federal Transit Administration.  The group’s work includes funding analysis coordinated 

through a Finance Sub-Committee, presented to the SFRTA Board by FDOT as recent as August 2014.  11  

 

Additionally, the omission of cumulative impact consideration includes the Navigation Discipline Report 

(which is a part of the DEIS as Appendix 4.1.3-C).  It fails to model cumulative impacts of reasonably 

foreseeable future actions, since future bridge closure times were modeled only to year 2016, instead of 

considering reasonably foreseeable cumulative impacts meaning modeling through year 2032.   

 

For elaboration, see DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C and p. 5-17, DEIS (2014):  

 

FECR operated 24 daily trains in 2006 and had projected growth of 5 to 7 percent between today 

and 2016.  However due to delays in the expansion of the Panama Canal and other factors, it is 

now expected that freight operations will increase from the current number of trains to 20 trains 

per day by 2016, and at a 3% annual growth after 2016. 

 

Had the modeling projected closings to year 2032 an estimated 64 bridge closings would be 

expected with an average close time of 35 minutes per hour, at least double the average number 

of minutes closed per day. 

 

(DEIS Page 4-4) 

Comment: The shared use of the FEC corridor for both FEC freight operations, AAF proposed 

passenger operations and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter rail service must be fully analyzed in the AAF 

DEIS in order to fully understand and evaluate the impact of these multiple rail operations on the 

existing corridor. The DEIS should be clear on what rail infrastructure is contemplated by each railroad. 

The impact of combined service on the existing single track and double track corridor must be fully 

explored and evaluated. The DEIS should be clear on how many tracks are being provided throughout 

the length of the existing corridor; it should also discuss the potential for use of the CSX tracks in Figure 

4.1.2-3 since the CSX corridor will be integrated with future rail traffic of all types.12 

                                                           
10

 See Memorandum of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Partnership here:  http://tri-
railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf .  
11

 See Meeting minutes of SFRTA Governing Board, August 22, 2014, beginning on page 205 of 441.  See also Tri-

Rail Coastal Link f/k/a South Florida East Coast Corridor Study “ Case Study ASCE Tri-County Workshop” May 10, 

2013 Presented by; Jaime C. Lopez, P.E. Available [online] http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-

coastal-link  Nov. 8, 2014.  
12

 The two other bridges carrying CSX, Tri-Rail and AMTRAK passenger service are located on the New River at a 
point approximately 2.6 (Statute) miles west and upriver from the FECR Bridge No. 341.26. The two bridges consist 
of a single track bascule bridge No. 0717-08, leased by CSX Corporation from The State of Florida which owns the 
rail corridor, carries CSX freight service consisting of 9 trains per day and also carries four AMTRAK passenger trains 

 

http://tri-railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf
http://tri-railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf
http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-coastal-link
http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-coastal-link
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Numerous other citations of such cumulative impact omission are provided below and in Appendix A.   

1.3. Alternatives Analysis  

 

NEPA clearly explains the need to thoroughly analyze alternatives for mitigation in the EIS process, 

however the DEIS is deficient in this manner.  

 

From the DEIS, page S-4, “… the purpose of the DEIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated 

with the project alternatives, whether they are adverse or beneficial…”.  Indisputably the purpose of the 

Draft EIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project alternatives. Omission of 

any discussion of impacts resulting from the combined corridor use of the existing FEC operations, Tri-

Rail Coastal Link and increased freight operations attributable in large part to Post-Panamax Container 

Ships using Port Everglades and Port Miami is a blatant omission of anticipated major impacts which 

will affect navigation on all of the movable bridges on the FEC corridor and the most heavily impacted 

movable Bridge will be the FEC bridge at MP 341.26 over the New River. 

 

Two environmental impacts which are not fully analyzed or discussed in the DEIS are:  

 

1. Compatibility with the Broward County Manatee Protection Plan- Manatee protection is only 

discussed in terms of minimizing impact on the animals during construction.  Another important 

consideration is the bottleneck of boat traffic caused by increasing and obstructive bridge 

closures that occur at a narrow part of the river, thus heightening the probability of boat 

collision with these protected species.  The MPP is further discussed in Section 5.   

  

2. Sea Level Rise-  Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and 

scientists working in collaboration on the SE Florida region predict that sea levels along the SE 

coast will rise 9 to 24 inches (1-2 feet) in the next 50 years (from 2010 to 2060).    One obvious 

impact is that the already minimal clearance of the FEC and CSX bridges (when closed) will be 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
per day. The high level fixed bridge is a double track bridge and carries 40 to 50 Tri-Rail trains per day. AMTRAK 
trains have also been known to use the high level crossing (which is 55 feet at MHW). 
 The single track bascule bridge and the rail corridor are owned by the State of Florida; CSX operates their freight 
service on this line by lease agreement with the State of Florida.  
The bascule bridge foundations were weakened when the foundations for the two track high level fixed bridge 
were constructed. Subsequently The State of Florida installed temporary supports under the bascule bridge span 
which narrowed the waterway opening. The USCG required the channel to be restored to its original width 
resulting in a FDOT project presently under construction to replace the existing bascule bridge with a new bascule 
bridge on an alignment 35 feet west of the existing bridge. The 22 million dollar project is expected to be 
completed in 2016. The construction of the new bridge is staged such that the navigation channel is not blocked 
during construction of the new bridge.  It seems the intent is to float in the new bascule span, which would be 
fabricated and constructed off site, during a one day period and to set the new span on the completed 
foundations.  
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further diminished.  In extreme storm conditions, could the railroad tracks experience wash or 

possible immersion?      

 

 

Recognizing that some recommendations have been included in the draft DEIS in similar form, viable 

options/alternatives that must be more thoroughly discussed and analyzed in the DEIS (such analysis is 

now deficient) include the following possible means of mitigating negative impacts:  

 

• Revisit earlier proposals to elevate over the New River at the FECR crossing.  From a recent 

field observation,13  the other bascule bridges spanning the New River offer overhead clearance 

of between 17 and 21 feet above the mean water level. 14    

• Revisit earlier proposals to tunnel under the New River at the FECR crossing.  

• Shift some of the proposed rail operations to an adjacent rail corridor i.e., CSX or Tri-Rail 

Coastal Link. 

• Combine train movements to occur simultaneously in two directions; thereby reducing the 

number of closures required.  

• Shift train movements to off peak periods i.e. after midnight affording more daylight time for 

navigation to transit the waterway.  

• Optimize train lengths to reduce the number of train movements.  

• Provide a full time bridge operator at the bridge to reduce the initial 5 minute countdown 

period required by the current remote operation of the bridge.  

• Improve the waterway using contributions from AAF/FECR/FECI which would aid navigation 

permitting easier faster passage along the waterway.  

• Investigate the possibility of constructing a new movable bridge at an elevation less than the 

required 55 feet for a fixed bridge that would permit both freight and passenger operations on a 

suitable approach grade; thereby reducing the number of openings required to pass smaller 

vessels.  

• Investigate providing a parallel high level fixed bridge adjacent to the existing FECR Bridge to 

accommodate all AAF passenger operations while keeping freight operations on the existing 

bridge.  

• Investigate improvements in the machinery and power requirements for the existing bridge to 

reduce the time required to open and close the bridge.  

• Investigate replacing the movable bridge with a different type of movable bridge that would 

require less time to open and close.  

• Investigate any combination of the above suggested measures which would be of benefit. 

 

                                                           
13

 March 2014, by the project team.   
14

 This does not consider sea level rise predictions of 9 to 24 inch water level increase by the year 2060 as 
discussed elsewhere in this report.   
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Sections of the DEIS which are deficient in cumulative and alternatives analysis include: 

  

(Page S-5) “Alternatives Considered in this EIS,”  and page S-7 “Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives,” and page 3-

12, DEIS) At-Grade Crossings and Railroad Bridges 

Comment: All future planned uses of the FEC corridor should be included in the DEIS and the  method 

for dealing with the increased traffic should be included in the project improvements regardless of 

whether or not the planned use of the corridor by Tri-Rail Coastal Link or increased freight traffic occurs 

by AAF’s target date of 2016.  Shared use of facilities such as stations and trackage requires that these 

issues be included in the DEIS and the planning of improvements required for all of the proposed use. 

 

The alternatives analysis is deficient by not considering the addition of a two track mid-level movable 

bridge adjacent to the existing FEC bridge 341.26 over the New River to carry Tri- Rail commuter 

passenger rail. The proposal by Tri-Rail Coastal Link calls for shared stations at Ft. Lauderdale and other 

locations in the WPB to Miami corridor. If there are to be shared stations FEC and AAF must take them in 

to consideration in this DEIS. According to the DEIS, AAF plans to be at grade with their proposed 

passenger operations at the proposed Ft. Lauderdale Station and on the existing New River Bridge. With 

the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Passenger operations operating over a mid-level movable bridge over the New 

River, this is a direct conflict.  The DEIS should include an alternative to have all passenger operations 

carried on the proposed mid-level bridge in order to make it possible to have a joint shared station as 

proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link and to separate freight and passenger operations which would 

minimize the number of bridge openings required if the 32 passenger trains per day proposed by AAF 

were also carried on the higher Mid-Level bridge. 

  

(DEIS, Page 3-10)   Screening Analysis Results – Level 1 Route Alternatives and Page 3-15  “Table 3.2-2        

Screening Analysis Results – Level 2 FECR Route Segment Alternatives” 

  

Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as 
proposed by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the 
screening analysis of the alternatives. 
 
(DEIS Page 3-26) “No-Action Alternative”  
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations in the no-action alternative are incorrect; 

they do not include the increase in freight traffic planned for by FEC due to the Post-Panamax expansion 

and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port Miami and Port Everglades to 

accommodate the larger Post-Panamax expansion container ships. 

 

(p. 3-15, DEIS) Fort Lauderdale Station 

Comment: AAF plans for the Fort Lauderdale Station are for an at-Grade Station. Tri-Rail Coastal Link in 
their Environmental Assessment discusses a mid-level movable bridge which would be at a minimum 
clearance of 21 feet over MHW. This would require that the Ft. Lauderdale Station needs to be an 
elevated station. Since a shared station is proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link with AAF this needs to be 
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included and considered in the AAF DEIS so the final design and construction does waste taxpayer 
investment in this joint public-private project. 
 

(DEIS, Page 3-39) 3.3.3.4 West Palm Beach – Miami Corridor and Table 3.3.6 

Comment: The DEIS does not discuss the movable bridge alternative over the New River being 
planned by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link and included in their Environmental Assessment. AAF in their DEIS 
proposes a rehabilitation of the New River Bridge. FEC has been in discussion with Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
and has provided data to Tri-Rail Coastal Link.  Since the mid-level bridge is included in the Tri-Rail 
Coastal Link plan, FEC needs to discuss how this will affect their planned operations for freight as well as 
AAF planned passenger operations.  AAF should include in their alternates the shared use of this 
proposed bridge and consider its construction in the initial stage of the AAF project rather than after Tri-
Rail Coastal Link commences their project.  Such coordination should be motivated by the most efficient 
and prudent expenditure of the public’s investment through proper forethought, planning and 
coordinated design.  
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Section 2.  Unreasonable Bridge Obstruction    

 
The operation of the movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules 
and Regulations published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable 
Waters”. The FECR bridge most in question is presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is 
fully automatic utilizing electronic sensors and cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and 
closing operations are controlled utilizing the information transmitted from the sensors and cameras at 
the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at New Smyrna Beach.  
 
The existing rail operations on the FECR Bridge 341.26 reportedly consist of 11-14 freight trains per day. 
The bridge is normally left in the open position to allow navigation unrestricted access. The bridge is 
operated remotely and the operation to close the bridge to navigation and permit rail traffic to cross 
commences when the control center is alerted to an approaching train which requires the bridge to be 
closed. When trains approach, a horn blows and a timing board with electronic numerals visible to 
boaters is activated with a 5-minute countdown by seconds to span closure. Additionally, electric eyes 
scan the channel to assure clearance before closing. Machinery will not operate automatically until all 
systems are cleared. Trains are warned when bascule operations are interrupted and begin slowing for a 
stop until fully cleared to transit the bascule bridge. Eye witness accounts of the closing procedure have 
reported that the initial 5-minute countdown has been in some cases 6 minutes in duration.  

 
As shown by photos, the bottleneck of vessels waiting or 
passing just after bridge opening create current day 
conditions which are unreasonably obstructive to vessels 
navigating the bridge.  Despite these conditions, presently 
there is no rule in the CFR regarding the FEC New River 
Bridge. The USCG has asked FEC to request a rule for Bridge 
341.26 however FEC has not complied. A specific rule 
regarding the amount of time the bridge is to be open per 
hour is a necessity for the FEC bridge when considering the 
planned operations by FEC, AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link. 
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2.1. DEIS obstruction examination is inadequate   

The DEIS dismisses the principle that marine navigation supremacy by law has Right of Way with no 

other options than navigation channels, whereas rail and road traffic can be diverted.  Page 20 of the 

2012 Environmental Assessment claims there will be “no impact” to navigation.  We expressly reject 

that claim.  Now comes the DEIS, which has increased the estimates of freight traffic (trains per day) 

from 10 or 11 per day with no increase (in the 2012 EA), to 20 trains per day by 2016 plus 3% increase 

per year thereafter, which means almost 2 more trains per day every three years.  

 

(DEIS, Page 4 – 16)  4.1.3 Navigation 
Comment: The USCG reviewed the Navigation Discipline Report (NDR) for the AAF Passenger Rail Project 
prepared by AMEC for AAF. The USCG commented on the report in a letter dated June 2, 2014 to 
Charlene Stroehlen, P.E. Senior Associate Engineer AMEC – Environment & Infrastructure authored by 
Barry L. Dragon, Director, District Bridge Program, Seventh Coast Guard District (which is also provided 
as Appendix C to this objections and comments document).  
 
This USCG letter is significant in that it dismisses much of the Navigation Discipline report by stating:  
 

In Sections 2.6.2 and 6.0, the NDR addresses evaluation criteria and a criteria matrix for 
assessing the No-Build alternative and the Proposed Action's impact on identified navigation 
needs. While information on the impacts on navigation received from the applicant will be 
analyzed, the Coast Guard will make the ultimate determination as to whether or not the 
impacts on navigation are unreasonable. [emphasis added] 
 
The Coast Guard, in making a permit decision, must preserve the public right of navigation 
[emphasis added] while maintaining a reasonable balance between competing land and 
waterborne transportation needs. We do so by taking a balanced approach to total 
transportation systems, both land and water modes, in all bridge actions.  At this time, we are 
unable to fully assess the potential impacts and will require more information on the following 
issues prior to making a permit decision: 
 
1.   The impacts on navigation from the natural flow of these waterways, including currents and 
water velocity fluctuations, while vessels await openings at these drawbridges remain unknown; 
 
2.   The affected drawbridges set the most restrictive vertical clearance on these waterways, and 
a large percentage of vessels cannot transit the bridges in the closed position; 
 
3.   Any increase in the existing closure periods at the drawbridges spanning these waterways 
may not provide for the reasonable needs of navigation;  [emphasis added] 
 
4.   The methodology used in the NDR may be sufficient to assess the waterways’ trends and uses 
for purposes of making a navigation impact determination.   However, the Coast Guard is 
unfamiliar with the model and needs to evaluate the assumptions and data therein. [emphasis 
added] 
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Accordingly, additional study will be required to determine the reasonable needs of navigation 
on these three waterways in the vicinity of the drawbridges. To advance the NEP A process, we 
support including the NDR as an attachment to the DEIS as it informs the choice of alternatives 
for analysis. The DEIS should note that the Coast Guard still must make a determination as to the 
prospective impacts on navigation in the vicinity of the three drawbridges spanning the New 
River in Broward County, Loxahatchee River in Palm Beach County, and the St. Lucie River in 
Martin County and that the DEIS will be used to inform that Coast Guard determination. 
 
If the Coast Guard determines the proposed AAF operating schedule unreasonably impacts 
navigation on the New River, Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie rivers, it may be necessary for the 
Coast Guard to amend existing bridge regulations and require modifications to those bridge 
operations so that navigation is not unreasonably burdened.  [emphasis added] 

 
Comment: The analysis herein agrees with the USCG comments and recommendations contained in 
the above letter.  We also believe the Vessel Traffic Study and the impact on navigation is flawed in part 
as a result of the inaccuracy introduced in the model by not including the planned Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
Commuter Operations and all of the increase in Florida freight rail operations. The number of trains per 
day and the length and speed of the freight trains not accounted for result in far more numerous 
openings and closure times at the FEC New River Bridge. The impact on navigation at the New River, 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges is far greater than shown in the NDR prepared by AMEC 
which forms the basis for the impacts on navigation contained in the DEIS. 
 
The DEIS attributes a large portion of train traffic reduction to the “combined effect,” which seems to 
say in essence that freight train speed will increase, and will double up on bridge crossings (Navigation 
Discipline Report for the AAF Passenger Rail Project, AMEC,  July 2014, pg. 1.3)  The DEIS should provide 
proof of this phenomenon achieved in other locales, as we are skeptical this can be achieved. Given the 
number of extended bridge closures today, what assurance will be guaranteed this can be achieved.  
Our team’s assessment of this concept is that is very complex and depends on numerous factors;  the 
more factors involved, the more unlikely it is to achieve.    
 
2.2. Summary of Probable Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
 
Train lengths reported in presentations made by FECR are 7800 feet long and travel at speeds varying 
from 38 to 52 MPH. Several videos of FECR trains transiting one of the three movable bridges indicate 
the train consisted of two engines pulling 161 cars of intermodal freight. 161 intermodal cars having a 
length of 64 +/- feet per car would have an overall length of 10300 feet. Other videos found during 
research for this report also indicate FECR intermodal trains containing more than 200 cars which would 
have a length of 12,800 feet.  
 
Assuming a speed at the lower range of 38 MPH approx. 50 feet per second, is more likely to occur in 
the Ft. Lauderdale area with numerous grade crossings and the New River Bridge. Using the 7800 foot 
train length quoted by FECR the time required for the train to travel across the bridge is 7800 feet / 50 
FPS= 156 seconds which equals 2.6 minutes. Likewise the 12800 foot train passage is 12800 feet / 
50FPS= 256 seconds which equals 4.3 minutes. Slower speeds would increase the time required for a 
train to pass the bridge.  
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The most optimistic total time to close the bridge to navigation, allow the train to pass over the bridge 
and open the bridge to navigation can be estimated to be 5 minutes for the initial countdown, 1.5 
minutes to lower the bridge, 4 minutes for the train to pass over the bridge and 1.5 minutes to open the 
bridge for navigation to pass which totals 12 minutes per freight train passage. Thus the total delay 
time for 11 freight trains per day would be 132 minutes or 2.2 hours which can be rounded to 2.5 hours 
(considering the variables) where navigation is halted. 
 
Future Rail Operations   
Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations 
proposed by AAF and Commuter Rail Operations proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link; also the probability of 
increased freight traffic due in part to the improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami described by 
FECR in their presentation to the 16th annual Transportation and Infrastructure Summit need to be 
considered. The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater 
than presently handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is therefore a 
possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the 
container (intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and 
connections to other freight carriers.  Accordingly, this author anticipates that train movements to be 
accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) freight trains per day, plus the 32 planned 
passenger trains proposed by AAF and up to 60 trains per day proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link service. 
 
Summary of Possible Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
The total time required for freight operations would be 2.5 hours (present closure time) multiplied by 3 
equals 7.5 hours. 
 
The total time for passenger operations would be 8.5 minutes per train passage based on an 800 foot 
long passenger train operating at a speed of 20 MPH average due to the close proximity of the proposed 
train station to the bridge and the same 5 minute countdown and 1.5 minutes to close and open the 
bridge. The total time for passenger operations can be estimated at 8.5 minutes multiplied by 32 trains 
equals 272 minutes or 4.5 hours.  Future rail delays for the combined freight and passenger operations 
would therefore be estimated in the range of 12 hours per day during which navigation would be 
halted. The Tri Rail Coastal link service is proposed to cross the New River in Fort Lauderdale on a mid-
level movable bridge having a minimum vertical clearance of 21 feet above mean high water. Not all 
vessels will be able to navigate under the proposed Tri Rail bridge without an opening. The number of 
openings required by navigation to cross under the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Bridge will need to be factored 
in to the total number of openings. The combined effect of all of these rail operations must be included 
in the AAF DEIS to properly evaluate the impact on Navigation. In this regard the Draft DEIS is seriously 
flawed. 
 
This time delay is considered extremely conservative, given eye witness accounts of closures ranging 
between 17 to 20 minutes (under current conditions).  Absent closure records from FEC/AAF, EnviroCare 
Solutions International conducted video and web cam monitoring to accurately document closure times.    
 
Assuming freight traffic 3 times higher than AAF’s published forecast, The Table below presents a 
sensitivity analysis considering what likely scenarios result from real world conditions (i.e. train delays, 
switching delays, etc.).  Considering average passenger closure times ranging from 8.5 to 12.5 minutes, 
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and average freight closure times from 12 to 19 minutes, the duration of closure per day could be as 
high as 17 hours. 
 
Bridge closure time scenarios  

Train Type AAF train forecast Best case scenario A Likely scenario B Likely scenario C 
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Passenger  32 8.5 4.5 32 8.5 4.5 32 10.5 5.6 32 12.5 6.7 

Freight  11 12 2.2 33 12 7.5 33 17 9.4 33 19 10.5 

Total 
Hours 
Closed 

    7     12     15     17 

1. The number of trains in this table only considers FEC and AAF rail traffic. Tri-Rail Coastal Link Trains will 
operate over a separate mid-level movable bridge which requires a separate evaluation of estimated 
closure times for the number of trains/day proposed by Tri-Rail Coastal Link (60 trains per day in the Tri-
Rail Coastal Link EA) and an estimate of vessels taller than 21 feet requiring an opening to pass through 
this part of the channel. 

2. This report also recommends that AAF Passenger Rail service should run on the proposed Mid-Level 
Bridge along with Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter service.  

 
Even if the increase in freight traffic is not realized fully, the paramount question remains – what will be 
the impact of the Coastal Link project, which goal is to bring passenger rail to the FEC line?  For 
comparison, the Tri-Rail Coastal Link passenger rail now runs at 40-50 trains daily.      
 

2.2. Navigation conditions on the New River   

There are various conditions that make the New River perilous to navigate on good day.  Among the 

factors to consider are tide, winds and wind tunnel effect, density and size of other traffic, stormwater 

discharges, and the closure schedule (enforced by rule) of nearby bridges.     

 

A factor not discussed in the DEIS which further complicates navigability and analysis of average daily 

bridge closures is that the neighboring Andrews Avenue bridge by rule remains closed for three hours 

per day during daily rush hours, namely 0730-0900 hours and 1630-1800 hours.15  The bridge also need 

not open when the FEC rail bridge is down.   

 

Finally, the computer model and accompanying vessel traffic simulation (as it was demonstrated at 

FRA’s public forums in South Florida) is was unrealistic.  Licensed sea captains and casual boat operators 

alike with local knowledge of New River are aware the River’s real-world difficult if not treacherous 

conditions, not the least of which is wind tunnel effect and tidal current causing set and drift in close 

                                                           
15

 With certain exceptions, such as tugs with tow and public vessels of the U.S. 
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quarters.  Accordingly, a computer model which demonstrates vessel maneuverability similar to 

automobiles is unrealistic and not representative of the real river navigation conditions.   The DEIS 

should be corrected to more closely reflect real-world conditions.  

 

Whereas the New River which is 100 feet wide or more along its navigable length, the FEC bridge 

horizontal clearance is reported at 60 feet and thus presents the most narrow passage.  All but the 

smallest vessels must confine themselves to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the 

bridge. 

 

A huge variety of vessels transit the new river, ranging from super yachts to non-motorized kayaks or 

paddle boards;  law enforcement and heavy industrial/dredge work boats alike ply the waters.  The 

diversity of vessels presents its own set of navigational 

challenges.   

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending upon the 

amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north bank immediately 

downstream from the bridge.  Current has been measured in exceedance of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls 
That Cause Cross Currents 

data. 16  Since the New River is connected to a major 

regional drainage canal under the jurisdiction of the 

US Army Corps of Engineers and local sponsor South 

Florida Water Management District, additional 

velocity of current in the New River may be result 

from high stormwater discharge conditions- which in 

subtropic  South Florida happen frequently and in 

extreme storm events (hurricanes) will increase even 

further and in essence replace the low tide condition 

for extended periods.   

 

A recent concerted effort by the USCG, which is to be commended, is to investigate navigational 

conditions.  In addition to attending the recent USCG public information session in Ft. Lauderdale, this 

consulting team has coordinated nearly 200 responses to the navigational survey which were 

electronically sent to the USCG.  The responses are too lengthy to attach to this document, however 

none are supportive of the current navigational conditions on the New River.  Upon request we will be 

glad to share those comments, plus the more detailed results of vessel traffic and bridge closure studies 

which we conducted, with the FRA.    

 

Many experienced captains, and not so experienced boat operators, responded to the survey noting the 

challenging navigational conditions.  Here is an example (circa 1994) from a Captain who is also Chief 

Engineer [emphases added]:  

 

Esteemed [USCG] Commander: 

 I have navigated the New River in all manner of vessels over the past 40 years, often 

stymied by the FEC bridge. It is old, slow, and inefficient from my observation. The extremely 

low vertical clearance it affords restricts all but the smallest vessels that continually transit the 

crossing. Many of these vessels can clear the rest of the drawbridges without opening. My 

concern is that these "in-between" vessels will be trapped in the very close confines of the river 

on either side of the railroad, creating a congestion problem if openings are too short and/or 

infrequent. This would be particularly problematic for the inbound vessels on a following tide. 

Smaller vessels are typically piloted by less experienced operators that do not understand the 

maneuvering challenges of a super yacht in tight quarters. This is a recipe for increased damage 

                                                           
    16 SEE NOAA, Tides and Currents.  Available [online] June 19, 2014.  

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entranc

e&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-

0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd

=130&footnote= 

 

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
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and personal injury, not to mention frustration and inconvenience. A 50-50 open-close schedule 

would push the limits. A 10-minute opening every half hour would be worse. 

 I personally own a 32' sailboat and frequently serve as freelance chief engineer on large 

motor yachts. The current situation is an inconvenience most of us are prepared to tolerate. As 

navigation on the river becomes more difficult, the options for yard service and dockage outside 

of our area become more attractive and local economy suffers. I support All Aboard Florida as a 

private enterprise. The public benefit of this initiative is long overdue. It must, however find a 

way to coexist with our treasured public waterway and other private enterprises. 

 I would encourage some sort of compromise that would include a commitment from FEC 

to improve the crossing over time, allowing faster openings and increased vertical clearance. The 

best case for me would be a tunnel with an underground station at 2nd Street. This would 

alleviate traffic problems at the river and Broward Blvd. crossings for trains, vehicles and vessels. 

It would also provide a much more beneficial location for passengers access to downtown 

business and entertainment. Just have to find a way to pay for it. 

Regards, 

David Lenit, Chief Engineer and Florida Representative for Chem-Free TM Ozone Systems   

www.chem-freeozone.com 

 

The following account is from the same Captain who was delivering a boat to one of the service marinas 

for maintenance and repair (a common type of marine traffic), and indeed was trapped between the 

Andrews Avenue and FEC bridges.     

 

 I left … [a nearby home dock] … at 6:00 AM with the idea that I would get under the 

downtown bridges before they locked down for rush hour. It was a 53' sailboat towing an 

inflatable dinghy before a following tide. I was single-handing in less than ideal conditions 

because the boat [in need of repair] was taking on water with limited battery power to run the 

bilge pumps. It would have gone seamlessly if not for the repair crew on the FEC bridge. I 

became trapped between Andrews Avenue and the train bridge which was half-way closed, 

for an indefinite period of time. I had to back down against the tide and ultimately rafted off of 

a steel schooner tied up at the Las Olas Riverfront. I walked up to the bridge to talk to the repair 

crew and they said they had no idea how long the bridge would be closed. After waiting several 

hours, I heard the distinctive whistle of the Jungle "yes, as a matter of fact I do own this river" 

Queen. I took that as a cue to start my engine, single-up my lines, and sure enough, they opened 

the bridge for her. I tucked in close behind and shot through the bridge before they closed it 

again. 

 

 

http://www.chem-freeozone.com/
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2.3.   Bridge closure and marine vessel traffic studies     

 
This reviewing team conducted two detailed vessel traffic surveys over a total of 21 days through May 
and June 2014, and which includes bridge closure timing and observation.  The surveys included camera 
monitoring of vessels, so we are able to determine height and type of vessel; we have over 35,000 such 
images logging vessel traffic at the FEC bridge, and the CSX bridge.  Our study also includes transit time 
between the two rail bridges, since some vessels transit both.  We also reviewed past vessel studies for 
comparisons and methodologies.  While some summary results are provided below, additional data are 
available.  
 
Conclusions and recommendations are:  
 

a. There is a wide variance of FEC bridge closure times.   The DEIS claim must be proven to be 
reliable, and must be enforceable before we would accept it.  That is, that bridge closure time 
can be predictable, and closure time can be reduced through new efficiencies.   Violations of 
USCG rule occur today- these must be remedied in the future.   
 

b. Comparing the average figure used for DEIS modeling to this team’s 18 day study, DEIS vessel 
traffic figures at the FEC bridge are understated as much as 20 %.  In that study the split of 
vessels over and under 21 feet was 17/83 percent, respectively.    

 
c. Peak day vessel traffic is a measure which should weigh heavily in modeling, planning, and 

mitigation decisions.  An acceptable level of service approach should be considered to inform 
planning decisions, design and bridge operating schedule adopted by rule.  

 
d. The DEIS must be improved with better clarity of data, additional study including height, type 

and size of vessels, and comparison with newer traffic studies than those performed for the 
Navigation Discipline Report.  

 
e. The means of mitigating the FEC bridge obstruction must not be done at the expense of 

transferring the bottleneck problem to the CSX bridge. 
 
    

f. The USCG should validate all studies and approaches, which they called for in June 2014 
commenting letter.   

 
 
Bridge closure 
Our May 16-18, 2014 FEC bridge closure study concluded that with rail operations as they exist today, 
marine vessel traffic is delayed at the FEC bridge by approximately 9 to 72 minutes, which occurs 2 to 7 
times per day during daylight hours.  Closures of 72 minutes, while considered outliers of the data, are 
far in excess of the 19 minute average closure time reported in the DEIS, and clearly obstructive.  
 
For the same period with rail operations as they exist today, marine vessel traffic is delayed at the CSX 
bridge by approximately 5 to 13 minutes, which occurs 1 to 3 times per day during daylight hours.   
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All of the observed trains were freight trains.  The field observations confirm reports that bridge closures 
sometimes occur without trains crossing the bridge.  Referred to locally as “ghost trains,” at least six of 
the twenty closures at the two bridges recorded in the 3-day period occurred when no train was 
crossing the bridge, which is a violation of USCG rule.   The DEIS does not discuss the impact of closings 
due to trains occupying the block adjacent to the bridge which cause the bridge to lower to the closed 
position until the train moves out of the block signaling to the control center that the bridge can be 
opened. These closings may include freight train switching operations, red signals indicating the next 
block the train is moving to is occupied and in the case of the Ft. Lauderdale Station in the future that a 
train is at the station allowing passengers to embark and disembark. 
 

Numerous field reports from various sources are available which prove obstruction and economic 

business damage, with a notable recent one accounting for over 45 minutes on November 30, 2014, and 

approximately six hours on December 1, 2014:   

 

“Captain Dennis Corcoran of the Fort Lauderdale and Hollywood Water Taxi was on the water  
with passengers when the [FEC] bridge got stuck down twice in two days. The first time 
was Sunday night and then he could not believe it happened again on Monday afternoon. “On 
Sunday I was trying to get our fleet back to home base just west of the bridge. After 30 minutes 
of waiting and no trains we called the bridge attendant and I was told the bridge had a 
malfunction and they did not know how long it would be down. We had to tie our boats up East 
of the Bridge and walk back to our office.” 
  
“Monday afternoon the [FEC] bridge went down and a train passed over and then it was stuck 
down for at least six hours. This really messed up operations for us as well as many other 
commercial marine operations and recreational boaters. I found out from my manager that they 
called the bridge attendant and he was told the bridge was malfunctioning and they did not 
know when it would come back on line.“ 

 
Elsewhere in this document, it is pointed out that the DEIS is missing a credible calculation of business 
damage, and suggests a methodology for doing so.  
 
 
Vessel traffic  

In our May 16-18, 2014 FEC Bridge traffic study , observed vessel traffic transiting the bridge in the 3-day 

period totaled 1,080 vessels, or 360 vessels per day.  

This result is roughly equivalent to the weekend figure reported in the DEIS, however 67% higher than 

the DEIS average benchmark used for modeling, which is 215 vessels.     

 

  Daily count Avg./day 

16-May 168   

17-May 411   

18-May 501   

Total  1080 360 
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A second study performed over 18 days (May 23- June 9, 2014) was performed using cameras, then 

quality controlling the data by omitting duplicates, outliers, and rail bridge closure.  Vessels were 

measured for height using an interpretative photo program, and categorized as under or over 21 

feet.  Before editing, over 37,000 images were collected for observations at the FEC and CSX bridges 

combined. 

 
Presented in a summary table below, an average of 268 vessels over the study period resulted, with 83% 
under 21 feet (to trigger a bridge opening), and 17 % over 21 feet height above water line.  An estimate 
of 1% of vessels consisted of paddle boards or small dinghies, so totals should be reduced by this 
amount.    Compared to the DEIS average vessel figure of 215, this study finds average volumes 
approximately 20 % higher.  
  

Vessels of All Types Transiting the FEC Bridge, 
May 23 – June 9, 2014 ( 0500-2400 hours) 

FEC Total under 21 over 21 

 23-May 87 55 32 * 

24 654 579 75 Sat 

25 848 763 85 Sun 

26 637 573 64 Holiday 

27 193 127 66 

 28 165 117 48 

 29 148 90 58 

 30 152 116 36 

 31 257 225 32 Sat 

1-Jun 342 316 26 Sun 

2 59 47 11 * 

3 117 33 84 

 4 105 71 34 

 5 165 129 36 

 6 213 176 37 

 7 323 282 41 Sat 

8 213 195 18 Sun 

9 139 107 32 

 Average 268 222 45   

% of Total 

 

83 17 

 *   Not full day of observation due to camera installation or malfunction.  
 

2.3.1. Monthly traffic transitioning New River bridges  

 

From Broward County bridge tender data, patterns of larger vessel traffic can be discerned, however 

these data do not reflect total number of vessels transiting the road bridges.  The data represent the 

monthly number of vessels transiting the New River which are large enough (with air draft in excess of 
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approximately 18 ½ feet) to warrant bridge openings.  Thus, the totals below do not include total 

number of vessels using the waterway.    

 

The variance of vessel traffic during high season (i.e. tourist season/ non-hurricane season from 

November to May) versus low season (hurricane season June to October) was examined.  Based on 

three years of data from Broward County bridge operations in the downtown only (with some 

extrapolations for missing monthly data), the average:  

 High season number of vessels is 1,272 and bridge openings is 925 (monthly)  

 Low season number of vessels is 979 and bridge openings is 781 (monthly ) 

 

Thus, about 30 %more vessel traffic is experienced in the height of season, with about 18 %more bridge 

openings.  The data used to reach these observations are presented below, with original data sources 

further explained in the bibliography.  

  

Variance of New River Vessel Traffic, High and Low Season  

(V= Number of vessels transiting the bridge when open, and which requested an opening; 

   O= Opening of bridge)  

  2012 2013 2014 High (N-M) Low (J-O) 

  V O V O V O V O V O 

Jan na na 1172 893 1133 871 

  

    

Feb na na 1220 877 1327 955 

  

    

Mar na na 1239 909 1393 1024 

  

    

Apr na na 1215 1000 1344 975 

  

    

May na na 1277 950 1192 893 

  

    

Ju na na 973 789     

  

    

Jul 860 723 970 790     

  

    

Aug na na 896 752     

  

    

Sept na na 752 629     

  

    

Oct 1257 894 1147 891     

  

    

Nov 1113 846 1271 920 

    

    

Dec  1160 918 1197 921 

    

    

Average of H & L 

season months 

      

1232 925 979 781 

  

         

  

NOTES:  1. Based on average of vessel traffic and openings for 3 downtown bridges, namely Andrews Ave., 

SE 3rd Ave., and SW 4/7 Ave.;  Source- Broward County.   

2. Some May 2014 data are extrapolated due to missing daily logs.    
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Comparing the traffic study data in section 2.3 above with the Broward County high season data and 

converting to days, our vessel study data is validated.  In other words, 42 vessels per day is roughly 

equivalent to 45 vessels per day requiring a bridge opening.   All vessel survey data in the DEIS, and 

other traffic studies, should be considered in light of the high and low season trends.   

 

2.3.2.   Transit time between the FEC and CSX bridges   

 

In consideration of a schedule for bridge operating rules, a cursory analysis of the transit time from the 

FEC to the CSX bridge is presented.  The distance between the two bridges is approximately 2.62 statute 

miles.17  A sampling of seven different size vessels which transited the 2 bridges was selected from the 

vessel traffic on May 18, 2014 as shown in the table below.   

 

Transit Time Between FEC and CSX Bridges (Summary data)  

Type of Boat  Size (Length in feet)  Time elapsed 

between bridges 

(minutes)  

River Boat 18 29 

Pontoon 20 114 

Motor Yacht 30 120 

Sport Fish 36 83 

Motor Yacht 42 29 

Motor Yacht 70 23 

Commercial 

River Boat 

150 31 

SOURCE:  ESI vessel study, May 2014.  

 

A simple average of the time data collected from all trips yields an average transit time of 50 minutes, 

however omitting the outlier data (highs and lows) and then averaging, the more realistic estimate of 

travel time is 29 minutes.18  Explanations for the wide variation in transit time are speculative, however 

may include boaters who stop for dinner, visitation, or other business along the way.  Calculated speed 

over this distance means an average of 4.7 knots between the bridges (speed over ground), and which 

takes into account other vessel traffic, tidal current, wind, etc.   

 

                                                           
17 As measured through Bing mapping tool.  
18 All time data considered is not presented in Table ? 
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The US Coast Guard may find this initial study of transit time helpful in examining the need for operating 

schedules of the various bridges along the New River, and including the railroad bridges.  The data 

collected for this study can be further analyzed to determine the typical number of vessels which travel 

the entire length of the New River, however that detailed analysis was not performed for this more 

limited scope.   

2.4.  Emphasis on peak demand, Level of Service analysis   

  

While there is some DEIS discussion of traffic variance and weekend/holiday peaks, (for example, page 

5-25 to 5-26 which states 

“For the New River Bridge, arrivals ranged from 37 to 508 vessels during the 2014 Video Survey 

and arrivals were higher than 215 vessels 36 percent of the time. On peak days, navigation 

impacts may be substantially greater than what is depicted in Table 5.1.3‐8.”  

the vessel traffic mitigation modeling and assumptions in the DEIS are based largely on average vessel 

traffic.  From the vessel traffic studies conducted by the authors of this response, even higher variances 

of traffic are observed for peak days, with some over 800 or 900 vessels per day.  A recent vessel traffic 

study conducted by the Marine Industries Association of South Florida reports this number exceeded 

1000.    

 

While the DEIS’s conclusion is that minimal navigational impact will result from the project, it 

contradicts that conclusion on page 5-26, by stating that “on peak days, the navigation impacts may be 

substantially greater than what is depicted in Table 5.1.3-8.”  This review Team contends that the peak 

traffic matters more than averages, for two main reasons:  

 

a.  Ft. Lauderdale thrives on a tourist-based economy, hinging in part on its marine activities and 

mystique which includes special events.  Special events rely on accommodating peak demand; 

The Winterfest Boat Parade is one prominent example.  

 

b. If road planning were based just on averages, our road systems would fail miserably.  

 

Level of service (LOS) may be defined as a qualitative measure used to relate the quality of traffic 

service. LOS is used to analyze highways by categorizing traffic flow and assigning quality levels of traffic 

based on performance measure like speed, density, etc. and at peak demand times.   

 

However, in the case of the New River the channel is relatively narrow and depending on the size of the 

vessel may not accommodate vessel traffic in two directions at choke points in the channel. It is 

probably best to describe the channel as a “narrow highly trafficked waterway, which must 

accommodate a wide range of vessels ranging in size from canoes and kayaks to 200 foot long mega 

yachts being towed by a tug with a tug in the rear to help guide the vessel”.  The predictability of vessel 



30 | P a g e    D E I S  R e s p o n s e  D e c e m b e r  3 ,  2 0 1 4  
 

traffic at any given time or period of day as in highway analysis is not possible in such a case as we have 

with the New River. 

While these tools may not be directly applicable to a waterway such as the New River, the US Army 

Corps of Engineers19 is applying Level of Service to Inland Marine Transportation Systems; it may be 

advisable for the United States Coast Guard to do so as well, unless they already have considered such 

approach.  

 

2.5. Economic impact is not minor, therefore obstructive 

 

This analysis rejects the notion that “minor economic impact” will result from the proposed AAF project, 

a claim that is based largely on the expectation that “Combined Effect” will reduce bridge closure times.  

 

From p. 6-9 of the AMEC Navigation Discipline Study,  

The increase in average vessel wait times results in minor economic impact  [emphasis added] under 

the Combined Effect (Table 6.4-2), which is estimated at $161 per day (a decrease in loss of $212 per day 

when compared to the No-Build Alternative versus Existing Conditions). This is the cost of the total 

vessel delay per day on the marine industry under the Combined Effect, and creates a minimal impact as 

there is a less than 0.1% increase in the percent cost of waiting compared to the marine industry value 

at the New River, when compared to the No-Build Alternative.  

 

First, this analysis dismisses the conclusion that “minor economic impact” will result, in part since the 

quantification is vastly understated. While the valuation of fuel and other operating expenses is part of 

a valid approach, it is unclear how the DEIS assigns such nominal value, and unacceptable that it 

disregards such additional losses as real estate value, and marina business deterred by the 

inconvenience of the bridge delay.  

 

Second, it is unclear how this figure reconciles (or is contradictory to) with the DEIS claim on pp. 5-29 to 

5-30, which in the following excerpt presents an economic impact figure about twice as high.  

 

New River 

The anticipated increase in average vessel wait times associated with additional bridge closures and 

unimproved infrastructure would result in an increase in vessel queues of 18 vessels per day. These 

increased vessel wait times were considered when evaluating economic impacts to commercial 

 

                                                           
19See August 13, 2014 publication by Jeff McKee, Chief, Navigation Branch Operations and Regulatory 

Division USACE available [online]  

http://www.iwr.usace.army.mil/Portals/70/docs/IWUB/board_meetings/meeting69/IWUB_meeting_69

_Level_of_service_update_jeff_mckee_081313.pdf 
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developments along the New River. The increase in average vessel wait times for commercial and 

recreational vessels is estimated to result in an economic impact under the No‐Action Alternative (Table 

5.1.3‐11) of $373.00 per day  [emphasis added]  or $136,145 annually. This value is the difference 

between the estimated economic impacts from the No‐Action Alternative compared to the impact of 

Existing Conditions. This represents less than a 0.1 percent increase in the total cost of vessel delays per 

day on the marine industry under the No‐Action Alternative (AMEC 2014a). 

 

In either case, the daily figure for economic impact is considered vastly understated, and not inclusive of 

all relevant impact considerations.   

 

To illustrate just one portion of why the quantification is understated, below is a testimonial from Dave 

Lenit, a Chief Engineer of Happy Diesel Inc. (MCA Certified-Cayman and Marshall Islands; 500 Ton, Y3 

Rating).   

 

Assuming just one mega yacht with minimal crew of Captain, Engineer, 1st Mate, and Deckhand, and 

which holds position in 2 knots of current in the New River, awaiting a bridge closing (avg. 19 minutes), 

an approximate minimum of $56.08 of expense would be incurred (not including such valid costs as 

insurance, wear and tear, or other overhead).  If the yacht is in tow with 2 tugs, this estimate will 

increase.   

This estimate is calculated as follows:   

 

Estimated minimum operating cost for mega-yacht per hour   

 Salaries per day ($) Gallons used  Total  

Captain  500   

Engineer  350    

1
st

 Mate  250    

Deck Hand  150    

Subtotal $1250/day   

Generator fuel use/hr. x 2 generators  10 gal. /hour  

Engine fuel use/hr. x 2 engines    15 gal./hour  

Subtotal   25 gal./hour  

Cost per gallon  $5   

Cost per hour $52.08 $125  $177.08 

 

(177.08 per hour)  X  [(19 minutes/60)=0.31] = $56.08 

 

Therefore, if just three yachts are detained by bridge closure in one day for 19 minutes each, the 

unrealistic DEIS estimate of total loss ($161) is exceeded.  With hundreds of boats transiting the bridge 

each day, this cost will be amplified.   This demonstration is unrelated to other analysis of other 

economic impact, such as lost business, real estate devaluation, etc.     
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2.6. Example of missed economic opportunity because of obstruction  

The DEIS fails to accurately estimate economic activity that is deterred by the FEC bridge that often 

closes the waterway.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. Lauderdale” 

operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year. His water taxis serve the area 

east of the bridge, but not the other numerous attractions west of the FEC bridge (for example, the 

numerous civic buildings, performing arts theatre , science museum and historic district that are a short 

distance west of the bridge. This is because unscheduled, often extended, rail bridge closings would 

frequently cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. The size of the Water Taxi fleet is 12 to 21 

feet in overhead clearance so they can clear all but the FEC bridge (except for high tide).  20   

 

“There are numerous potential water taxi stops upriver of the FEC bridge which would be profitable and 

would benefit the travelling public.  However, we can’t service them due to the unpredictable and long 

closures of the FEC rail bridge, so won’t risk customer complaints,” said William Walker, Owner and 

Principal of Water Taxi of Fort Lauderdale, LLC.  “This is a missed opportunity to improve public 

transportation, and a missed business opportunity.”  

 

2.7. Future and cumulative forecasts not considered for resulting obstruction  

 

Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations; 

also the probability of increased freight traffic due in part to the planned improvements at Port 

Everglades and Port Miami need to be considered.  These have been extensively described by FECR 

(including in their presentation to the 16th annual Transportation and Infrastructure Summit) and by the 

Florida Department of Transportation, the Florida Seaports Council, and the Metropolitan Planning 

Organizations of the three South Florida Counties, among others.    

 

The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater than presently 

handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is therefore a possibility for rail freight 

operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the container (intermodal) traffic 

northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and connections to other freight 

carriers. The train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) freight trains 

per day and the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF. 

 

                                                           
20

 Water taxi vessels range in size as follows:   

Length   26 to 65 feet 

Beam  9 to 20 feet 

Overhead Clearance (air draft) 12 to 21 feet 
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In addition to the FEC and AAF planned train movements Tri-Rail Coastal Link is proposing up to 60 trains 

per day on the FEC Corridor originating from the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Red Line Corridor crossing on the 

Pompano Connector to the FEC Corridor. These estimates contradict the estimated 20 freight trips per 

day listed in the DEIS. This dramatic increase in freight, passenger and commuter Rail operations 

requires consideration of separation of freight and passenger operations to improve the service on the 

existing corridor and lessen the impact on navigation at the New River and the other movable bridges at 

St. Lucie and Loxahatchee Rivers. 

 

Future Freight 

AAF’s proposal hinges on what the Team considers a faulty assumption- that there will be no additional 

bridge closure delays due to volume of train traffic, freight and passenger combined.  As stated in 2012 

AAF, Environmental Assessment:    

 

“At the highest utilization rate of the ROW, which occurred in 2006, there were 23 through-

freight trains per day over this FEC corridor running daily on the existing track (i.e., those trains 

running through one or more terminals before reaching a final destination, as opposed to local 

freight trains serving customers along the line).  By contrast, and as discussed herein, the 

operations proposed for the Project – even when combined with existing and future freight 

operations – will be more limited.  This is true because more efficient freight operations with 

faster, longer trains, have resulted in a reduced usage, with only 10 daily through-freight trains 

in operation today.” 

 

The Project Team considers this vastly understated, with our engineering assessment arriving at an 

estimate three times the AAF claim.  This is supported by extensive evidence presented below.   

 

First, Florida is actively marketing for more national and international seaport/cargo business, with 13 

international Enterprise Florida Offices abroad including the cargo-rich Pacific Rim (Shanghai, Hong 

Kong, Taiwan, and Tokyo),21  private and public investments in Florida Seaports, intermodal logistics 

centers, and inland ports;  all portend more freight traffic.  Some question whether one of the main 

drivers of extra freight, which is the completion of the Panama Canal extension, will be delivered on 

time.  A recent conference presentation by a Canal representative, and (coincidentally) moderated by 

Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) President and Chief Executive Officer Jim Hertwig, downplayed the 

recent work stoppage and reassured the audience that the massive public works project is on target for 

end of 2015 completion.22  Of course increased shipping through the Panama Canal will mean little to 

Florida if the freight can’t be captured and distributed through the Port of Miami.  “The port [of Miami]'s 

                                                           
21

 See also article available [online] http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-

development.html , March 31, 2014.  
22

  Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-

completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014.  

http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html
http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
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access to rail and intermodal connections will be key to making it an attractive port for shippers,” said 

Bill Johnson, Director of the Port of Miami. 23  

 

Next, consider the overview of testimony of FEC President and CEO James Hertwig at the 16th Annual 

Transportation & Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas (August 7, 2013) which 

underscores freight opportunities, and public and private investment at the Port of Miami and Port 

Everglades: 

 

FEC Overview 

 

• 351 miles of mainline track 

−   Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 

−   Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network 

• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight 

−   Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and 

challenging trucking environment 

• Attractive freight mix 

−   Intermodal containers and trailers  

−   Carload 

• Crushed rock (aggregate) 

• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products 

• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville 

 

Key Florida Attributes 

 

• Large Consumer Market 

–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 

–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 

–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 

• Strategic Location 

–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with 

Latin  America 

–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 

–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 

 

                                                           
23

 Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-

completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014. 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
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• Large Consumer Market 

–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 

–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 

–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 

• Strategic Location 

–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with 

Latin America 

–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 

–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 

 

The Asian Market Opportunity 

 

• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage 

−   Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels 

−   Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster  all-

water times to the East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% 

more cost efficient) 

• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth 

• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in 

infrastructure  improvements, which combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will 

make it a gateway for  import/export activity 

−   On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track  

access to North Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 

2013) 

−   The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the  

Port (Completion: May 2014) 

−   50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion 

project 

 

Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami 

 

• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port 

customers 

– Only railroad with direct access to the Port 

– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline 

• Total project cost $45-50 million 

– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M) 

– Florida DOT (up to $9M) 

– Miami Dade County (up to $5M) 
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– FEC (up to $9M) 

• Q2 2013 Update 

– Rail line lead to Port has been completed 

– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun 

– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun 

•   Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013 

 

Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades 

 

• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of 

construction on a 42 acre Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 

• Total Cost: $73M 

– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M 

– Broward County ~ $20M 

– State Grants ~ $18M 

• Q2 2013 Update 

– Lease agreement with Broward County executed 

– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company 

– Received State Loan funding in Q3 

• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014 

 

It is therefore clearly evident that FECR and FECI fully expect to provide increased freight rail 

operations in the near future. The AAF proposal for Passenger Rail Service is only one component of the 

total rail traffic that needs to be analyzed in considering all of the impacts which will have an effect on 

marine traffic transiting the FECR corridor and the marine community in general i.e., yachting service 

industry, real estate interests, marinas and repair facilities, which are located west of the FECR corridor. 

 

The FRA, USCG and other permitting agencies must also not neglect analysis and engagement with 

CSX railway.  Recalling that CSX is approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida, this is another 

huge factor driving future rail planning in South Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected 

seaport dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement throughout the State and to seaports 

outside of South Florida.  If there is any doubt about its future business interest moving freight, one 

example is its April announcement of the opening of the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center in 

Winter Haven, FL.  Owned by Evansville Western Railway, the 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX 

Intermodal Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. Containerized freight previously handled at 

CSX's Orlando terminal will be shifted to the Winter Haven facility, while the Taft yard in Orlando will 
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continue to serve other CSX needs.  [It will] … serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and 

distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and South Florida.” 24 

 

Additional specific DEIS comments on this topic follow:  

 

(DEIS, Page 3-26) 3.3.2 No-Action Alternative and (DEIS, Page 3-37)  Bridge and Structures and Table 3.3-

5  Proposed Bridges, N-S Corridor 

Comment: The existing and future freight train operations of the no-action alternative are incorrect; 

they do not include the increase in freight traffic planned for by FEC due to the Post Panamax 

expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port Miami and Port Everglades to 

accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 

 

(DEIS, Page 3-34) 3.4 Operations 

Comment:  The operations described in the DEIS do not accurately reflect the total projected increase 

in freight traffic throughout Florida due in part to increased activity at Port Everglades and Port Miami 

following the Panama Canal Expansion. FEC has on numerous occasions discussed the increased traffic 

on FEC with Florida Legislators, senior Florida agency staff, and Industry leaders. FEC has made 

substantial improvements to their rail facilities at the Ports due to this proposed Panama Canal 

generated shipping, and the State of Florida has made substantial investments in seaports, Strategic 

Intermodal System planning, and the Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan.    It is a major omission to 

exclude from the DEIS this projected rail traffic increase. Shared use of the corridor by Tri-Rail Coastal 

Link also needs to be considered and evaluated with regard to train speeds. 

 

2.8.  Future Freight Growth Beyond Year 2016 of 3% is Likely Understated.  

 

Per the DEIS and other authorities, the Panama Canal re-opening is expected in 2016, and freight 

train traffic  will grow from 14 trains today to 20 trains by 2016;  thus the Navigation Discipline 

Report anticipates traffic growth at 12.6% per year through 2016.   

 

However, in the years following 2016, the DEIS reports that freight train growth will then fall to 

just 3%.  Following the opening of the Panama Canal, it appears unlikely and is unsubstantiated 

                                                           
24 Available [online] at http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979, 

April 03, 2014.     

 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979
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that growth in freight train activity would fall precipitously in the years immediately afterward. 25 

Sharply lower freight growth rates are especially unlikely when considering the billions of dollars 

in port, intermodal and rail facility improvements which are currently underway at the Ports of 

Miami and Everglades in preparation of the post 2016 expanded Panama Canal opportunities.  FEC 

alone is making tens of millions of dollars of investments to capture container freight cargo and 

increase rail capacity utilization which became available when aggregates and building materials 

freight declined during the recession. 

 

We respectfully request that the DEIS provide more thorough and consistent explanation of the 

assumptions about future freight train growth through the foreseeable planning period defined in 

prior project documents, meaning the year 2032.   

 

  

                                                           
25

 See various State of Florida freight planning documents, and “Florida East Coast Rail Line To Haul 5% of Truck 
Cargo From Port of Miami, June 2, 2011,” available [online] 
http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/110602/story2.shtml , November 30, 2014.  

http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/110602/story2.shtml
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Section 3.   Economic impact analysis flaws   

 

In addition to economic analysis flaws highlighted above, this section presents other economic 

arguments which are deficient in the DEIS.   

 

In particular the findings of economic damages in the DEIS Navigation Discipline Report of July 2014 are 

invalid due to omissions of forecast freight frequency, number and duration of bridge closings, 

cumulative impacts over time and resulting obstruction of navigable waters.  

 

The accompanying Campisi report confirms the likelihood of longer bridge closure times.  Future 

bridge closure at the New River Bridge can be expected to reach 40 minutes closed per hour or 

greater.  High frequency and long duration bridge closures coupled with tidal restrictions required 

for mega yacht movements result in highly impaired navigational conditions for the commercial 

marine industry, along the New River.  Mega yacht servicing and repair makes up the majority of 

the estimated $2.9B commercial marine industry economic activity on the New River.  Given the 

failure of the Navigation Discipline Report to model reasonably foreseeable future scenarios, 

specifically the failure to consider cumulative impacts beyond year 2016; we conclude the 

economic impacts of cumulative rail effects on the marine industry of the New River are flawed, 

invalid and sharply understated.   

 

3.1. Value of County marine industry contradictory and understated; New River portion at 1/3 

understated; “Minor anticipated impact” rejected   

 

The DEIS, in the Navigational Survey Discipline Report, p. 3-14, values the Broward County marine 

industry at $5.2 B, assuming with the New River portion at 32.7% or $1.7 B/year.  This vastly 

understates the economic value according to a more recent report by the Marine Industry 

Association of South Florida (Thomas Murray for MIASF) which estimates the economic impact of 

the Broward County marine industries at $8.8B/year, with over 100,000 jobs. 26   

 

The DEIS contradicts itself on page 4-24 by citing a 2005 figure which agrees with the very recent 

MIASF 2014 study above, as stated here:  

 

“According to a Broward County vessel traffic study (Mote Marine Laboratory 2005), recreational 
boating represents an estimated $8.8 billion segment of the local economy. In addition to private 
recreational boats, the New River is also used by commercial sightseeing vessels.” 
 

                                                           
26 Sections here and immediately following paraphrased from Mr. Dana Goward, Proprietor at Maritime 

Governance, LLC, who is a USCG retiree.   



40 | P a g e    D E I S  R e s p o n s e  D e c e m b e r  3 ,  2 0 1 4  
 

Regarding the 32.7% portion assumption, we do not agree with the DEIS assertion that the marine 

industry, as most any industry cluster, can be geographically “compartmentalized” to a sector of 

the County.  As a cluster it has evolved over time to take advantage of complementary businesses 

all over the County, if not region.  However for argument’s sake if we use the DEIS assertion of 1/3 

of the industry’s economic impact corresponds to the geography west of the FEC bridge, then the 

total impact is still significantly higher (70%), or $2.9B compared to $1.7B.  

 

In part these economic impact estimates captures the MIASF’s 2006 report, which found over 

1,500 mega-yachts (80’+) (many international) are served by this marine commercial hub, and that 

average expenditure was $169,000 per vessel for servicing.  This was a marked increase from 

several years earlier and, since the economic recovery, has most certainly risen.  Further, the 

South Florida Regional Planning Council, in its Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy, 

2012-17, finds the economic impact of each mega-yacht is higher - estimating that “… each 

[megayacht] visit generates an estimated $400,000 economic impact through boatyard and 

marina expenditures.”  Presumably the SFRPC plan includes all direct, indirect, and induced 

economic impact.   

 

The value of the New River Marine Industry as defined in the FRA-DEIS is based on the number of 

commercial wet slips on the River as a percentage of all commercial wet slips in Broward County 

(see Table 2.2-3 below from the Navigation Discipline Report, page 2-5, July 2014.  

 

 

 Table 2.2-3 Percent Representation of each River Relative to the County in which it is Located  

  

Number of Wetslips at Marinas, Dockuminiums, 

Private Clubs and Hotels and Restaurants 

River  County 

On the 

River 

In the 

County 

River 

Percent 

New Broward            818         2,500  32.7% 

Loxahatchee 
Palm Beach            534         2,300  23.2% 

Martin                0            900  0.0% 

St. Lucie 
Martin            746             900  82.9% 

St. Lucie            222         1,450  15.3% 

 

 

There are multiple ways to measure the “value” of the marine industry.  These could be based on 

marina value or marina sales.  The measure chosen in the Navigation Discipline Report is not value 

based. It is numerically based according to slip count, without taking into account any economic 

value or economic measure. 
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The measure of the marine industry excludes residential wet slips and recreational activity as a 

component of the marine industry.  Conversely however, the complete Marine Industry is defined 

as including recreational boating by AMEC on page 3-11 of the Navigation Discipline Report.  The 

methodology used to define the value of the Marine Industry along the New River is highly flawed.  

The methodology a) is not value based and b) fails to include residential slips as part of industry 

value.  Thus 77% of all boat traffic on the New River (the recreation portion), as described in the 

Navigation Discipline Report Table 3.3-4., is excluded and no valuation is assigned to the 

recreational portion of the marine industry. 

 

(Navigation Discipline Report, July 2014, page 3-11) While secondary to marinas and other public 

marine facilities, an inventory of the docks and slips at waterfront housing developments is 

important to provide an overall picture of the complete marine industry and recreational use of 

the New River. 

 

The New River Marine Industry valuation methodology used by AMEC for the DEIS is inconsistent 

with AMEC’s own method of calculating economic damages.  Calculation of the economic damage 

due to bridge closure wait times does include recreational boat trips. In contradiction, recreational 

boating value is not included in the marine industry value.  As a result, economic damages which 

may occur beyond to cost of wait time delay, such as market share loss for business and property 

value loss for residential and business would be understated. 

 

(Navigation Discipline Report, July 2014, page 6-10) Commercial destinations on the New River are 

primarily boat/yacht repair and support facilities.  These facilities are anticipated to incur minor 

impacts to their business as a result of the moderate impacts of the Combined Effect on vessel 

wait times and queue lengths. 

 

The assertion that “minor impacts” to marine business is flatly rejected by this team’s analysis.  

The Navigation Discipline Report in estimating economic damage assumes that no market share of 

business activity will be lost as a result of the proposed action, only incurring the cost of additional 

time delay.  This is incorrect. The evaluation of the proposed action failed to include reasonably 

foreseeable future rail actions. By this omission alone, the economic damage is vastly understated 

by failure to include market share loss and economic loss in recreational segments of the marine 

industry.  

 

3.2. Omission of Property Value Impacts 

 

Surprisingly, the Navigation Discipline Report, under Direct Economic Benefits, page 2-2 states:   
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 ”These analyses do not include the impact of the marine industry on property values; accordingly, 

property value impacts will not be discussed in this report.”  The omission of property value must 

be remedied in future revisions of the EIS.    

 

Using a conservative figure (tax appraised value), there is nearly $900 million in existing New River 

waterfront residential property value located west of the New River FEC Bridge with direct 

waterway access.  There are approximately 2,900 parcels, with 3,705 residential units comprising 

this sizable value, in addition to the marine commercial and industrial properties upriver of the 

FEC bridge, and totaling approximately 1,600 acres.  

 

This impacted area does not include those who would bear secondary impacts from the railroad 

(public boat ramp users, residents and emergency vehicles delayed by at-grade rail crossing 

delays, etc.).  Taxable value is decidedly less than comparable sales (or actual market) value.   

 

Such residential and marine/industrial properties are identified in the Figure below in green and red, 

respectively.  Only the primary impacted properties are highlighted.   

 

 

 



 

Impacted Waterfront Properties Upriver from the FECR New River Bridge  

SOURCE:  Fishkind and Associates, March 2014.  Not to scale. 

      



 

 

The River traffic survey indicates 77 %of boat traffic at the New River rail bridge is recreational. The effect of 

severe limitations on deepwater access due to foreseeable future actions resulting in sharply increased bridge 

closure times will negatively impact these property values.   

 

The cost of marine industry impacts due to sharply increased bridge closure times such that navigation and access 

is significantly and substantially restricted will result in time delay costs as well as property value losses and 

business value/market share losses.    

 

3.3. Recommended methodology for future estimate of negative economic impact 

 

The DEIS should be revised to include analyses of property value loss, and lost business due to obstruction due to 

time delay of marine traffic.   A recommended methodology, which should be coordinated with the US Coast 

Guard and their further review of navigation conditions including the Navigation Discipline Report included with 

the DEIS, is as follows:     

 

a.   Property value loss can be measured using the value of waterfront properties with deepwater access 

and comparing the value of like properties between upstream and downstream locations.  Upstream 

locations with longer deepwater access times are hypothesized to be valued less than like properties with 

shorter deepwater access times.  Increased bridge closure times increases the deepwater access time 

causing property valuations (residential, commercial and industrial) to fall to values similar to properties 

further upstream.   

 

b. The same is true for commercial business valuations when affected by market share loss due to 

increased time delay.  This type of analysis or any other analysis of the resulting decrease in property 

values for thousands of homes and businesses has been specifically omitted from the navigation Discipline 

Report and the Draft EIS.  This is because of the failure to model reasonably foreseeable actions beyond 

year 1 of the proposed action in year 2016. Further, this results in a failure to acknowledge the real estate 

economics and consequences put in play due to the impact of extended delay due to lengthy bridge 

closure on property value and business market share.   

 

At present there are two proposals to construct large scale mega yacht servicing facilities at Watson Island and 

Port of Miami.  Should navigational conditions prove too onerous on the New River, the South Florida market will 

respond with development of new mega yacht service centers and commercial facilities elsewhere including 

outside of Broward County.  Put simply, there is a real threat to the New River marine industries and real estate 

values from extended bridge closures. 27 

 

The navigational analysis portion of the DEIS should be revised to analyze potential business value loss, plus 

potential property value loss caused by obstructive FEC bridge closures. The negative impacts to only a segment of 

the Broward County commercial marine industry (which if the AMEC estimate of one-third of the County’s 

industry were true may be estimated conservatively at $2.9 billion), plus nearly $1 billion in residential and 

                                                           
27

 Miami Today, Port of Miami Plans Megayacht Marina, November 22, 2014.  See 
http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/111208/story1.shtml 
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commercial/industrial property values, and the indeterminate value of recreational waterway usage are 

inadequately and erroneously presented.    

 

The actual property value, capital losses and business market share/sales loss from un-modeled conditions may be 

unacceptably high.28  This consideration should be taken into account by the US Coast Guard as it undertakes a 

Truman-Hobbs/ obstructive bridge evaluation.  

 

3.4. Ridership and revenue summary study does not demonstrate profitable operation 

 

The economic analysis does not include a demonstration that the service can be operated profitably.  It merely 

states travel times from Miami to Orlando must be approximately 3 hours to gain necessary ridership to attain 

profitable operational status.  A revenue/expense analysis is not provided which demonstrates profitable 

operation is feasible. Only a ridership study is provided to demonstrate ridership potential. No analysis of revenue 

or profitability is included.   

 

Louis Berger Group Ridership and Revenue Summary, September 2013, page 3: 

Ridership and revenue forecast for each of the cases noted above are summarized in Table 1 below for 2019, the 

first year after stabilized ridership is expected to be achieved.   

 

However, no revenue summary is provided in Table 1 of the LBG Ridership and Revenue Summary report.  As well, 

no findings regarding the ability to operate profitability are included in the Draft EIS.  While the project need and 

forecast ridership may be demonstrated, the underlying premise of financial feasibility remains in question. 

 

 

 

  

                                                           
28

 Present property devaluation argument (which AAF expressly omitted); directly impacted/devalued properties (more than 3,700 

residential, marine commercial & industrial parcels on nearly 3,900 acres with taxable value exceeding $1 billion).   
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Section 4.  Contradiction of public plans, policies and investments   

4.1. Tri-Rail Coastal Link Planning  

 

The argument is presented in numerous portions of this document that the public planning well underway by the Tri-Rail 

Coastal Link project is dismissed by omission in the DEIS.   This project is led by the South Florida Regional 

Transportation Authority (SFRTA), its steering committee, and coordinated with/supported by several public bodies such 

as the Florida Department of Transportation, Metropolitan Planning Organizations, and the Southeast Florida 

Transportation Council, 29 The result contributes to the objection that DEIS does not adequately consider cumulative 

effects of all foreseeable future projects, thus omitting important rail traffic forecasts.  The DEIS is therefore 

contradictory of these public plans, policies and investments.   

 

With some newer estimates up to $850 million, “… SFRTA plans to spend $600 million to $800 million on infrastructure 

investments, including triple-tracking some sections, building 17 to 20 additional stations, and constructing a new 

bridge in downtown Fort Lauderdale so the more frequent rail traffic doesn't affect the city's active marine industry, 

[emphasis added] says SFRTA Director of Planning and Capital Development Bill Cross.” 30, 31 

 

The detailed development of such capital improvements is being coordinated by RS&H Engineering (see 

www.rsandh.com) for FDOT.  Ms. Amie Goddeau, of the Broward County (District 4 FDOT) is the Project Manager.32  

Financing and funding of the project is well underway.  In March 13, 2014 a presentation to Broward MPO Board, 

“Financial Plan Status Report” staff detailed the plan for operating and capital improvements, estimated at  $720- 796 M 

(2013 $), with 50 % fed, 25% state, 25% local contributions.  The annual operation and maintenance is estimated at $33-

38 M.  At least 11 new regional funding sources are being analyzed for the project, such as  

special assessments, a regional property tax of .5 to 1.0 mils, property tax increment, sales tax, transient sales tax, rental 

car surcharge of $2-3/day, automobile registration fee (earmark portion), and annual station fee.   

 

A new mid or high-level bridge over the New River at the FEC crossing is contemplated in multiple documents adopted 

by SFRTA and Coastal Link Steering Committee as presented elsewhere in this analysis,  with conceptual ideas dating 

back to at least 2006,33 and drawings dating at least back to 2010.34    

                                                           
29 After several years of ad hoc cooperation, the Southeast Florida Transportation Council was created, under Florida Statutes 

Chapter 339. 175, to serve as a formal forum for policy coordination and communication to carry out these regional initiatives 

agreed upon by the MPOs from Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties.  
30

 See the March 2014 Progressive Railroading article available [online] 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-

options--39706, March 23, 2014.  
31

 Telephone conversation with Bill Cross, April 10, 2014.  
32

 Amy Goddeau, FDOT.  See http://tri-railcoastallink.com/executive-steering-committee.html.  
33

 In the (Tier 1 Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, Approved in September 2006 by the FDOT and the Federal 

Transit Administration, “ For example, one preliminary assessment is that should the FEC Railway crossing of the New River in 

Downtown Ft. Lauderdale be utilized, a high level fixed bridge to replace the existing low-level bascule bridge over the river will be 

studied to reduce the number of new openings and improve navigation on that waterway.”  [Emphasis added]  and in 2010, 

“Operation of the regional rail will require investments in infrastructure and rolling stock. Upgrades to the FEC’s railroad 

infrastructure shared by freight and passenger trains must Include [emphases added]:   …  Double track on a high bridge crossing 

the New River (with a separate freight track on the existing drawbridge).      

file:///C:/Users/Synaesthesis%20LLC/Desktop/RR%20marina%20mile/www.rsandh.com
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706
http://tri-railcoastallink.com/executive-steering-committee.html
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From the project development document (2014, page 5-15):  

 

“ Proposed passenger rail (both the Project and the proposed AAF) over existing waterways may be 

accommodated by building a new bridge adjacent to existing FEC Railway bridges or by replacing or modifying 

the existing bridges. Because these waterways have been designated as navigable by the USCG, the new 

bridges would require they provide the necessary vertical clearance to “meet the reasonable needs of 

navigation” for those particular locations as part of the permit conditions.  [Emphasis added.]  A preliminary 

survey on navigational issues at the New River crossing and supporting data may be found in the Phase 2 

Navigable Waterway Analysis 

 

Technical Memorandum. Generally, the survey revealed that sailing vessels with mast heights of 63.5 feet 
routinely travel past the FEC Railway Bridge on their way for service at the River Bend Marine Center near I-95. 
However, the River Bend Marine Center, on occasion, services vessels with mast heights as tall as 95 feet. 
Additional study is ongoing during Phase 3 to determine the reasonable needs of navigation on the New River 
and Dania Cut-off Canal. During Project Development, the reasonable needs of navigation may be determined 
through interviews and meetings with interested 
stakeholders.   A Boat Survey and Bridge Opening Analysis Report was also completed on February 13, 2013 to 
provide a better understanding of the vessels using the New River and the bascule bridge openings they require. 
 
Bridge opening logs from 2011 were used to determine the frequency and pattern of openings for the Southeast 
Third Avenue and Andrews Avenue Bridges. February of 2011 was the month within the survey period with the 
greatest  number of bridge openings. The boat survey performed in April of 2011 identified 425 vessels 
upstream of the Southeast Third Avenue Bridge and Andrews Avenue Bridge that would require bridge 
openings.  Based on the review of aerial photography dated March 26, 2011, it is estimated that approximately 
30 percent of the 2,592 vessels traversing the New River upstream of Southeast Third Avenue have a vertical 
clearance requirement greater than 20 feet. 
 
Important environmental issues are likely related to water quality, wildlife habitat (e.g., manatee protection 
zones), wetlands, and historic and/ or archaeological areas. In addition to marine and environmental concerns, 
economic and visual impacts as well as right-of-way acquisitions will be important issues to consider and 
evaluate in subsequent studies in particular at the New River crossing. Temporary disruption to navigation on 
the affected waterways will also be an important issue to consider and mitigate during any proposed bridge 
construction.     

                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
34

 Example in the following excerpt from the Tri-Rail Coastal Link, Preliminary Project Development Report, April 2014.  “5.2.4 

Navigable Waterways.  The FEC Railway corridor includes 16 bridges over waterways within the study limits. Of these, eight support 

navigation as defined in 33 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Ch. 1, §2.36. The Build Alternative would likely require up to four 

potential new bridge structures to accommodate the necessary infrastructure improvements. Based on preliminary Phase 3 analysis 

of the Build Alternative, one of the potential new bridge structures required would include a new moveable, double track structure 

adjacent to the existing double track bridge at the New River in downtown Fort Lauderdale. The new structure would provide 

operational flexibility and a greater navigable clearance allowing fewer lift movements of the existing double-track structure to 

accommodate the implementation of posted navigational clearance times. As an integral navigable waterway for the marine 

community, additional analysis of the New River Bridge and stakeholder coordination will be conducted during Project 

Development. As noted during the Phase 2 analysis, new or modified structures at the New River Bridge, the Dania Cut-Off Canal 

Bridge (in Dania Beach just south of FLL) and the Hillsboro Canal on the Broward County/Palm Beach County line will require 

additional coordination with the United States Coast Guard (USCG).”    
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4.2. Contradiction of Stated Local, Regional, and State Public Policy    

 

In the above sections, it has been demonstrated that the DEIS is not consistent with State of Florida freight, seaport and 

transit/transportation planning, and not consistent with the regional Tri-Rail Coastal Link planning.  In addition, the DEIS 

erroneously implies consistency with other public policy plans by the regional planning organization, and local 

comprehensive plans.  While those plans meritoriously advocate for improved multi-modal transportation and transit, 

they also generally support the marine industries sustainability or growth in the name of economic development. 

Because of the detrimental effect obstructive bridge closure will have on the marine industry, the proposed project is 

contradictory to plans identified below.   

 

As stated on pg. 5-64 of the DEIS, the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP) Consistency Review the Florida State 

Clearinghouse has reviewed the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis, a similar project to the Phase I to the 

WPB‐M Corridor described in the 2012 EA. The South Florida project was determined to be consistent with the FCMP, 

and the State Clearinghouse determined that this consistency determination would be valid for the AAF project because 

the AAF Project Area is fully encompassed within the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis area which was 

found to be consistent in 2006 and there have been no relevant changes in the CZMA or FCMP criteria that would affect 

that determination. 

 

This analysis is rejected since many plan changes have occurred since 2006, so it is not understood what consistency is 

implied.  Further page 5-65 of the DEIS states:   

 

The Project would be consistent with local, regional, and state comprehensive plans. Consistency with these plans has 

been included in the purpose and need criteria matrix used to develop the Action Alternatives. 

 

The assertion of consistency is rejected by this analysis, as is further presented below:   

 

Regional Planning 

The South Florida Regional Planning Council administers policy and planning in the South Florida Region primarily 

through law via Strategic Regional Policy Plan (SRPP).   It also adopts a Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy.    

 

The 2012 Environmental Assessment (p. 243) project erroneously cites compliance with the SRPP by supporting 

commuter rail, and waterborne transit simultaneously: 

 

“Policy 8.4 Expand use of public transportation, including buses, commuter rail, waterborne transit, [emphasis added] 

and alternative transportation modes that provide services for pedestrians, bikers, and the transportation 

disadvantaged, and increase its role as a major component in the overall regional transportation system.”  (p. 243, 2012 

AAF Environmental Assessment)  

  

This simultaneous support is contradictory, since the expanded public transportation accommodated by All Aboard 

Florida and by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link will impede waterborne transit.  As one example, the water taxi/water bus owner 

which now serves the New River foregoes taxi stops upriver of the FEC bridge because of the bridge’s unpredictable 

interruption of regular service.  This clearly impedes local public transportation.  A testimonial to this effect by business 

owner William Walker is presented elsewhere in this response.     
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Further, the All Aboard Florida project’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement does not adequately mitigate its 

negative effects on marine traffic, nor does it explain its contradiction of the CEDS and the SRPP, as follows:  

  

The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) 2012-17 

CEDS is a regional plan composed and adopted by the South Florida Regional Planning Council which in part is used to 

posture projects and programs for Federal funding.  Such Strategy acknowledges the importance of the marine 

industries in Ft. Lauderdale with blanket policy statements of support:  

  

“Support projects that promote and enhance marine, tourism, renewable energy, military and agriculture sectors.” 

(CEDS, p. 11) [ emphasis added] 

 

 In justifying this position, the Plan (CEDS, pp. 91-92) states:  

  

“Known as the “Yachting Capital of the World,” Greater Fort Lauderdale enjoys a thriving recreational marine industry, 

having more than 50,000 registered vessels cruising its 300 miles of navigable waterways and Atlantic shores. 

Approximately 1,500 megayachts (vessels measuring 80 feet or more) visit Broward County each year, and each visit 

generates an estimated $400,000 economic impact through boatyard and marina expenditures, purchases and related 

services from businesses that serve the marine industry. The megayacht related business activity in Broward County 

accounted for more than 80% of the Region’s marine industry’s economic activity. It is one of Broward’s largest industries 

and employment sectors, creating more than 134,000 jobs and representing $3.7 billion in wages and earnings.  [old data 

which is larger today]   Marine industry is [sic]    also a crucial sector in the Florida  Keys  (Monroe County).  Besides  

tourism and hospitality sector, the $60-100 million fishing industry is also vital to the County’s economy and culture.” 

 

The project as presented in the DEIS negatively impacts the marine and tourism sectors of South Florida’s regional 

economy. 

  

Strategic Regional Policy Plan    

The Plan supports the “marine resource economy,” so anything detrimental to same such as the obstructive FECR/AAF 

bridge is contradictory.  Because of threat to the regional marine industry and recreational, AAF’s DEIS 

contradicts:   (Citations follow): 

  

a. (p. 76, SRPP)  “ Protecting our Marine Resource Economy.  Our world-renowned waterways provide more than 

just tourism. The Region is home to mega-yacht builders and outfitters, and the marinas and support services 

that are located along our coastline provide jobs as well as eye appeal. As the Region continues to grow, 

demands for residential development along the scenic waterways increase, putting a sometimes-irresistible 

pressure on marine related industries. Loss of marine-related businesses, especially those that are water 

dependent to residential development means a loss of jobs and a change in the character of an economy that 

has been traditional in South Florida. “  [emphasis added]  

  

b. Contradicts Policy 17.6 “Improve economic diversification in South Florida and enhance the Region’s assets for 

international business, tourism, technology, sports, entertainment, and other economic development 

activities.”  (p. 77; see also page 75 regarding international trade)  
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Ft. Lauderdale’s marine and yachting industries are indisputable and vital links to tourism (domestic and 

international), international business, and is a cornerstone of economic development and economic 

sustainability.    

  

c. In three sections of the Plan, Goal 2 is restated:  “Increase employment opportunities and support the creation 

of jobs with better pay and benefits for the Region’s workforce.”  (pages 3, 22 and 24 of the SRPP) 

  

The AAF project as presented in the DEIS (with inadequate mitigation) will negatively impact the marine industries’ 

ability to create and sustain high paying jobs.  Coveted marine industry jobs are markedly higher paid.  A recent study for 

the Port of Ft. Pierce Master Plan shows median annual marine industry salaries at $50,522, which is nearly 70% 

higher than commercial/retail/hospitality jobs ($29,752).   Any retraction of the marine industry in Broward is a 

contradiction to the SRPP.  

 

d.  “Policy 20.14 Encourage coordination among state, regional, and local governments and the private sector in the 

development of waterway transportation strategies [emphasis added] and polices, consistent with protection of the 

Region’s water resources, which can be integrated into the local comprehensive planning process.”  (p. 89, SRPP) 

  

The AAF DEIS contradicts such efforts to develop more waterway transportation strategies. 

                     

4.2.1 Inconsistency with local comprehensive plans 

 

The most impacted areas adjacent to the New River, as mapped in Section 3 above, are located in four Broward County 

municipalities (Davie, Dania Beach, and Plantation) as shown below.     

 

While the EA and DEIS imply consistency with all 

local comprehensive plans (which set the 

growth and development policies for these 

urban areas), the following presents examples 

of inconsistency in the local comprehensive 

plans of Ft. Lauderdale and Dania Beach, since 

these plan sections  

promoting economic development particularly 

in the marine industries which would be harmed 

by the AAF project.   

 

 

 

Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan 

Ft. Lauderdale’s adopted comprehensive plan 

policy is to:  “Protect existing marine uses as a 
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resource of the City.”35  And “OBJECTIVE 1.24: MARINE RESOURCES - Continue to protect and enhance marine uses as a 

recognized resource of the City. … POLICY 1.24.1: Protect marine resources as employment generators and economic 

resources [emphasis added] of the City by reviewing all projects on waterways to gauge their potential impact on 

marine uses.” 36  

 

Additional policies in the Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan to be upheld include:  

 

POLICY 1.24.4: Continue to implement the Marine Industry Association’s South Florida Marine Master Plan. 37 

 

POLICY 1.3.6: Preserve and enhance existing marinas [emphasis added] in the City and standards for future marina 

siting which address: land use compatibility, availability of upland support services, existing protective status or 

ownership, hurricane contingency planning, protection of water quality, water depth, environmental disruptions, 

mitigation actions, availability for public use, economic need and feasibility. 38 

 

The City’s Comprehensive plan also makes reference to multi-modal enhancement, which (though may not be expressly 

stated) implies waterway transportation.  In particular, Ft. Lauderdale continues to encourage the water bus thusly:  

“POLICY 1.19.2: Work with BCt to expand existing bus connections to the  water-bus, which operates along the 

Intracoastal Waterway.39   Also referenced is the integration with Strategic Intermodal System, a designation by FDOT 

for critical transportation links of statewide importance and which portend investment of State money for 

improvements.   

 

Next, we know the Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan includes parks and recreation, namely the boat ramp west of the 

FEC Rail bridge (Cooley’s Landing).  The General public using such facility will be constrained in their enjoyment of the 

waterway; arguably the City’s investment in the boat ramp there will be devalued.   

 

Last, (per planning principles), Ft. Lauderdale has arguably a low ratio of industrial land (6%, or 1252 acres)40 for an 

adequate jobs base.  Several annexations in the Marina Mile locale into Ft. Lauderdale since 1989 are noted. 41 

 

Dania Beach Comprehensive Plan  

Dania Beach is home to a significant number of the County’s marine businesses:  

 

The Dania Beach Comprehensive Plan has the following quoted citations promoting the marine industries which are 

contradicted by the All Aboard Florida project and its detrimental marine industry effects [emphases added]:   

 

As noted in Table III, flexibility zones 58, 79, 81, 83 and 84 contain virtually all the vacant land presently occurring within 

the City of Dania Beach. Flex zone 79 represents primarily the employment center base for the City of Dania Beach with 

                                                           
35

 Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan, Coastal Management Element, Volume 1, p. 5-3. 
36

 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Future Land Use Element, p. 2-19.  
37

 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Future Land Use Element, p. 2-20.  
38

 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Coastal Management Element, p. 5-3.  
39

 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Transportation Element, p. 9-29.   
40

 Ft. Lauderdale Future Land Use Element, (Ordinance C-08-18), p. 1-9. 
41

 Ft. Lauderdale Land Use Element, p. 1-7.  Also note that virtually all of the land in project area of concern in located in the AE flood 

zone, meaning that these areas are “… of special flood hazard with base flood elevations determined.”   
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many existing industrial and marine industry related facilities currently existing.  (Future Land Use Element, vacant 

inventory, p. 6).  

 

Because of the growing marine industry within the general Broward County area and the lack of facilities with ready 

access to the Intracoastal and Atlantic Ocean, Dania Beach finds itself as a desirable location for this type of 

development.  (Coastal Management Element, p. 3).  

 

“Policy 1.62 Marine Industrial Uses. The City shall encourage additional Marine Industrial development. In doing so, 

Marine Industrial development shall be planned, designed, and built to be as fully enclosed in buildings as is reasonably 

possible and to minimize adverse secondary impacts of noise, outdoor activities, …  (Future Land Use Element, p. 45) 

 

Industrial Use- The purpose of reserving land for industrial uses is to provide opportunity for the retention and 

expansion of Dania Beach's economic base activities. Although other uses are permitted in areas designated industrial, 

at least eighty (80%) percent of such land area must be devoted to industrial use, such as manufacturing, warehouse 

distribution, research and development, or other substantial employment based activities.    (Future Land Use Element, 

p. 23 )  

 

Section IV. REQUIREMENTS FOR FUTURE LAND USE GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES. The goal of the future land use 

element of the City of Dania Beach will be provision of land uses which will maximize economic benefits for the 

community, be sensitive of the natural environment and minimize any threat to the health, safety and welfare of the 

community and its residents.   (Future Land Use Element, p. 43)  

 

Policy 1.3 Clean, light, industrial development will be encouraged to support the tax base for the community and to 

provide a wide range of employment for residents of the community.  (Future Land Use Element, p. 44).  
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Section 5. Conclusions   
 

The commenting coalition finds the DEIS seriously deficient, and requests the following actions and or mitigation measures:  

5.1. Suspend or Delay a Final EIS 

 

A final EIS must not be issued until the multiple serious flaws and/or additional information, multiple analyses, and more meaningful 

mitigation, as explained throughout this document, is provided and assured.   

 

Moreover, it is unclear what is intended by the FRA with its stated intention (pg. S-5, DEIS) to combine the Final EIS and Record of 

Decision (ROD) for this project- additional explanation is requested. 

5.2. Implement/modify deficient or non-existent bridge rules  

Operation of movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules and Regulations 

published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable Waters”. The New River FECR 

bridge in question is presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is fully automatic utilizing electronic 

sensors and cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and closing operations are controlled utilizing the 

information transmitted from the sensors and cameras at the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at 

New Smyrna Beach.  

 

On page 4-24, the DEIS states that “The bridge is currently kept in the open condition and lowered for freight train 

passage in accordance with USCG Drawbridge Operation Regulations at 33 CFR 111.313(b).” 

    

Comment:  We are unable to find this reference in the Code of Federal Regulations, it appears as incorrect. The correct 

reference for such bridges is Code of Federal Regulations Title 33 Section 117.313 New River, which states:  “(b) The 

draw of the Andrews Avenue bridge, mile 2.3 at Fort Lauderdale, shall open on signal; except that, from 7:30 a.m. to 9 

a.m. and 4:30 p.m. to 6 p.m., Monday through Friday, except Federal holidays, the draw need not open. The draw need 

not open for inbound vessels when the draw of the Florida East Coast Railroad bridge, mile 2.5 at Fort Lauderdale is in 

the closed position for the passage of a train. Public vessels of the United States, tugs with tows, and vessels in distress 

shall be passed at any time.42  The bridge’s operating protocol is to be normally left open to navigation and closed only 

when required by train movements over the bridge. 

 

The mitigation called for in DEIS “Section 7, page 7-3 and in Table 7.2-2 Project Mitigation Measures for Unavoidable 

Impacts – Operational Period,” is inadequate.  It calls for a series of measures promoting coordination with local officials, 

adding a bridge tender, and other steps as follows:   

 

Table 7.2-2 Project Mitigation Measures for Unavoidable Impacts – Operational Period Navigation  

 Manage train schedules to minimize bridge closures 

 Provide marine industry with bridge closure schedules to facilitate planning by 

 boaters 

                                                           
42 SOURCE:  http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-

idx?SID=30c4c31911ca80fbe6dcf9aaa9148271&node=se33.1.117_1313&rgn=div8 
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 Develop a set schedule for the down times of each bridge location. This schedule 

 will include both freight and passenger rail service. 

 Provide that schedule of bridge closures in an internet-accessible format to offer the 

 public with access to that information, including the boating community and marinas. 

 This will be posted on the AAF website and/or the US Coast Guard website. 

 Implement a notification sign/signal at each bridge location with warning count 

 downs to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and open and how 

 long before a train will arrive. 

 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 

 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel 

 travel times on holidays and major public events 

 Install a bridge tender at the New River Bridge 

 

While all of these are positive steps, they fall short of what is really needed.  The US Coast Guard should initiate the 

adoption of an operating rules for the New River FECR Bridge No. 341.26, and the single track bascule bridge No. 

0717-08 leased by the CSX Corporation (CSX Bridge at I-95).   

 

The USCG recently solicited navigation information via a survey, which will help with the investigation of vessel traffic 

characteristics.  In addition to attending one of the USCG’s public information sessions in Ft. Lauderdale, this consulting 

team coordinated nearly 200 responses to the navigational survey to derive detailed information about the size and type 

of vessels transiting the river.  These data can be made available to the FRA and the USCG to inform its requested rule-

writing procedure.   

 

The bridge rules requested for adoption should ensure predictability, staffed full-time tenders at both locations, and 

special events/peak demand rules of operation so that all the mariners (most notably law enforcement, marine 

commerce and recreation) can be forewarned and work with reliable schedules for navigation obstruction.   The rules 

should also consider the peak demand patterns and level of service concept as described above in section 2.4.  Finally, 

the rules should also be synchronized with the other high traffic bridges on the New River so they all work most 

efficiently in concert.   

 

Adopting rules for the bridges should be designed to solve the following problems:   

 

a. Whenever the bridge is down no train, it violates 33 CFR 117.4, which provides for an automated drawbridge to 

be kept open to navigation when not in use by a train.  These so called “ghost train” closures are documented by our 

recent vessel traffic and bridge monitoring surveys.  

 

b.   Since Federal law gives deference to waterway and users because of their limited alternatives, and the multiple 

alternatives available to surface transportation, arguably the waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, 

and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  Any exceedance of this should warrant complaint.  In the recent Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida project issued by the Federal Railroad Administration, 

average bridge closure time is in the range of 19 minutes, and in some hours the bridge is closed more than it is 

open, which points to obstruction according to your rules.  As we speak, we are receiving reports from a daily 

commercial waterway user that the bridge was closed for more than 2.5 hours on December 1, 2014 and after 

calling FEC bridge operations headquarters, local commercial marine operators received no predictable forecast of 

opening.    
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c.  33 CFR 117.55 requires that the bridge owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream of the 

bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.   The current signage provided is 

inadequate.  In addition, additional signage would be prudent to ensure smooth operation.  Especially since the 

bridge is unmanned, signage should be present about where/how to report malfunctions, etc.  As in 33 CFR 117.55 

(c) for advance notice, signs would state the “… the name, address, and telephone number of the person to be 

notified.”  

 

Another important remedy can be accomplished if rule promulgation and an overhead bridge at the FEC crossing 

(discussed below) is constructed.  By taking these mitigation measures, vessel congestion at the FEC bridge bottleneck 

will presumably be relieved to protect against collisions with manatees.  

 

While mitigation measures for the West Indian Manatee are cited in the DEIS beginning on pg. 7-10, these protections 

apply only to construction, which is not proposed for 

the FECR New River bridge.   Because an additional 

threat to manatees will result from the density of vessel 

traffic caused by bridge closures, the DEIS is deficient in 

its mitigation measures.   

 

The DEIS analysis should include consideration of the 

adopted Broward County Manatee Protection Plan, 

especially because of desirable habitat and transit for 

manatees provided by the New River (North and South 

Forks).  

 

Show in the “Telemetry Data” diagram below,43 

manatees favor the north and south forks of the New 

River;  the south fork especially because of proximity to 

the “Lauderdale Power Plant” (as shown on the map) 

which, in its cooling ponds, provides warm water 

especially in cooler months which attracts these 

protected mammals.   

 

In addition, according to scientific data in the Manatee 

Protection Plan, the higher census of manatees occurs 

in the high tourist season (November- March), 44 which 

coincides with prime tourist and boating seasons.  

 

                                                           
43 See Figure 10, pg. 125 of Attachment K to the Manatee Protection Plan.   
44

 See pg. 122 of Attachment K to Manatee Protection Plan – Figure 7, available [online] at   

http://www.broward.org/Manatees/Pages/ManateeProtection.aspx 
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5.3. Alternatives analysis must be expanded to advance the construction of a bridge to mitigate cumulative 

impact  

 

The engineering challenge is to mitigate negative impacts of unreasonable bridge closure. Under the NEPA (EIS) process, 

credible engineering comments filed with the Federal government will elicit responses from the applicant.  Though AAF 

dismissed several options such as tunneling, elevated tracking or separated tracks in its EA, those options and others 

should be advanced again if the project’s impact, together with future Coastal Link impacts, is to be mitigated.   

 

Included in this report are suggested alternates for mid-level movable bridges for combined passenger rail operations 

for AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link and a high level alternate for a fixed and a movable bridge with approach viaducts for 

combined AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link Passenger and commuter rail operations. The suggested alternates have 

examined the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Environmental assessment and found that the proposal for a two track mid-level 

movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC New River Bridge is not feasible within the existing ROW. The width of the 

framing for the existing bridge which is centered on the FEC ROW leaves insufficient room on either side to construct a 

new double track bridge. Our investigation concludes that it is possible to build two separate movable mid-level bridges 

one on each side of the existing bridge. This needs to be evaluated and included in both the AAF DEIS and the 

forthcoming Tri-Rail Coastal Link EA and EIS. 

 

The alternates investigated and recommended by this report are: 

 

 Mid-Level Movable Bridges (21 foot vertical clearance above MHW)  

 Fixed High Level Bridge (which could be 55 foot vertical clearance above MHW, or preferably higher)  

 Fixed High Level Bridge with a movable span permitting tall-masted vessels to pass thru without having to step 

their masts. 

 

5.3.1 Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternate 

A mid –Level movable bridge carrying all proposed AAF passenger rail and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter traffic has the 

capability of reducing the number of openings required for a low level bridge such as the existing FEC New River Bridge. 

The Existing bridge is situated such that the vertical clearance is 4’ at MHW. This permits only rowboats, canoes, kayaks 

and small motor boats to pass without requiring an opening. A mid-level bridge or set of bridges would allow passage of 

vessels having a height of 21 feet or less at MHW to pass without requiring an opening. , and is consistent with the 

nearby downtown moveable road bridges.  The other distinct advantage is that the existing bridge FEC bridge need only 

carry freight operations and could conceivably be left in the open position for longer periods.  
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5.3.2. High Level Fixed Bridge Alternate  

The High level fixed bridge alternate (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW, or higher) would carry all proposed AAF 

passenger rail and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter traffic. This alternate while it would greatly reduce the number of 

required bridge openings however limits passage to only those vessels that require less than high level vertical 

clearance.  Large sailing vessels with tall masts would not be able to pass without stepping their masts; many super 

yachts exceeding 150 feet in length and large superstructures also would be constrained by a 55 vertical clearance.  This 

alternate was included in our evaluation however it is not recommended as many vessels requiring higher air draft  lying 

west of the FEC New River Bridge would no longer be able to pass through this part of the channel without having to 

step their mast or remove parts of the superstructure.  If the process to step the mast were required perhaps only one 

time during the boating season this would not present a major hardship.  However through the study of the large vessels  

berthed at locations west of the existing FEC Bridge which frequently navigate this part of the river to the Intracoastal 

Waterway and the Atlantic Ocean, it is concluded that this is counterproductive to a healthy marine industry. Likewise 

these vessels return to their home berth on a frequent basis. It is for this reason that we do not recommend this 

alternate, however it is included for the sake of discussion and analysis.   
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5.3.3. High Level Fixed Bridge with a Movable Span Alternate 

This alternate is the best alternate that provides the least impact on navigation and would serve FEC’s freight 

operation’s needs on the existing FEC movable bridge and AAF’s and Tri-Rail Coastal Link’s passenger and commuter rail 

needs on the high level movable bridge. While Bridge openings would be required for most vessels at the existing FEC 

bridge the number of closures would be limited only to the freight operations as passenger rail would operate over the 

high level bridge. The number of openings at the high level bridge also are less in number than for the Mid-Level 

movable bridge alternate as the 55 feet of clearance provided in the closed position allows most vessels except the tall 

masted vessels to pass without an opening thereby maximizing use of the bridge in the closed position for rail 

operations. This alternate is therefore considered to be the recommended alternate to accommodate future rail traffic 

and have the least impact on navigation. 
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Page 3-1 Alternatives 

3 Alternatives 

 

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 

(NEPA) state that the alternatives section is the heart of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (40 CFR § 1502.14). 

Those regulations and accompanying guidance, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental 

Policy Act Regulations (CEQ 1981), require a federal decision‐maker, in this case the Federal Railroad Administration 

(FRA), to: 

 

 Develop and describe the range of alternatives capable of achieving the purpose and need (1505.1(e)), including 
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency and the No‐Action Alternative (1502.14(d)); and 

 Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate these alternatives, and provide reasons why the lead agency 
eliminated certain alternatives from further study (1502.14(a)). 

 

This chapter describes the process through which the Proposed Action (Build) Alternatives and the No‐Action Alternative 

for Phase II of the Orlando‐Miami Passenger Rail Project were identified and evaluated, and provides a detailed 

description of the alternatives evaluated in this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The environmental 

impacts of each of the alternatives that were carried forward from this screening process are evaluated in Chapter 5, 

Environmental Consequences, of this DEIS. 

 

Comment: The DEIS is not in compliance with this directive to include all of the alternatives to achieve the purpose and 

need of the project when significant issues  (proposed freight increase and Tri-Rail Coastal Link passenger operations) 

concerning rail operations and impacts on navigation have not been addressed in the DEIS.  In other words, all prior 

alternatives (such as a tunnel, and mid-level and high-level bridges) should have been analyzed in the DEIS instead of 

being dismissed.  

 

Alt-bridges (2)  

(Page 3-2, DEIS) 3.2 Alternatives Identification and Screening 

This section describes the alternatives that were identified and developed for the Project and the criteria used to 

evaluate each alternative. The analysis also included a preliminary comparison of potential impacts to key 

environmental resources.  Alternatives were identified and screened in an iterative, three level process: 

 Level 1 identified and screened overall routes connecting Orlando with the previously reviewed West Palm 
Beach to Miami service, and identified a preferred route alternative. 

 Level 2 was more fine‐grained and evaluated segment alternatives within the preferred route. 

 Level 3 evaluated alternatives within one segment (the Orlando‐Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA)‐
controlled segment of the East‐West Corridor) of the preferred route. 

 

Figure 3.2‐1 shows the screening process graphically. In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy the 

Project’s purpose, including its feasibility as a private enterprise, AAF developed evaluation criteria, including six critical 

determining factors (Critical Determining Factors) that must be met in order for AAF to be able to proceed with the 

Project. These screening criteria recognize that AAF is a private enterprise that cannot rely on government operating 

subsidies and that does not have the authority to acquire property by eminent domain (condemnation). To be feasible 

as a private enterprise, AAF must be able to: 
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 Provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, 
by extending previously reviewed passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami; 

 Gain access to the lands on which alternatives are proposed through viable acquisitions, leases, licenses, 
permits, or other arrangements that do not preclude the feasibility of the Project as a private enterprise; 

 Deliver a travel time that will meet the ridership targets necessary for a sustainable commercial initiative; 

 Commence construction in the near term in order to control costs; 

 Remain in close proximity to existing or planned transportation corridors in order to limit land acquisitions and 
related impacts; and 

 Limit cost of development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental 
mitigation. 

 

AAF identified the alternatives at each level, and developed and applied screening criteria to determine whether each 

alternative was reasonable and capable of being implemented in accordance with these overall objectives. FRA has 

independently evaluated AAF’s analysis, validated assumptions, and has prepared the following summary of the 

alternatives evaluation process. 

 

Comment:  In order to satisfy the above criteria the full impact of all rail operations must be evaluated in the 

alternatives. The omission of any future rail operations will impact the ability of the alternative selection to satisfy the 

project purpose, it will also affect projected travel times and prohibits the ability to perform a complete evaluation as to 

the necessity of providing additional ROW and infrastructure to support the project.  The projected costs to implement 

the project will not be accurate without the consideration of those costs for future freight and passenger operations by 

AAF and the Tri-Rail Coastal Link. Impacts on the environment and on Navigation in particular will not be accurately 

identified without inclusion of all of the possible future rail operations on the FEC corridor. 

 

5.4. Divert/Rationalize Freight Rail Traffic, including an expanded, multi-modal US 27 Corridor.  

The FRA should require full consideration of all future freight traffic 

on an integrated system throughout Florida, and equalize the 

traffic on rail lines with consideration for urban congestion versus 

rural traffic capacity.  Also referred to as “freight rationalization,” 

and advanced in 2014 by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning 

Council (represented on the Coastal Link Steering Committee) this 

means of analysis should be considered in the context of the 

cumulative impact of future rail traffic on South Florida rail 

corridors.  In addition, consideration of an improved multi-modal 

US 27 corridor (with rail connection to Miami-Dade County) should 

be included in that planning and modeling.    

 

The US 27 Corridor has been evaluated by a series of studies to, in 

part, vastly improvement its capacity to move freight traffic through 

a more integrated state network, including expanded rail.  “The US 

Department of Transportation recently forecasted freight railroad 

demands are expected to increase to 88 %by 2035 from 2002 levels.  
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This forecast stresses the urgent need for adequate investment in rail capacity in the year ahead to meet the anticipated 

growth.”  45  

 

“As a major north-south controlled access roadway with connections throughout Florida and into other states, US 27 

plays an important role in regional mobility and the state economy. The US 27 Corridor under evaluation includes ten 

counties throughout southeast and central Florida. The corridor spans more than 300 miles, beginning at its southern 

terminus in Miami‑Dade County and proceeding through the central part of the state to I‑75 in Marion County.” 46 

 

Looking to central Florida, the “Florida Future Corridors Study”   “. . . will explore alternatives for moving people and 

freight from Southeast Florida through the Heartland to Central Florida and locations to the north. A focus will be the 

potential for increased freight flows from the Southeast Florida 

seaports, connecting to several planned and proposed intermodal 

logistics centers and other freight/distribution sites in the Heartland. 

FDOT is studying the existing U.S. 27 corridor from Miami-Dade to 

Marion Counties. The Central Florida Regional Planning Council is 

leading the Heartland 2060 regional visioning process. These two 

studies will guide decisions about the future of U.S. 27 and other 

corridors in this region.” 47 

 

In addition to these studies, FDOT in 2012 completed the US 27 

Multimodal Planning and Conceptual Engineering (PACE) Study 48 

after the Phase 1 rail feasibility study (March 2010) “… to investigate 

the technical and economic feasibility of developing the US 27 

Corridor to accommodate multimodal options, including rail and 

highway modes.“  49   

 

Conclusions of the study include the feasibility of diverting a 

significant amount of freight from rail to rail, and truck to rail.  Approximately 75 miles of rail would be added to the 

corridor to link South Florida with Central Florida.   

 

“The multimodal traffic alternative rail demand estimates 15-22 trains per day may use the new US 

27 rail corridor. This represents approximately 50-75% of existing rail service on the east coast rail 

corridor. Rail service in the corridor could also result in 175 fewer daily trucks on US 27.”50 

 

Stakeholders interviewed for the study include the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC), and the South Florida Regional 

Planning Council.   The cost estimate for the “Multimodal alternative” is $1.2 B, which includes “… 75 track miles of rail, 

                                                           
45 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 24.   
46

 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 3.     
47 See:    http://www.flfuturecorridors.org/southeast_about.htm 
48

 Florida Department of Transportation, FM Number 428662-1-12-01, December 2012.   
49 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 24.   
50 FDOT US27 PACE Study, Volume 1, pp. 1-3.  
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10 rail bridges, 382 mainline lane miles of roadway (widening and reconstruction), 23 bridges, 20 intersection 

improvements, two (2) interchanges, and three (3) turnarounds.”  51 

 

The US 27 project offers new connectivity to the Glades Communities.  Designated as “Rural Areas of Economic 

Concern” by the State of Florida, this area has expressed support for economic development  opportunities such as  the 

manufacturing, warehousing, distribution center and logistics hub that could become the new economic driver in the 

area. 

 

In addition to substantial expenditure by the State of Florida to analyze the feasibility of the US 27 Corridor connection 

via rail to Miami Dade County through the PACE study, the Palm Beach MPO has endorsed the idea.  The Palm Beach 

MPO Board voted to endorse the 2040 Desires Plan on May 15, 2014 and then voted to adopt the 2040 Long Range 

Transportation Plan on October 16, 2014.  Both of those documents identify a desire to implement rail on the US 27 

corridor between Miami and South Bay.52 

 

The DEIS should require freight rationalization for the State of Florida to accomplish diversion of freight rail traffic away 

from downtown urban cores in SE Florida.  Therefore, the next phase of the US 27 corridor engineering design and 

construction should be completed as soon as possible.  Freight rail traffic on the FEC and CSX lines could therefore be 

minimized so that obstructive bridge closures which are unreasonably obstructive to marine traffic would also be 

minimized.  

 

5.5. Provide an “adjudication matrix” to the public  

As explained in Section 1 of this document, the administration of NEPA for this proposed project has left “something to 

be desired” for public trust in the process, and full consideration of public input.   

 

Through the public, transparent, and participatory process intended by the US Congress through NEPA, we request a full 

vetting of all comments received by the FRA, including disclosure the public as to the responses to each comment 

received.  Referred to as an adjudication matrix by some agencies, this document would provide each comments 

followed by analysis or discussion, validity or agreement/disagreement, and a recommended action.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

                                                           
51 FDOT US27 PACE Study, Volume 1, pp. 1-3. 
52  See pages 18-19 of the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, available November 26, 2014 

[online]  http://www.palmbeachmpo.org/2040LRTP/2040_LRTP.pdf .  

http://www.palmbeachmpo.org/2040LRTP/2040_LRTP.pdf
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APPENDICES 

Appendix A. DEIS Review and Comments by Vincent N. Campisi, PE, Consulting Engineer, LLC  

A separate document is attached.   
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Appendix B. Signors comprising the coalition responding to the DEIS 

The Coalition submitting this DEIS response to the Federal Railroad Administration is comprised of concerned Ft. 

Lauderdale Area Property Owners (including some homeowners associations), Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses.  

We have on file the signature forms that include address, signature, organization, address, e mail and or phone number 

of each of the following signors:  

 

“The undersigned individuals and organizations comprise a coalition of concerned and/or affected Ft. Lauderdale 
area property owners, boaters, or businesses engaged in a wide array of marine activities and industries.   By 
resolution or signature, these parties support the “Objections and Comments to the All Aboard Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation” which are attached hereto.  Each of the parties 
below respectfully requests a response to those objections and comments from the Federal Railroad 
Administration.”  

 

Organization/Affiliation  Name  

Boater Alex Hirst 

Home Owner Alexander Reyes 

Cable marine, Inc. Anthony Laporte 

Marine Servicing Anthony Loyiza 

Masters Marine, Inc. Anthony Pignetti 

Marine Servicing Brandon Stephens 

The Fiberglass Shop Captain Herb Ressing 

Cable Narine, Inc George Cable 

Masters Marine Inc. Christopher Poole 

Marina Employee Clifton Smisky 

Yacht Store Daisy Ortiz Lenit 

Happy Diesel ,Inc. David G. Lenit 

Marina Mile Yachting Center David Hole 

Boater Jordan Fuss 

Marine Servicing David Kesley 

Boater Derrick Collins 

Marine Servicing Earl Heeracal 

Marine Industry Eliesen Salus 

Home Owner Franklin Geiger 

Marine Servicing Frederick Jones 

Lauderdale Isles Civic Improvement Assoc.  Dirk Lowry 

Cable Marine, Inc Gary M. Sturm 

Boater George Cable 

C&S Properties, Inc George Cable 

D.S. Hull/Boat Owners Warehouse, Inc George Cable 

Marine Servicing Jackson Ruiz 

Masters Marine Inc. James Peacock 

Marine Servicing Jesse Simisky 

Citrus Isles Associates John L Dotto 

Home Owner John Whiteker 

Boater Jorge Correa 

Home Owner Justin Bachana 

Boater Justin Roos 
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Home Owner Kasey Collins 

The Fiberglass Shop Charles Smoot 

Home Owner Kathryn Boshell 

Cable Marine, Inc Kenneth Cigalotti 

Home Owner Kevin Berry 

Cable marine, Inc Kevin Szlosek 

Marine Servicing Mark Cirigliano 

Boater Mark Enewkirk 

River Oaks Civic Assoc. Member/Citrus Isles  Mary L. Sessions 

Home Owner Mary Martinez 

Boater Michael J. Ennis 

Masters Marine Inc. Michael Murphy 

Marine Servicing Wayne McElroy 

Universal Marine Center Mega Yacht Michael Y. Aouate 

Home Owner Nicholas Zelinka 

Yacht Style Refinishing Inc. Richard Stephens 

Home Owner Robert Kirchoff 

Marine Servicing Ronald Ruiz 

ROCA Sara L. Dotto 

Marine Servicing Scott School (Painter) 

Westport Yachts  Mark Masciarotte 

BOW World Wide Yacht Supply Steve Baum 

Universal Marine Center  

Marina Bay  John Connor  

Pier 17 Investments 2014, LLC Nathan Cox  

Marine Servicing Thomas P. Borden 
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Appendix C. USCG June 2014 comment letter  
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November 25, 2014 

 

 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Room W38-311, 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE,  

Washington, DC 20590. 

Submitted via Email:  AAF_comments@vhb.com 

 

Re: All Aboard Florida  

 

Dear Ms. Winkle, 

 

The National Marine Manufacturers Association (NMMA) appreciates the opportunity to 

provide comments on the Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA’s) draft environmental impact 

statement (EIS) on Phase II of the All Aboard Florida project.  As explained below, NMMA is 

concerned that unless mitigation measures are adopted, the All Aboard Florida project will 

negatively impact South Florida’s marine industry by unreasonably obstructing vessel traffic.   

 

About NMMA 

 

NMMA is the nation’s largest recreational marine industry association.  Our 1,600 members 

include boat builders, engine manufacturers, and marine accessory manufacturers.  NMMA 

members collectively produce more than 80 percent of all recreational marine products made in 

the United States.  Recreational boating is a popular American pastime with almost 88 million 

boaters nationwide and over 12 million registered boats.   

 

The All Aboard Florida Project must provide for the Reasonable Needs of Navigation 

 

The draft EIS addresses the proposed operation of three existing, low-level bridges in South 

Florida:  the New River Bridge in Fort Lauderdale, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Jupiter, and 

the St. Lucie River Bridge in Stuart.  The proposed operation of these bridges has the potential to 

negatively impact recreational boating and marine commerce in South Florida and may create a 

conflict with federal navigational requirements.   The Rivers and Harbors Act makes clear that 

“[n]o bridge shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of any navigable 

waterway of the United States.” 33 U.S.C. § 512. The U.S. Coast Guard regulations incorporate 

this prohibition, recognizing that “[a]ll bridges are obstructions to navigation and are tolerated 

only as long as they serve the needs of land transportation while allowing for the reasonable 

needs of navigation.” 33 C.F.R. § 116.01 (emphasis added).   

 



 

 

As currently designed, the three low-level bridges must be open to enable safe passage for the 

overwhelming majority of vessels.  The proposed additional train crossings mean the low-level 

bridges will be down more often, increasing the time that maritime traffic will be unable to pass.  

Due to the increase in trains, the average total channel closure time per day during the week is 

estimated to increase from 5.8 hours to 8.6. On the weekends, the average daily closure time is 

estimated to double, growing from 3.6 hours to 7.2 hours.  These significant increases in closures 

will constrain the flow of maritime traffic on three major South Florida waterways.   

 

The Proposed Mitigation Measures should be Supplemented and Adopted 

 

The draft EIS Navigation Discipline Report includes several mitigation measures designed to 

minimize the impact of the channel closures on maritime traffic.  These measures are:   

 

 Addition of a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better 

communication with commercial vessels. 

 Develop a schedule for the down times of the bridge for passenger rail 

service. 

 Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-

accessible format. Schedules for each bridge may be posted on the AAF 

website and/or the USCG website. This will allow the boating community 

to plan their trips to avoid wait times and related costs associated with the 

Proposed Action. 

 Implement a notification sign/signal/horn at each bridge location with 

count downs to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close 

and open. 

 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 

 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during 

peak vessel travel times on holidays and major public events. 

 Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 

communication with the commercial and recreational boating 

communities. 

NMMA believes that these measures represent commonsense improvements, and recommends 

their incorporation in the final EIS.  A few mitigation measures, however, are notably missing 

and should be added.  First, the EIS should explicitly require that train schedules be managed to 

minimize the impact of bridge closures on vessel traffic.  Second, the EIS should include 

protocols for promptly notifying the public and commercial users in the event of unscheduled 

bridge closures (including for bridge operational failures).  Third, the EIS should address 

contingency plans in the event a bridge fails in a manner that blocks vessel traffic, so the 

problem can be timely remedied.  

 

Lastly, NMMA requests that the improvements suggested by local boaters and marine industry 

representatives be duly considered.  No one knows these waters better than the South Florida 

boating community.  They understand the historic recreational and commercial uses of these 

rivers as well as emerging vessel traffic trends.  The local boating community can provide 



 

 

critical insight into whether the project will unreasonably interfere with navigation as well as 

whether different mitigation measures are likely to be effective. 

 

**** 

 

Recreational boating is a way of life in South Florida, and the marine industry is vital driver of 

the region’s economy.  NMMA appreciates your consideration of the foregoing comments, the 

incorporation of which will limit the potential negative impact of the All Aboard Florida project 

on local recreational and commercial boating.   

 

Kind Regards, 

 
David Dickerson 

National Marine Manufacturers Association 



In di an River County 
His t orical Society, Inc. 

P.O . Box 2192, VERO B EACH, FLORIDA 32961 -2192 
TEL: (772) 778-3435 E-M AIL: in d ian ri ver hi sto@_be ll so uth. n e t 

November 29, 2014 

Mr . John Winkle , 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington, 0. C. 20590 

A. F cor ""len_s@v .. b.com 

RE: Draft Environm ental Impact Statement (DEIS) - All Aboard Florida Project . 

The Mission of the Indian River Count y Historical Society is to preserve , protect , restore, and 

enhance the cultural and environmental resources of Indian River County . In the past , this has 

always proven to be a challenge, but more so after the release in September of the All Aboard 

Florida Proposed Project described in the above DEIS. 

Attached is a Memorandum and Letter Report assembled after review , research, and 

investigation by Ruth Stan bridge , County Historian and member of the Board of Directors of the 

Society. 

If further information is needed or if this DEIS is revised , amended, or is moved forward, we 

wish to be considered as a Consulting Party under NEPA and NHPA Section 106 . 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Proposed Project . 

fully submitted, 

~ 
;x@~ 

David Foster 

President 
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 December 2, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railway Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311 

Washington D.C. 20590 

Subject:  All Aboard Florida, Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

 

Please accept for consideration these comments regarding ecological components 

of the Draft EIS, which are provided on behalf of the Guardians of Martin County, 

a non-profit environmental conservation organization based in Martin County.   

 

Our review of the DEIS and its appendices has revealed that, in spite of its heft, the 

DEIS is shockingly lacking in details regarding ecological impacts. The DEIS 

relies heavily on desk-top analyses and, in its current state, provides insufficient 

information on the extent of impacts on terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems and the 

federally-listed and state-listed flora and fauna which inhabit them.  Perhaps the 

detail is lacking due to the DEIS being written at the time when engineering and 

construction plans were at the 30% design stage, but significantly more detail is 

warranted before the full impacts of the project can be determined.  Areas of 

concern which are described in greater detail in the attached explanation, include: 

 

 Impacts on threatened and endangered species and their habitats, including 

publicly-owned conservation lands;  

 

 The inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis;   

 

 Impacts on wetlands, rivers and navigation; and  

 

 Consistency with Martin County’s Comprehensive Growth Management 

Plan 

 

The inadequacies and inaccuracies in the DEIS must be addressed before the 

project can be evaluated.   
 

PROTECTING THE MARTIN COUNTY DIFFERENCE SINCE 2003    

 

THEGUARDIANSOFMARTINCOUNTY.COM and SAVEMARTINNOW.COM 
P.O. Box 1489, Hobe Sound, FL 33475 |  (772) 546-7480 

 
A COPY OF THE OFFICIAL REGISTRATION AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE DIVISION OF CONSUMER SERVICES BY CALLING 1-800-435-7352 

WITHIN THE STATE.  REGISTRATION DOES NOT IMPLY ENDORSEMENT, APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION BY THE STATE. 
© 2013 THE GUARDIANS OF MARTIN COUNTY, A NOT-FOR-PROFIT 501(c)3 ENTITY. 

REGISTRATION# CH30115  

 

http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com/
http://www.savemartinnow.com/


 

 

 

J. Winkle, December 2, 2014        Page 2 

 

 

 

 

The Guardians of Martin County request that a second draft of the EIS be developed and 

published for public review and comment after comments on the DEIS are received and 

reviewed and updates made after the 90% design plans are integrated into the DEIS. 

 

Thank you for your consideration, and please feel free to contact me if you or your staff 

have any questions regarding the information and details provided. 

 

Sincerely, 
 

Greg Braun 
 

D. Greg Braun 

Certified Environmental Professional 

Registration # 03040418 

Science Advisor to the Guardians of Martin County 

 

 

cc:   Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov 

AAF_comments@vhb.com 

John.Winkle@dot.gov 

Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil 

David.Keys@noaa.gov 

Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil 

Allan.Nagy@faa.gov 

James.Christian@dot.gov 

Benito.Cunill@dot.gov 

Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov 

Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov 

John_Wrublik@fws.gov 

Charles_Kelso@fws.gov 

CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov 

Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov 

Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com 

Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov 

GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com 

MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov 
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Comments by the Guardians of Martin County on ecological components of the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the  

All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 

 

December 2, 2014 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

1.0 General Comments on the DEIS and Process 

 

The Guardians of Martin County recognize the need to have a thorough, complete and 

independently-produced Environmental Impact Statement to serve as the basis for 

determining the environmental impact of any project.  Our review of the DEIS for the All 

Aboard Florida passenger rail project is that, in spite of its heft, it is deficient in providing 

detailed assessment of existing conditions and is inadequate in determining the impacts of the 

proposed project.   

 

In the following pages, numerous examples are provided of specific circumstances in which 

we have first-hand knowledge that far exceeds the information provided in the DEIS.  Based 

on the gap between our knowledge of the local environment and the information that is 

presented in the DEIS, we can only assume that similar deficiencies exist for other counties 

through which the proposed project traverse.  The following comments should therefore be 

taken as examples of the need to make wholesale and thorough updates to the DEIS. 

 

It appears that the combination of the DEIS being written to 30% complete design plans and 

the analyses being primarily desk-top investigations have led to the release of a DEIS that 

lacks the detail necessary to accurately determine the impacts of the proposed project.  We 

request that, upon completion of the current public comment period, the development of 90% 

complete design and the review of comments on the DEIS, a second draft of the EIS be 

developed and released for public review and comment.  The current deficiencies are too far-

ranging to allow for an accurate accounting of compliance with NEPA. 

2.0 Impacts on Threatened Species, Endangered Species, and their Habitats 

2.1 Flora 

Over 50 plant species that are designated by the federal government and/or the State of 

Florida as Endangered or Threatened are documented to occur in Martin County (Table 2).  

Many of these occur in the scrub, scrubby flatwoods and wetlands habitats that exist along the 

existing FEC rail corridor.  Detailed field surveys and mapping of listed endangered and 

threatened plant species is warranted due to the presence of existing native vegetative 

communities located within the existing rail corridor that is proposed to be widened. 

The presence of the existing FEC railway presents a key issue in the management of several 

parcels of publicly-owned conservation lands in the Treasure Coast area, most notably 

Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and the Savannas 

Preserve State Park.  With the acknowledgment that ecosystems in Florida have evolved as 

the direct result of natural disasters, including fire and hurricanes, in general, land managers 

of these properties have done an excellent job in managing their acreage with the thoughtful 

use of fire as a management tool.  Many individual endangered and threatened plants succumb 

to shading and competition from other species if land is protected from fire.  
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From 2010 through 2012, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection went through 

an intensive process to update the management plan for Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

(JDSP), culminating in the adoption of the updated plan in June 2012.  A copy of the 

approved plan can be accessed at: 

http://www.dep.state.fl.us/parks/planning/parkplans/JonathanDickinsonStatePark.pdf 

The updated plan includes descriptions of notable flora and fauna, including threatened and 

endangered species.  In recognition of the requirement to manage upland ecosystems using 

fire, the management plan separates the 11,000-acre property into approximately 100 

management units and designates those units that are to be managed with fire (See Mgmt. 

Plan Table 1).   

Because the existing single-rail FEC railway presently bisects Jonathan Dickinson and 

provides only one at-grade crossing, many of the management units necessarily abut the rail 

corridor.  Smoke management is a key feature in applying fire as a management technique, 

and the presence of the existing railway at its present level of use already affects the ability of 

land managers to perform their duties.   

A substantive omission in the DEIS is the lack of attention on the extent to which the 

proposed passenger rail project, with its 32 high-speed passages per day through the park will 

affect the ability of managers of conservation lands to continue to manage their properties 

with fire.  Any reduction/restriction in the use of fire will adversely affect the populations of 

numerous fire-dependent threatened and endangered species.  Considerable attention should 

be expended in the EIS in accurately identifying potential impacts and mitigating them to the 

greatest extent possible. 

Because this omission has occurred in the DEIS at a property as substantial as 11,000-acre 

Jonathan Dickinson State Park, it appears that this issue has also not been addressed at other 

conservation lands through which the proposed passenger rail project traverses (e.g., Savannas 

Preserve State Park).  The EIS should be revised to appropriately address the potential impacts 

of the project on land management activities at JDSP, the Savannas and all other public 

conservation lands through which it traverses. 

A generalized fire management memorandum of understanding should be developed and used 

as template in coordinating with the owners/managers of conservation lands through which 

the rail corridor traverses.  
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Figure 1: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Management Zone Map 

Source: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Land Management Plan 
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Another example of the inadequacy of the DEIS analysis on ecological issues is its lack of 

attention to plant species such as the Perforate Reindeer Lichen (Cladonia perforata), a 

federally-listed endangered plant species whose presence was given scant mention in the 

DEIS.   This species, which was designated by the federal government as Endangered in 1993, 

is merely mentioned in Section 5 – Environmental Consequences (P 5-114 “found adjacent to 

the railroad corridor”) and Table 4.3.6-3.  In reality, the total world-wide population of this 

federally-designated Endangered Species is restricted to a few highly fragmented populations 

in four counties in Florida.  Because the DEIS acknowledges that the majority of the work on 

ecological issues was a “desk-top assessment”, the extent to which populations of this species 

are being affected by the existing FEC railway, and the extent to which double-tracking, 

triple-tracking and the increased frequency of use might effect this species is entirely 

unknown.   

The DEIS is similarly deficient in its lack of detail regarding the proximity of the existing rail 

corridor to individual Asimina tetramera plants, another federally-designated endangered 

plant species that is known to be present in the scrub community.  The entire worldwide in-

situ population of this species is restricted to Paola sand substrate in Martin and Palm Beach 

Counties, through which the rail project traverses.  An accurate determination of the potential 

impact of the proposed rail project on this species cannot be determined based on the limited 

data provided in the DEIS.  Issues regarding the abundance of this species, its spatial 

distribution in relation to the rail corridor, the effect of the proposed project on its pollinators 

and the extent to which the proposed rail project will affect movement of the fruits/seeds by 

the wildlife that consumes it, are examples of the level of detail that must be identified and 

addressed in the EIS in order to determine the potential impact on this endangered species. 

Similarly, the DEIS provides insufficient information regarding the presence, abundance, 

spatial distribution and potential impacts on Acanthocereus tetragonus, the triangle cactus, a 

state-listed threatened species which is known to be present in close proximity to the existing 

FEC corridor in the Savannas Preserve State Park (a 5,400 acre facility that is not even 

mentioned in Section 4.3.5.2. regarding Preserves, Wildlife Sanctuaries and Wildlife 

Corridors).  Neglecting to include a conservation parcel that extends for approximately 10 

miles from Jensen Beach to Fort Pierce, and through which the existing railway traverses, 

provides insight into the lack of thoroughness in the DEIS.  In a situation that parallels the 

inadequacies of the DEIS in dealing with scrub management in JDSP, it is apparent that 

authors of the DEIS failed to consult managers at the Savannas and/or to familiarize 

themselves with the content of the approved management plan for this conservation property. 

Detailed field surveys are warranted for all federally-listed and state-listed threatened and 

endangered species that occur in the vicinity of the proposed project – without the results of 

these surveys, potential impacts cannot be accurately identified, site-specific avoidance and 

mitigation alternatives cannot be identified and appropriate monitoring protocols cannot be 

established.  
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2.2 Fauna 

A related oversight in the DEIS is the lack of thorough treatment of the potential impacts of 

the proposed rail project on scrub-dependent animal species, including Florida Scrub-jays, 

gopher tortoises and gopher frogs. 

The information contained in Appendix 4-3 indicates that desktop and field surveys have been 

conducted for some species (e.g., scrub-jays).  The DEIS fails, however, to identify the extent 

to which the proposed project will affect this species, other than saying that the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service has been convinced by AAF representatives that the project will not 

adversely affect them.  Detailed surveys for Scrub-jays that have been conducted at Jonathan 

Dickinson State Park at a substantially higher level of intensity than those that were done by 

AAF’s consultant clearly show that the existing FEC railway bisects the home range territory 

of several families of scrub-jays at JDSP (Figure 2).   

Failure to analyze the extent to which adding additional lanes of track and/or adding 32 high-

speed train passages per day through an individual jay clan’s territory renders the 

Environmental Impact un-supportable by facts and inconsistent with the intent and goals of 

the National Environmental Policy Act.  

The DEIS includes information that scrub-jays responded to play-back calls by flying across 

the existing railway corridor and that the approach of an on-coming train caused scrub-jays to 

take evasive action.  The DEIS fails to identify and evaluate the extent to which the increase 

in frequency of use of the railway, the potential double-tracking and/or triple tracking through 

JDSP and the approach of high-speed trains will affect scrub jays.  It is suspected that 

construction and operation of the proposed project will result in reduced scrub-jay nest 

productivity and potential abandonment of some home range territories in JDSP, but the 

absence of detail in the DEIS prevents the potential impacts on this species from being fully 

known. 

Simultaneously, the DEIS is deficient in its treatment of Scrub-jays in the vicinity of 

Seabranch Preserve State Park in east-central Martin County.  Scrub-jays were documented by 

state park biologists to occur at Seabranch during surveys in 2014, and it is likely that the 

home-range territory of the jays at Seabranch includes the golf course at Mariner Sands, a 

residential golf-course community which is located to the west of the existing FEC rail 

corridor.  The extent to which the proposed project will create a barrier to scrub-jay movement 

between Seabranch and Mariner Sands cannot be determined based on the total absence of 

information on this topic in the DEIS. 
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Figure 2 – Results of 2014 Scrub-jay surveys at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

Base map source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection; rail location identified for 

clarity 
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The results of detailed scrub-jay surveys are available for conservation lands in addition to 

JDSP and Seabranch Preserve State park (e.g., Savannas Preserve State Park, preserves in 

Indian River County).  Prior to release of the final EIS, comprehensive scrub-jay data must be 

obtained and analyzed in order to accurately assess impacts, identify potential avoidance and 

minimization techniques (e.g., reduced train speeds where jay territories are traversed).  Only 

after these steps are completed can site-appropriate monitoring protocols be identified. 

Gopher Tortoises and their Commensals 

The DEIS is similarly unacceptably deficient in its presentation and discussion of gopher 

tortoises, a reptile that is designated by the State of Florida as a threatened species.  Without 

field surveys for this species having been conducted, the magnitude of potential impact of the 

proposed project on this species is unclear.  The DEIS does not even provide an order of 

magnitude estimate of numbers of this species that will be affected – dozens, hundreds, or 

thousands along the full route of the proposed project?    

The obvious need for this type of information is in order to accurately determine the locations, 

frequency, placement and design of wildlife crossings.  The absence of data in this regard has 

resulted in the preposterous determination that no wildlife crossings are proposed or 

warranted anywhere along the 195-mile north-south stretch of proposed project.   

The existing FEC rail corridor presently poses an obstacle to the movement of gopher 

tortoises and other species, most notably in areas where the railway bisects conservation 

properties.  To eliminate or reduce railway-related mortality of gopher tortoises and other 

wildlife, wildlife underpasses and/or crossings are necessary.  Numerous studies have shown 

the effectiveness of wildlife underpasses in preventing wildlife mortality and allowing 

movement of wildlife across transportation corridors. The locations, sizes, frequency and 

design of both the crossings and any necessary exclusionary fencing can only be determined 

after thorough wildlife surveys have been conducted.  Upon completion of detailed wildlife 

surveys, revised plans that show the locations and design specifications of wildlife crossings 

and exclusionary fencing and/or other mortality-reducing alternatives should be provided, 

analyzed in the EIS and opened for public review and comment. 

The burrows of gopher tortoises are well-known for the habitat they provide for a myriad of 

other wildlife, including federally-listed species (e.g., indigo snakes), state-listed species (e.g., 

gopher frogs) and non-listed species (e.g., opossums).  Failure of the DEIS to accurately 

assess the impact of the project on gopher tortoises necessarily results in the failure to 

accurately assess the potential impact of the project on commensals. Application of the 

Eastern Indigo Snake key to determine the degree of effect is inappropriate until more 

thorough wildlife surveys, habitat mapping and wildlife hazard mitigation options are 

identified and evaluated.  Analysis of impacts on gopher frogs is particularly warranted in 

conservation areas where the existing rail corridor separates seasonally-used habitats (i.e., 

posing a potentially fatal obstacle for the movement of gopher frogs from dry-season habitat 

in tortoise burrows to rainy-season ponds and wetlands).  
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The descriptions above highlight specific examples in which the DEIS is woefully deficient 

and inadequate in the level of detail that is needed in order to accurately assess the ecological 

impacts of the proposed project.  The same lack of detail is apparent in the treatment of 

several other federally-listed and state-listed threatened and endangered species.  The final 

EIS should not be produced and available for public comment until 90% complete engineering 

design plans and thorough field surveys for listed species have been completed. 

3.0  Inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis 

The level of detail provided for the various east-west alternatives is warranted for several 

alternate north-south routes.  Minor variations in the comparatively short east-west leg do not 

constitute acceptable alternative alignments for the project.  The descriptions of the screening 

processes appear to have been contrived in order to creatively dismiss the need to fully 

evaluate other options that could be feasible.  Options that should be fully evaluated include: 

 Co-location within the existing I-95 and Turnpike corridors, including, if necessary, 

options for elevated service to prevent at-grade crossings; 

 

 Co-location within the existing 500 kV aerial electrical utility corridor from Martin 

County to near Orlando International Airport; and  

 

 The existing interior-Florida CSX railway which avoids urban east-coast communities 

from Martin through Brevard Counties. 

4.0  Impacts on Wetlands, Rivers and Navigation 

 

The Guardians are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses avoidance, minimization 

and mitigation for impacts to wetlands, rivers and navigation.   

While the attempt to develop a DEIS in response to 30% complete design plans may have 

been a creative way to jump-start the agency review process, in actuality, doing so has 

revealed the inadequacies that are inherently associated with identifying impacts of a moving 

target. 

Specific examples are the lack of adequate detail related to the impacts to wetlands and 

threatened and endangered species of double-tracking and potentially triple tracking portions 

of the existing railway and unknowns regarding “smoothing out” curves that may be too sharp 

to safely transit at high speeds. The DEIS is unclear, and personal communication with an 

AAF representative at the “open house” hearing failed to clarify the extent to which the 

construction of additional tracks within the existing railway corridor would require fill into 

wetlands at locations where the existing railway was built on/over wetlands.  

One specific example of this situation is provided in Figure 3.  At the location shown in 

southern Martin County, the existing FEC railway corridor was laid out and built in such a 

way that it traverses several previously-existing wetlands.   
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Base Map: Results of 2014 Jaywatch Monitoring for Scrub Jays at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

Source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

Location of existing railway identified for clarity and relevance 
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Without regard to the 

extent that additional 

wetlands might be 
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analyses & corrective 

action is warranted at 

locations where natural 

hydrologic conditions 

have been adversely 

affected. 
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Although the width of the railway corridor at this location is unclear based on the information 

contained in the DEIS, this location is one example of many along the route where wetlands 

abut the rail corridor on both sides.  Details should be provided in the EIS that show the extent 

to which there will be land clearing and/or impacts to wetlands at locations where additional 

tracking (i.e., double-tracking, triple tracking and/or sidings) is proposed.   

Regardless of the extent to which the proposed project will result in new impacts to wetlands, 

sufficient engineering and hydrological analyses are necessary to determine the locations 

where the existing railway corridor has adversely affected localized hydrologic conditions.  

Rather than buying mitigation credits at some remote wetland mitigation bank, wetland 

mitigation should be conducted at locations along the route in order to offset unavoidable 

impacts.   

Water quality in the Indian River Lagoon (IRL) has deteriorated as a direct result of human-

related impacts.  Much of the AAF route is within the IRL watershed, but the location of the 

wetlands bank that would be used for mitigation is not revealed in the DEIS.  FRA and the 

Corps should require that all wetland mitigation for the AAF project be performed within the 

same drainage basins as the wetland impacts.  Impacting wetlands within the IRL watershed 

and mitigating those losses by purchasing wetland mitigation credits outside the IRL drainage 

basin leaves the IRL with a net adverse impact. 

Impacts on rivers and navigation 

The Guardians of Martin County are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses potential 

impacts on rivers and navigation. Various studies have shown that train noise and vibration 

have effects outside of railway corridors.  The DEIS fails to evaluate the extent of adverse 

impacts on aquatic biota, such as the extent to which the life cycles of aquatic organisms will 

be altered by the passage of 32 high-speed passenger trains and the anticipated increase in 

freight trains.   

The DEIS also fails to provide information regarding hurricane/emergency preparedness and 

evacuation plans.  The simulation provided at the DEIS hearing regarding the movement of 

vessels surrounding bridge openings is not based on actual conditions.  The Okeechobee 

Waterway is a key navigational pathway for cross-Florida vessel movement and for residents 

of eastern Martin County who prepare for hurricanes by moving their vessels to narrow creeks 

located west of the FEC railway bridge that spans over the St. Lucie River.  The age of that 

span, coupled with its low vertical clearance, and narrow navigation pathway all point to that 

location being a critical navigation bottleneck, particularly during periods of high winds, when 

the bridge may need to be in the down position due to safety concerns. 
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5.0  Consistency with Martin County’s Comprehensive Plan 

A key element in education and advocacy of the Guardians of Martin County is support for 

Martin County’s Comprehensive Growth Management Plan (CGMP or “Comp Plan”).   

The County has adopted two Policies that are directly related to providing passenger rail 

service options for its residents.  Specifically: 

Policy 5.5E.2. Encourage passenger rail service.  The County should encourage 

passenger rail service to Indiantown and Stuart, including Amtrak and Tri-rail, and 

shall explore all possible financial and political means to implement this policy. 

Policy 5.5E.3.  Encourage commuter and inter-city rail.  The County shall continue to 

participate with state, regional and local agencies to encourage the establishment of 

commuter rail and intercity travel in Martin County. 

It is unfortunate that AAF has proposed a project that is not consisent with either of these 

Comp Plan policies.  As with other Treasure Coast counties, the AAF proposal results in a 

myriad of adverse impacts (i.e., ecological, social, financial, navigational, etc.) and no 

tangible benefits.   

 

6.0 Corrective Actions Recommended 

To transform the project into an initiative that could possibly be embraced by The Guardians 

and the community as an amenity, the following actions are recommended:  

1) Re-negotiation of the right-of-way agreements to ensure that tax-payer funds are not used 

to benefit the private, for-profit rail business;  

2)  Conducting detailed floral and faunal studies and mitigating unavoidable impacts through 

the installation of wildlife crossings and underpasses to result in no net adverse ecological 

impacts; 

3)  Siting, constructing and operating a community-friendly depot at a suitable location where 

Martin County residents have access to scheduled commuter rail service to Orlando, West 

Palm Beach, Ft Lauderdale and Miami; and 

4) Implementing replacement or improvements to the railway bridge over the St. Lucie River 

to prevent it from becoming a critical bottleneck for navigation and evacuation. 

In its current version, the DEIS does not meet NEPA requirements and is too lacking in details 

for ecological impacts to be accurately identified and mitigated. 
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Friends of St. Sebastian River
Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
All Aboard Florida

November 28, 2014

John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590

Dear Mr. Winkle:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, for the
proposed All Aboard Florida rail project.  The following are our concerns and comments regarding this
project.

Section 3.2.1.1 lists the “Threatened and Endangered Species” that are addressed by the DEIS, and
states that it specifically excludes plant and aquatic species, such as the West Indian manatee.  The
manatee is a federally listed “endangered” species and the St. Sebastian River provides critical habitat
for the manatee.  In addition, the entire river is covered by Manatee Protection Plans (MPP) in both
Brevard and Indian River counties, which provide for year-round manatee slow or idle speed zones.

Manatees listed status requires permitting and consideration of possible impact to the species, for
projects that potentially may affect them, as confirmed by the US Fish & Wildlife Service.  The Army
Corps of Engineers permit review “manatee key” states that the key applies to projects such as
“construction/placement of other in-water structures.”

The DEIS states that the railroad bridge across the St. Sebastian River is to be demolished and
replaced, yet it does not provide an analysis of the impacts to manatees.  The ACOE manatee key lists
specific projects that have a predetermined “may affect” status, requiring review to minimize or
eliminate potential impacts of the project.  We believe those impacts will/may include the listed “may
affect” activities of:
• blasting or other detonation;
• installation of structures which could restrict or act as a barrier to manatees;
• floating platform, barge or structure that restricts manatee access to less than half the width of the

waterway.

In addition the St. Sebastian River qualifies as an Important Manatee Area (IMA) due to parts of the
river being designated a Warm Water Aggregation Area (WWAA), and as such, “any type of in-water
activity” has the status of “may affect” impact to manatees.  Therefore the DEIS needs to include a full
analysis of potential impacts to manatees, beyond the proposed mitigation measures outlined in Section
7.2.11.1.

Section 4.1.3.2 Existing Navigation Conditions describes the existing conditions and operations of the
waterways to be impacted by the project.  Its description of the St. Sebastian River though does no
include a significant recreational/access point for the river.  Dale Wimbrow and Donald MacDonald
Parks are county parks that are located upstream of the railroad bridge.  They provide the only free,
improved public boat launches on the river and are important recreational facilities for public access



and enjoyment of the river.  In addition, larger size commercial tour boats regularly transit the railroad
bridge crossing to access the South Prong of the river.

Section 4.3.5.2 Affected Environment – Essential Fish Habitat.  While the DEIS and the National
Marine Fisheries Service do not consider the importance of non “marine” habitat for assessment of
essential fish habitat, the St. Sebastian River is habitat that is essential to a few rare fish species, some
of which are endemic to the river.  Dr. Grant Gilmore, Estuarine, Coast and Ocean Science, Inc., has
published some of his research on these species in the St. Sebastian River, in Rare and Endangered
Biota of Florida, Volume 2: Fishes.  Dr. Gilmore has been trying for a number of years to establish the
endangered status of these fish species by attempting to have them listed.  To date none of them have
been, but their rarity, and the importance of the St. Sebastian River for their survival merits
consideration and minimization of any impacts to their habitat.  Dr. Gilmore indicates that some of the
most productive benthic habitat in the river is located just to the west of the current railroad bridge.

The DEIS only considers temporary construction impacts with regard to in-water bridge work, to be in
the immediate vicinity of the project area.  Impacts of noise, especially with the driving of pilings for
bridge supports, will have far greater impact.  The DEIS only considers noise impacts on fish species.
Manatees and certainly dolphin, which regularly feed in the St. Sebastian River, will have a keen
sensitivity to the noise produced by the project and therefore need to be considered, and impacts
mitigated.  The proposed use of air bubble curtains would seem ineffective in mitigating the extreme
sensitivity of dolphins to the level of noise produced by pile driving.  Additionally the DEIS does not
address the noise impact to the river habitat, of more than tripling traffic crossing the bridge.

The DEIS proposes to demolish and replace the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge, but the Army
Corps of Engineers Biological Assessment indicates that the original bridge will be maintained, and a
new bridge built adjacent to it.  The DEIS does not indicate that the Florida Division of Historic
Resources has given their approval for the removal of the historic St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.
If the bridge is to be demolished, the DEIS does not offer an analysis of the possibility, and
minimization of the deposition of toxic materials in the St. Sebastian River, such as lead, rust, creosote,
etc.  In addition, an adjacent bridge would require a new alignment, which would have a significantly
greater impact on the shoreline and wetland habitat along the river, as well as adjacent neighbors.  The
DEIS does not address these issues.

Potential impacts of the riverine cross section area (flow channel), by the new bridge, are also not
addressed by the DEIS.

Thank you for your consideration of our concerns, and we look forward to them being fully addressed
in the final Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely,

Tim Glover, President
Friends of St. Sebastian River
P.O. Box 284
Roseland, FL 32957-0284
info@fssr.org

cc:  Andrew Phillips, Project Manager, US Army Corps of Engineers



STATEMENT OF AARON GOLD 

MR. GOLD: My name is Aaron Gold, A-a-r-o-n 
G-o-1-d. I work at Boat Owners Warehouse. I've been 
employed in the marine industry for probably 22 years 
now. 

I just don't think this bridge is going to 
be good. It's going to affect too many marinas with 
the bridge staying down this entire time. You know, 
if it was only a little bit during the day, maybe, but 
it's going to be down too long. It's going to effect 
all the marinas. 

MS. HEBERT: What would that do to your job? 
MR. GOLD: It's probably going to be losing 

jobs because of that. I don't even know what else to 
say about it. It's -- it's not a good thing at all. 

MR. REED: Have you ever been stuck on the 
train? I mean, have you ever been on the water when 
the bridge was down? 

MR. GOLD: No, I've never been, but I've 
been stuck by this train enough here, I can just 
imagine. 

MS. HEBERT: It's the same train that goes 
across that bridge. 

MR. GOLD: It's going to be way worse. 
MS. HEBERT: Okay. Thank you, Aaron. 
MR. GOLD: Anything else you need? 
MS. HEBERT: No, that's it. 



STATEMENT OF BARRY GAUCH 

MR GAUCH: First name is Barry, B-a-r-r-y. 
Last name is Gauch, G-a-u-c-h. Bradford Marine 
shipyard, seven years. How long have you been 
employed in the marine industry? Seven years. 

River. 
company. 
simple. 

Describe your company related to the New 
Well, the New River is the lifeblood of this 

No New River, no Bradford Marine. Pretty 

Impact on your business if bridge is open 
less than the requested 40 minutes per hour. You 
know, the last public meeting these guys had, the 
comment from the guy from All Aboard Florida kind of 
towards the end of it was -- and it astounded me that 
he said it -- was if the marine industry has a 
problem, then the marine industry can move. And I -
I had to think about that and I said, this guy, you 
know, I don't know what planet he's from, but you 
can't just move the marine industry. 

For starters, we probably, with the EPA the 
way it is these days, could never get approval to open 
a new shipyard anywhere in Broward County. Then the 
problem is where in Broward County could you open a 
shipyard. You have to have water, you have to have 
so the boats can get up and down. So the river is 
really, in Broward County, one of the few places -
you've got the Dania Cut and that's about it. Dania 
Cut and the New River. You've got the south fork, 
which is where all the marine industry is, where you 
can haul boats out, place them back in. 

The idea -- then they also had the comment, 
they said they did a study and they said by the year 
2030, there would be no traffic on Broward Boulevard 
going west. Again, I was astounded, when I know for a 
fact that half of the population of Broward County 
lives west of the railroad tracks, out in Weston, 
Davie. 

MS. HEBERT; More than half. 
MR GAUCH: More than half in all 

probability. 
So when those people got to come to work 

between 7:00 and 9:00 in the morning, which is when 
the hold down is for the bridges anyway, the train 
starts coming through, you're going to have traffic 
backups that are going to be ungodly, unbelievable. 

Now, I personally think what's happening 
with this, and I read about this several years ago, 
it's called the urbanization of America. It's where 
the EPA, the Feds, are trying to force people out of 



the suburbs back into the urban -- major urban cities, 
so then you have all these highrises that are being 
built. We can see it in Fort Lauderdale now. More 
and more high-rises are being built in downtown to 
attract people to live downtown rather than out west. 
That still doesn't solve the problem. 

The marine industry contributes -- last 
thing I read, contributes $7.8 billion to Broward 
County. It may be a little more. I don't know. 

MS. HEBERT: It's 8.8 now and 110,000 jobs. 
MR GAUCH: So you take -- let's say you just 

take half of that away, okay, what's that going to do 
to Broward County? You just put 60,000 people out of 
work, you just took $4.4 billion out of the local 
economy. You want to turn us into a ghost town, I 
can't think of a better way to do it. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck on the 
river 

MR GAUCH: Oh, yeah. 
MS. HEBERT: -- in a sea trial? 
MR GAUCH: Oh, yeah. You know, when that 

one railroad bridge goes down, nothing goes through 
there, not even little boats. 

And then they said, well, we'll put a bridge 
tender there. Well, the bridge tender doesn't have 
authorization to open the bridge. The bridge is 
opened from Jacksonville. Well, that's an accident 
waiting to happen. 

There is an alternative bridge out there by 
95 where they could route this train and go over the 
New River like they've pretty much always done and 
this is what they should do. 

Now, from what I understand, probably the 
reason they don't want to do that is they want the 
train station in downtown Fort Lauderdale, rather than 
putting it out by 95. 

Now, there is a train station out there now 
by the Bass Pro Shop and all that. There's a train 
pick-up stop there. Why not use that, expand it, make 
it like you want it. That brings the train out to the 
west, takes it over the New River, and life can go on. 
But this is not going to be a good thing for the 
people of South Florida. 

And why are we building a high speed train 
to go to Orlando? I mean, I can drive to Orlando in 
two and a half hours and have my own car. If I take 
the train, now I've got to rent a car. You know, I 
mean, it defies comprehension. Why are they doing 
this? It's one thing for the cargo trains coming out 
of Miami and Port Everglades. They're going to go 



from 5,000 feet long to 8,000 feet long, so you 
basically are going to double the time it takes to 
clear any type of railroad crossing. So that's bad 
news, too, for the people of Broward County. 

Well, they could do that at night and we've 
seen -- when I grew up here, the cargo trains almost 
exclusively were at night between, you know, 6:00, 
8:00 at night and 2:00, 3:00, 4:00 in the morning. 
That's when the trains were going up and down. Very 
rarely did you see a train during the day. Maybe one. 
Now they're talking about one every 40 minutes. 

MS. HEBERT: It will be 52 trains and an 
average of 30-minute closure. Unfortunately, I have 
to wrap you up. 

So you feel it's too many trains which 
causes too many closures? 

MR GAUCH: Well, you're going to have All 
Aboard Florida and that's-~ they're wanting 30 
minutes out of every hour . 

MS. HEBERT: All we're actually focusing on 
right now, we have the freight -- they're estimating, 
on the environmental impact statement, 20 freight 
trains and 32 passenger cars. 

MR GAUCH: Per day? 
MS. HE~ERT: Yeah, per day. 
MR GAUCH: So what does that work out to? 
MS. HEBERT: Fifty-two. 
MR GAUCH: Fifty-two. How many minutes in 

an hour? So, you know, how long does it take the 
train to clear? 

MS. HEBERT: Right. 
MR GAUCH: So you have 52 trains and how 

long will it take the cargo train to clear Broward 
County? 

MS. HEBERT: Right. 
MR GAUCH: How long will it take All Aboard 

Florida to clear Broward County? 
MS. HEBERT: Right. 
MR GAUCH: And then they say the train will 

go 120 miles an hour. Where is it going to do that? 
MS. HEBERT: Right. 
MR GAUCH: It's not going to do that in 

Broward County. 
MS. HEBERT: So you feel that the impact 

will be severe? 
MR GAUCH: Severe, beyond severe. It will 

be devastating to Broward County, devastating. 
I own a home, yes. And children in school, 

none. 
MS. HEBERT: Thank you very much. 



STATEMENT OF CAPTAIN HERB RESSING 

MR. RESSING: My name is Captain Herb, 
H-e-r-b, Ressing, R-e-s-s-i-n-g. The name of my 
company is The Fiberglass Shop. I have been in the 
marine industry for roughly 22 years. I started out 
as a charter yacht captain, yacht broker, marina 
products distributor, and now I'm working at the 
Lauderdale Marine Center repairing and renovating 
large vessels. 

The company that we work for is located west 
of the New River. Consequently, the bridge under 
question that goes across by 3rd Avenue is a major 
source of concern in terms of being access to our 
marina, along with several other marinas that are part 
of what they call the Marina Mile. The impact on a 
9 billion-dollar industry could be very, very negative 
and we're very concerned that enough thought and 
enough research has gone into this project to be able 
to justify the expenses that would be incurred not 
only by the marine industry, but, of course, by the 
real estate market that's located west of the bridge. 

The bridge openings at the current level of 
16 create a minor inconvenience. If you doubled that 
to 32, it would be almost inconceivable for them to 
maintain a 40-minute per hour open time period. The 
result would be, of course, closure, congestion, boat 
traffic running into other boats. A major, major 
concern is that there just isn't a lot of maneuvering 
space down near the Stranahan House or near River Walk 
and all of this, of course, would be impacted by the 
closure of the railroad bridge. 

I own my own home, which is off of Riverland 
Road and, of course, that concerns m~ that my real 
estate value -- and I'm on a canal and I also have a 
boat that's anchored behind my house, which I use on 
weekends and during the week sometimes to go up and 
down the New River and go to restaurants, et cetera, 
et cetera. I do not have any children in school. 

I would like to see All Aboard Florida put 
the brakes on so that adequate studies can be 
conducted so that instead of ignoring the marine 
industry, become involved with the marine industry for 
input, data collection, economic impact, congestion, 
and the ability to navigate the New River. 

The Coast Guard is currently conducting 
hearings and, of course, their major concern is the 
right for navigation up and down the New River. 

I'll close by saying that that bridge, the 
railroad bridge, was built some 30 to 40 years ago to 



accommodate possibly three to four freight trains and 
that was it. Well, over the years, the railroad 
bridge has stayed the same. The amount of traffic 
that is being conducted on it has increased every year 
and now, the prospects of doubling the number of 
closures is going to have a major, major impact qn the 
community, on the marine industry, on all the boaters, 
on all of the marinas that depend on access, and the 
people that live in Fort Lauderdale that call it, 
quote, the Venice of America. We'll lose that title 
for sure if more studies and mare caution doesn't 
prevail. Thank you very much. 



STATEMENT OF CHRIS BROWN 

MR. BROWN: My name is Chris Brown, 
C-h-r-i-s B-r-o-w-n, and I'm the owner of High Seas 
Yacht Service located right here at Lauderdale Marine 
Center. I acquired the business six years ago and 
we've grown. The business has probably doubled in 
size now in the last six years. This business is 
based upon yachts, 60-foot and bigger, coming up the 
river to be hauled out here at Lauderdale Marine 
Center, which is one of the biggest facilit~es in the 
country of its kind. 

And one of the challenges the yachts have, 
especially the larger yachts, is towing up the river 
and coming here because they're tied to certain tides. 
They have to come at high tide, some of the deeper 
draft boats, and when they have to wait for the 
bridge, that becomes a challenge for the draft. If 
they have to wait too long, the tide could go out and 
leave the tow boats stuck and, more importantly, it's 
a nuisance to some of the captains. 

So when the captains are bringing their 
boats up here, they have choices. They can bring the 
boat to Fort Lauderdale, they can go to Miami, they 
can go to Jacksonville, they can go to Savannah. 

And coming up the river, where I think a 
third or more of the marine business is on this side 
of the train bridge up the river, if that bridge is 
down for more than 20 minutes a day, it becomes a 
major annoyance to the captains and will start to 
affect their decision on where they want to go and 
have the boats worked on in yards. And they could get 
to the point where they want to start going somewhere 
else, anywhere but up the river because of that darn 
train bridge being down all the time, every hour. 

The train bridge, based on the numbers we're 
looking at, is going to be closed probably four times 
more than it is today during working hours, and that's 
going to be a huge impact on the people going up and 
down the river. 

I already can feel the impact, because I 
have my own little 21-foot boat that can't go under 
the train bridge when the bridge is down and I go up 
and down the river with friends socializing and going 
to lunch on the river and other places, right now with 
the bridge only closing on a Saturday three or four 
times a day during the day when they're running 16 
trains a day and they're going to go from three 
closings, four closings a day to 20-something closings 
a day on a Saturday or Sunday when your average person 



is out on a 20-foot center console enjoying the water. 
So from that perspective, it's going to be a huge 
impact. 

I think long term, if the train bridge is 
down for more than 20 minutes or so a day -- an hour, 
sorry, captains are going to start to get frustrated 
and they're going to take their boats somewhere else. 
And that somewhere else is not Fort Lauderdale, 
because there's no more space in Fort Lauderdale to 
build big boatyards that are on the other side of the 
train bridge. So fix it. 



STATEMENT OF COLLEEN DEVERTEUIL 

MS. DEBERTEUIL: My name is Colleen 
Deverteuil. Last name is D-e-v-e-r-t-e-u-i-1. 

The name of my company is Sol Marine 
Associates. I've been employed in the marine industry 
for 29 years. During the encompassing 29 years, I've 
done refit projects, managed yachts and boats of all 
sizes, from 32 feet up to 150 feet, and all of the 
work and dockage and the marine facilities and the 
servicing all comes up and down the river. Nothing is 
east of the bridge, it's all west, so traversing that 
river is very important to servicing the yachts. 

Work consists of five employees on a 
full-time basis and multiple subcontractors depending 
on the size of the job. It can be anywhere from a 
handful, half a dozen, to two or three dozen depending 
on the value of the refit. I've done everything from 
a $10,000 job up to a $3-1/2 million job. So the 
river -- being able to access the river is critical to 
all the businesses in the marine industry that we 
bring into this area. 

Being delayed at the train bridge happens 
frequently. It's not a safe place to be. There's 
water coming into the area, it's congested, there's no 
safe place to tie up. So having the bridge down on 
unscheduled closures or elongated times becomes a 
situation that depending on who's in the river, how it 
gets navigated can be quite dangerous. 

I do own my own home and my children have 
all graduated out of this area, but we lived and have 
raised our kids and, actually, two of my children are 
in the marine industry, my father is in the marine 
industry, and so is my brother. 



STATEMENT OF DEAN GUALILLO 

MR. GUALILLO: Dean G-u-a-l-i-1-l~o. 
MS. HEBERT: And so it's basically, you 

know, the name of the company you work for, how 
long have you been in the industry, what does the 
New River mean to you. 

MR. GUALILLO: I work for Frank and Jimmie's 
Propeller. I'm the sales guy. I've been in the 
industry over 35 years and watched everything 
change from -- I'm sure just as you did, and 
these places and everything else and how they 
grew up. 

The railroad is a serious issue for all 
marine businesses, ourselves included. All of 
the boatyards to the west of the bridge, in our 
case they do a lot of propeller work, a lot of 
shafting work, and that's -- to have that taken 
away from these yards would have a very serious 
impact on our business. 

I think a lot of the captains, a lot of the 
owners are going to be worried about the delays. 
It's dangerous when you take and stage the 
traffic backups that you can get on the river on 
a day like today when you've got a lot of wind, 
you've got a lot of current, and you've got big 
boats moving, and then you have the daily traffic 
of really not professional boaters operating, it 
could be a very dangerous mix, very tight 
confines. And I think it will have impact on 
people making a decision to come up the river 
with their boats. Liabilities, hassles, you 
know. 

MS. HEBERT: How long has Frank and Jimmie's 
been in business? 

MR. GUALILLO: 1947. 
MS. HEBERT: And how many employees are 

there, approximately? 
MR. GUALILLO: I would say there's 30-plus 

at our Frank and Jimmie's and, collectively, 
they're the biggest propeller shop in the world. 
They have a number of affiliates that make it a 
big company, collectively. 

MS. HEBERT: Thank you, Dean. 



STATEMENT OF DONNA KITCHENS 

MS. KITCHENS: My name is Donna Kitchens, 
Donna J. Kitchens. The name of the company is Boat 
Owners Warehouse, also known as D.S. Hull. 

How long have I been employed in the marine 
industry? Nine years. 

Describe your company related to the New 
River. This company, Boat Owners Warehouse, supplies 
numerous, multiple -- anything you need for your 
boats, whether yachts, small, big. That's just our 
company, marine industry. 

Impact to the business. It's a vital impact 
to our business. It's going to affect us with 
customers with the yachts, with the people working on 
the yachts, they're not going to be able to get in and 
out of there. They're not going to go in and out of 
there because of the time delay. It's all about time 
and money. People want to get where they want to go. 
People want to get it done. People want to get out. 
If that bridge is down, they're not going to come this 
way. They're not going to go into our -- into the 
area beyond the bridge. It's sad. I mean, because 
just living here -- I'm a native Floridian. So 
knowing that bridge there and knowing the impact it's 
had in the years that I've wined and dined and lived 
on the New River, it would totally delay everything 
with the boats. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been delayed by 
the bridge yourself? 

MS. KITCHENS: Oh, yeah. Oh, yeah. When 
I've been on a boat or been going up and down it or 
trying to get to the Performing Arts Center or 
whatever, it's caused delays in numerous activities 
and for lunch breaks. Well, nor not for lunch breaks. 
That's not true. All right. So that's have I been 
delayed by the train. 

Safety issues by being delayed. I think 
that it's just going to cause a lot of hardships or 
let me think, safety issues. 

MS. HEBERT: For example, if you've been on 
the water and the train bridge comes down, there's not 
a whole lot of space, nor is there a lot of mooring. 
Have you ever been -- witnessed that 

MS. KITCHENS: Yes. 
MS. HEBERT: -- or seen that? 
MS. KITCHENS: Yes. Playing or working or 

years ago, I had a part-time job with Water Taxi and I 
just, you know, helped them out and that was scary, 
absolutely, when that thing was down and, you know --



MS. HEBERT: What was scary about it? 
MS. KITCHENS: Because they said that you 

had to wait there and it just took so long and then 
people would be impatient, people would be trying to 
dodge it just because they don't want to wait and 
that's -- that's almost like the train's on the road, 
basically. Time, again, it's all about time and these 
boats and yachts going in and out. 

Do I own a home? Yes. Have children in 
school? No. 



STATEMENT OF ED FOREAKER 

MR. FOREAKER: My name is Ed Foreaker. The 
last name is spelled F-o-r-e-a-k-e-r. My company is 
Parker Merrick, M-e-r-r-i-c-k, Company. We're a 
marine fashion distributor. We cover from Key West 
all the way up through about the Cape Canaveral area. 
I've been employed with Parker Merrick for 31 years. 

Many of our customers, if they're not 
mega yacht people themselves, they're subcontractors 
to the mega yachts. They're constantly at our 
counter, going back and forth to the boatyards, which 
are west of the railroad bridge. So if the bridge was 
to be down a considerable period of time, in my 
opinion some of these yachts would head up to Palm 
Beach to certain businesses that are out of the area, 
people would be laid off at the local marine 
distributor level. 

As far as safety issues, I have seen 
mega yachts when the bridge is up and them corning 
down, trying -- guessing as to whether they can get 
under it in time. One yacht went right up -- with his 
windshield on the flybridge, right up to the bridge 
and just barely prevented himself from crashing into 
it. 

So the idea would be, from my perspective, 
looking at the marine industry in Fort Lauderdale, 
certainly the biggest, maybe the second largest in the 
United States, at least as big as the biggest, which 
is probably Seattle, which has the commercial vessels, 
but we would be dramatically impacted if that bridge 
was to be down a considerable period of time. 



STATEMENT OF ERIKA COONEY 

MS. COONEY: Erika, E-r-i-k-a, Cooney, 
C-o-o-n-e-y. I'm the billing and receivables manager 
at Bradford. 

Personally, I think the way the bridge is 
going to affect me, it's going to make my commute much 
harder. I live just east of the tracks, Sunrise and 
Flagler, so I follow the tracks straight down Andrews 
to 84. There are days now where I'm 10, 15 minutes -
if I get caught on Andrews and can't turn onto 84, I'm 
stuck 15, 20 minutes for traffic and it comes in 
spurts. There will be weeks where three times in a 
row and then I won't see any trains for a few weeks, 
but I can't imagine what it will do to the traffic. 

I think it's essentially going to cut east 
off from west. And especially when you have tourists 
during season, the traffic is going to be unbearable 
east. I don't even know how we're going to be able to 
get anywhere. Coming home on Andrews, if that New 
River bridge goes up, there's traffic backed up all 
through town, all the way down to 17th Street. To 
open that bridge even more, especially during rush 
hour --

MS. HEBERT: Fifty-two trains per day. 
MS. COONEY: -- it's going to make it nearly 

impossible to get anywhere. I mean, aside from how 
that personally affects me, work-wise, we have big 
boats up here over 100 feet. I don't know how they're 
going to be able to hold boats that size off in that 
congested river. For towing purposes, I think it will 
damage our towing business. 

One of the best features about our yard is 
we are far west, so we are a safe haven during 
hurricanes. I think that's going to be another issue 
where people may consider "I don't know if we want to 
go all the way up there during a hurricane, what if we 
can't get up there, what if the river is jammed with 
boats trying to get west of the bridges." I think 
that's going to hurt our business. 

And I'm sure you know, with the economy the 
way it was six years ago, we're all just starting to 
get back on our feet. This is going to knock us right 
back down again. 

I think it's definitely going to be a hiring 
factor as well. Who wants to sit in all that traffic 
to get to work if you work at Bradford Marine. So it 
may chase away employees that might otherwise consider 
us may choose to work for yards further east so they 
don't have to deal with it. That's basically it. 



STATEMENT OF FRED HAMMOND 

MR. HAMMOND: My name is Fred Hammond, 
H-a-m-m-o-n-d. I work on a private motor yacht 
named Team Galati, 112 feet, but for the past six 
years I've been the Westport delivery Captain 
from the facility just down the street and would 
make six, eight, ten runs a week down the river 
with a 40~meter boat, which is 330 tons of boat. 

The bridge being down would affect us very 
much by not having -- allowing us to do our sea 
trials and sales runs for people, not counting 
going back a nd forth to the yards to get our work 
done. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck by the 
bridge? 

MR. HAMMOND: Oh, yeah. I've had the train 
stop on the bridge for almost an hour, train just 
dead stop. 

MS. HEBERT: And what were some of your 
concerns while you were --

MR. HAMMOND: I was having to keep control 
of the yacht during the winds, the currents, the 
other boats, the other -- especially the little 
boats. 

MS. HEBERT: And so if this bridge were down 
more than the 20 minutes per hour and it was down 
on average of 30 minutes per every hour --

MR. HAMMOND: It would cause us a lot of 
havoc, possible damage. I always say one bump is 
$10,000. You can't get back to the yard to get 
it repaired. 

No, I think that it's just causing too much. 
All this limiting the train numbers and car 
numbers, that would be a great thing, but I don't 
think that's ever going to happen. They have to 
put overpasses or tunnel them down underneath. 
Either way, somebody has to spend money to 
prepare the infrastructure to prepare like it is 
in other countries. 



STATEMENT OF GENE DOUGLAS 

MR. DOUGLAS: My name is Gene, G-e-n-e, 
Douglas, D-o-u-g-1-a-s. For 11 and a half years, I 
was vice president administration and general counsel 
of Bradford Marine and I continue to represent 
Bradford Marine in my corporate and legal consulting 
firm. 

I have known Bradford since the 1970s. I 1 ve 
been in the marine industry since 1975 from the 
commercial side. Then I came to Bradford in January 
of 2003 and I've been intimately involved with it ever 
since. Bradford Marine is one of the world's largest 
undercover yacht repair facilities servicing a large 
number of -- large yachts from its facility at 3051 
West State Road 84, west of the New River railroad 
bridge. 

This is a very serious issue with a 
potential for a very material impact on a very 
important industry. Increased congestion around the 
New River bridge only increases the probability of 
marine-related access, loss of property and worse. 

What needs to be done is long-range, 
broad-sighted, not myopic, single-purpose planning to 
overcome this obstacle. Bradford Marine is not 
against the train, per se, but rather we need to 
achieve a workable solution that would benefit all of 
the marine industry, as well as those -- as well as 
the train. When I say the marine industry, I take 
into account the -- all of the many shipyards and 
other marine-related businesses west of the New River 
railroad bridge, plus all those businesses that work 
with those businesses, so the effect is very, very 
serious. 

In my view, penalties and the creation of a 
fund won't sufficiently compensate this important 
industry for a loss of business created by a bridge 
restricting access to their businesses, let alone help 
affected homeowners and their property values. 

I would propose that the U.S. Coast Guard or 
some other governmental agency be given operational 
control over the existing bridge in the event it is 
not open at least 40 minutes an hour to allow marine 
traffic to come up the river and down the river. 

In addition, there's a 2000 -- 2007 or 2009 
study done by the Florida Department of Transportation 
talking about the feasibility of creating freight rail 
lines up the U.S. 27 corridor. There's a large 
Florida East Coast Railway yard in north Hialeah and 
there is an existing rail head south of Lake 



Okeechobee, and the distance to connect those two to 
divert freight traffic out of the ports of Miami and 
Port Everglades is really not that long. It would be 
easy to do. 

In addition, Florida East Coast needs to be 
required to build a new, higher, faster bridge that 
would accommodate the general marine traffic through 
that area. · 

Again, I believe this needs to be taken very 
seriously. I'm particularly taken by the fact that 
the U.S. Coast Guard in charge of the navigation of 
that river will take an active role and I laud them 
doing so. End of statement. 



STATEMENT OF HEATHER MATTHEWS 

MS. MATTHEWS: My name is Heather, 
H-e-a-t-h-e-r, Matthews, M-a-t-t-h-e-w-s. 

So, yeah, I think it would be a really bad 
idea because a lot of our customers do use the New 
River and we have heard some of them say they wouldn't 
be able to do business with us because of the 
inconvenience that it would have. 

And I was actually just talking to somebody 
about how inconvenient it is. When the bridge goes 
down, it goes down for way too long, and she just told 
me one of the boats actually hit it once because of 
how inconvenient it is and all the traffic that gets 
built up with it. 

It would affect our jobs, too, because those 
are our customers and they pay our bills. So it would 
be a really big inconvenience. 

MS. HEBERT: And where do you work? 
MS. MATTHEWS: Boat Owners Warehouse and 

I've worked here for six years. 
MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck by the 

bridge on the water yourself or via traffic or --
MS. MATTHEWS: I know the traffic is really 

bad. Myself personally, I have not, but I've heard 
plenty of stories about how bad it is. 



STATEMENT OF HENRY RUPPEL 

MR. RUPPEL: My name is Henry Ruppel, 
R-u-p-p-e-1. Company, Bradford Marine, as long as my 
working career. 

MS. HEBERT: We don't have a copy of that. 
So you've worked in the marine industry -

MR. RUPPEL: All my life. 
This company is a family business. It's 

very important to me, a lot of other people. 
Additional closures to the bridge can really affect 
traffic, affect boats coming in. 

MS. HEBERT: What do you do for the company? 
MR. RUPPEL: Project manager. 
MS. HEBERT: So you know when the boats come 

in or they come up river --
MR. RUPPEL: Schedule now and now they're 

already -- you know, they need to be towed because 
we're so crowded and it's just going to add to a whole 
lot of hassle, not to mention working downtown, 
additional bridge closures and traffic. 

MS. HEBERT: What would you think the impact 
would be if the bridge was closed more than 40 minutes 
of every hour? Meaning it was not open 40 minutes, 
what would you think if 20 minutes out of every hour 
or 30 minutes 

MR. RUPPEL: It's almost jammed up now. My 
brother lives over the bridge and we watch the traffic 
jam almost daily. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck on the 
waterway? 

MR. RUPPEL: Yes. 
MS. HEBERT: And what was that like? 
MR. RUPPEL: It's hard to maneuver a boat 

and hold it in position, especially with incoming or 
outgoing tides and winds. You risk a lot of 
accidents. 

I'm kind of repeating everything else that 
everybody else says. 

It would be great if they could run the 
tracks out west, up 27. 

I own a home, my children are in private 
school, and this could all put it at risk. 



STATEMENT OF JAMES SIMON 

MR. SIMON: My name is James Simon, 
J-a-rn-e-s S-i-rn-o-n. Name of the company, of course, 
is Roscioli Yachting Center. I've been in the marine 
industry probably a good 20-plus years. 

As far as my company, we repair -- also 
build yachts, so anything less than, you know, letting 
them through is going to slow us down, of course. 

MS. HEBERT: Do your customers come here 
from the New River? 

MR. SIMON: Every 
them has to come up the New 

MS. HEBERT: Have 
and down the New River? 

MR. SIMON: Yes. 

every single one of 
River and go back down it. 
you yourself traveled up 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck 
MR. SIMON: Yep. 
MS. HEBERT: because of the bridge and 

what was that like? 
MR. SIMON: One day it kept going down and 

down and up and down, up and down, and it would go 
part way up and then down. We were only in a small 
30-foot boat, but we got hung up there for a good 45, 
50 minutes before we managed to sneak through. There 
were a couple -- several boats backed up and waiting 
on either side and every time it would go up, one or 
two would sneak by each way and then the rest of us 
were stuck when it went back down. There were no 
trains coming across it, it was just corning down for 
no reason. 



STATEMENT OF JIMMY FLOYD 

MR. FLOYD: My name is Jimmy Floyd, 
F-1-o-y-d, and I am with Bradford Marine. I have been 
employed in the marine industry since 1976. I'm not 
sure how many years that is. 

Describe your company related to the New 
River. We are a shipyard and yacht brokerage on State 
Road 84, Marina Mile, west of 95, so we are west of 
the train bridge. 

And the impact to our business, I think it 
would be detrimental to our business. We depend on 
the river being open, as do many of the shipyards and 
marinas west of the train tracks. 

I have been delayed by the train many times. 
MR. REED: Tell us about that. 
MR. MEHAFFEY: About one of them 

actually, I can tell you about one of them. We had 
some problems. We were delayed by the -- by the 
bridge and we were starting to get a pile up. We were 
actually inbound and we started getting boats piled up 
and it was an ingoing tide and boats started losing 
control, being pushed towards the tracks, and we 
actually had to lay several boats up beside each other 
right there at River Walk area and start rafting 
people off. That was pretty bad. 

I do own a home east of town, east of the 
tracks and I work west of the tracks, so already I get 
delayed every morning with the one train we have. So 
the delay in time of getting to work and getting home 
would just be unbelievable. I can't imagine. I do 
have a child in school, in the school system here. 

I think it would be horrible for anybody 
west of the ... 

MR. REED: Do you own property on the river? 
MR. FLOYD: No, I don't own property. I 

own -- I do own apartments on -- property on 
17th Street. I think what it's going to do to the 
industry locally. 

MR. REED: Is it going to affect your 
property values? 

MR. FLOYD: Of course. Yeah, it will. 
There are a lot of businesses on that river, more than 
people realize. More than people realize. I tell you 
what. Now that this has come up, take a ride up and 
down the river and look. You notice it differently 
now. So it will definitely impact the industry, 
marine industry in Fort Lauderdale in a huge way. And 
that's all I've got to say about that. 



STATEMENT OF JOHN ALTY 

MR. ALTY: My name is John Alty. I'm a 
first officer on the Motor Yacht Atomic. I'm from 
Australia. I've been working in the industry 
internationally now for about nine years and I've been 
moving up and will eventually become the position of 
captain. 

Having seen the facilities that are operated 
up river from the downtown area where the bridge is, 
there is a very good collection of local businesses 
which are available to us at this time should we 
desire to come up here. At the time I will become 
captain, then I would be coming into making decisions 
about where we will take our boat for refits, haul 
outs, and the rest of the services which they offer up 
the river. 

Should the closing times for that rail 
bridge be -- come into account for what times we 
can -- we are able to go up and down the river, then 
I'm more likely to not go up there. I'm more likely 
to have whatever vessel I'm working on be in an area 
where I can have access to the sea without impedence. 



STATEMENT OF JOHN BARBER 

MR. BARBER: Name is John Barber, 
B-a-r-b-e-r. I'm a paint shop foreman here. 

MS. HEBERT: And the name of the company? 
MR. BARBER: Roscioli Yachting Center. 
MS. HEBERT: And how long have you been in 

the marine industry? 
MR. BARBER: Three and a half years. 
MS. HEBERT: Okay. And what do you think 

the New River means to you personally, as well as 
this company, how would it affect you? 

MR. BARBER: It's going to stop the amount 
of boats we have in here to do our job and to pay 
our livelihood so we can live just like everybody 
else. If this yard closes down, I'm going to 
have to find a new job. 

MS. HEBERT: Do you think you would have to 
relocate? 

MR. BARBER: Yeah, yeah, I would have to 
relocate. It's going to affect everybody in this 
place; not just me, even the owner. So I feel 
that we should -- like the captain just said, we 
should limit the amount of cars so it limits the 
amount of time that gate is up, and if you do 
that, I think everybody would be happy. 

MS. HEBERT: Okay. Thank you very much. 
MR. BARBER: You're welcome. 



STATEMENT OF JOHN FALK 

MR. FALK: My name is John Henry Falk, 
F-a-1-k. At this point, I'm representing Yacht Haven 
Park and Marina. We're an RV park on the New River 
just west of 95 on the south -- on the north side of 
State Road 84. As in the name, we are a marina and an 
RV park. 

I, myself, have been in the marine industry 
for 40 years and I've been employed by Yacht Haven for 
15 years. 

In speaking to some of our clients who are 
there, they are inclined, if it's going to be tough to 
get up and down the river, not to come back because 
they don't like -- they don't love it now that it 
takes between 45 minutes and an hour to get up and 
down the river. If it's going to take them two hours, 
two and a half hours, that means you're looking at a 
five-hour day going down and coming back to use your 
boat. That's almost the time you'd use your boat. 

So we would probably lose a good part of our 
clientele and, I mean, they spend a lot of money in 
the area. We are just a marina, so all -- most of the 
people that need work done on their boat go to the 
boatyards that are in the area and a lot of that 
business would be lost. 

And as a taxpayer in the City of Fort 
Lauderdale, County of Broward, I really think this has 
been pushed through without notifying us as a 
taxpayer. It just was pushed through. No one 
notified about the rail. Obviously, I wasn't 
notified, so the marine industry wasn't notified. I 
just don't think that it's a feasible thing unless 
they can have the river open between 35 and 40 minutes 
an hour so people can plan when they're going to go up 
and down. 



STATEMENT OF JOHN TERRILL 

MR. TERRILL: My name is John Terrill. Last 
name is spelled T-e-r-r-i-1-1. I serve as the 
dockmaster at Lauderdale Marine Center here. I'm a 
resident of Fort Lauderdale and I own a home here. 

I'm greatly concerned about the impact that 
the trains will have on our business and the community 
at large. Boats that come to our facility have to 
navigate all of the bridges and finally the railroad 
bridge, the FEC bridge, to get to our facility. It 
can be very frustrating when they have to wait. They 
have to deal with both the currents, the unknown as to 
how long the bridges will be down, the bridge -
railroad bridge will be down, and also, oftentimes, 
recreational traffic. That can be very daunting and 
can be cause for them to look elsewhere. 

There are some captains that already decided 
to go to other businesses that are not on the New 
River to avoid the frustration. With our kind of 
business, a yacht can go anywhere they want. A lot of 
our yachts are international and they can choose 
facilities in Europe, they can choose facilities in 
the United States but out of state, or facilities out 
of county, and we're trying to protect our business 
and the livelihoods of the families that work with us. 

MS. HEBERT: Lauderdale Marine Center 
facilitates how many other subcontractors able to do 
business on a daily basis? 

MR. TERRILL: We have on-site 60 businesses 
that work here. We have approximately 1,000 people 
that come through the gate every day to work on boats, 
and it's important to many, many families in our 
community. That's about it, I think. 



STATEMENT OF KATHLEEN NITABACH 

MS. NITABACH: My name is Kathleen Nitabach. 
That's K-a-t - h-1-e-e-n. Last name is N-i-t-a-b-a-c-h. 
I'm a principle in Bradford Marine on the New River. 
I've been in the marine industry -- well, Bradford 
Marine's been there since 1966 and we are a marine 
repair and refurbishment facility. 

Now~ the draft economic impact study did not 
correctly measure the impact of longer and more 
frequent train bridge closures. It's not just wasted 
fuel, as it states. It is the impact of new 
impediments to the ease of navigation of this public 
resource. 

The marine industries have a total economic 
impact of $8.8 billion of which I am a part of and a 
large part of this is from the New River access point. 
If the river becomes too difficult to navigate, the 
boats will go elsewhere for the repairs and 
refurbishments. 

Between the river's strong current and 
vesse l congestion while waiting for the bridge, the 
risk of damage to these vessels will deter the 
captains from planning yardwork at the facilities west 
of the New River or rail bridge. 

And it's not just the bridge opening and 
closing that goes into the planning of a trip up the 
river. It's also the tides that compose a critical 
element to the na v igation on the New River. 
Coordinating tides, currents, traffic, plus 
restrictive bridge openings will be a significant 
detriment to our industry should the bridge restrict 
access to our waterways more frequently than they do 
now. The situation at its current level is barely 
tolerable. Additional closure time would be the final 
straw in influencing where these vessels go for 
repair. 

This is a 50-year-old bridge. Adding 
additional open/close cycles will only create more 
opportunities for breakdowns. The only improvement to 
the bridge closure downtime suggested by AAF is 
shortening the closure time prior to train arrival 
from ten minutes closure prior to arrival to a 
five-minute closure time prior to arrival. 

The bridge tender promised by AAF will not 
have operational control over the bridge by their own 
admission. The river is a public resource being 
restricted for private profit. The marine industries 
do not impose any restrictions on the public access of 
these waterways, yet the private AAF is asking the 



marine industry to share this resource 50/50. It is 
not ours to share, neither is it there's. It belongs 
to the public. 

The marine businesses, private property 
owners, and boat -- public at large all share this 
precious resource without restricting either one's 
access to it. 

AAF proposes to deny access to the 
navigation of these waterways 12 hours out of every 
24. There are other options for the railroad to take. 
It's just cheaper and more profitable for them to take 
away public access for their own gain. 

This not only affects the waterways, it 
affects local street traffic, adding at least one hour 
per day of critical street closures. The AAF closure 
time estimates are made under best case scenarios with 
no allowances for train delays, crossing malfunctions, 
and the like. 

The solution is to take the traffic -- the 
freight traffic out west to the Route 27 corridor 
where the impact to the public would be minimized. 
The rebuilding of the badly aged bridge to a higher 
level would allow at least some of the boat traffic to 
pass under while closed. But these solutions are 
expensive and the AAF would rather deny access to the 
public than deny profits to their owners. 



STATEMENT OF KODY LASHER 

MR. LASHER: Hi. My name is Kody Lasher, 
K-o-d-y L-a-s-h-e-r. The name of the company I work 
for is Boat Owners Warehouse. I've been in the marine 
industry now for a year and a half, love it. 

The way to describe that we're related to 
the New River is that we're a lot to do with selling 
boat parts to a lot of the boat captains around here 
and not even them, just the weekend people. 

And I think it would just be a really, 
really, really big impact on the boat captains that 
are going up and down the river all day long. I mean, 
you've got the water taxis and you've got Sea Tow 
going up and down, it would just affect them. 

And if they don't come in here to get their 
parts, where are they going to get them? How are they 
going to get to where they need to go with the boats? 

I have been stuck by the train numerous 
times, the one on Downtowner and the one by 95, and 
it's 20 minutes or longer sometimes and it's not fun 
being stuck there. You're trying to have fun and 
the current is a real pain. 

MS. HEBERT: Do you ever see any safety 
issues, meaning, you know, what did you do when you 
sat for 20 minutes? 

MR. LASHER: Oh, yeah. Try to stay out of 
the way of the bigger boats because they have nowhere 
to really go. Once you're stuck there, they've got to 
wait just as long as you do, and then you're like, 
well, they have the right-of-way because they're a 
much bigger vessel than I am, so 

MR. BAUM: Have you had any near collisions? 
MR. LASHER: Unfortunately, no. Thank God, 

I have not --
MS. HEBERT: That's a fortune. 
MR. LASHER: -- because that would be bad. 

It's a good thing we haven't, though. 
MS. HEBERT: That would be unfortunate. 
MR. LASHER: That would be pretty bad. 
That's about it, really. I mean, I think it 

would really have a lot to do with people not coming 
in and moving their boats somewhere else to get their 
parts and everything else. 

MR. BAUM: And this is your livelihood here, 
this is how you make your living. 

MR. LASHER: Yeah, I've been born and raised 
and I've had a boat ever since -- ever since I've been 
growing up. I've always been on boats and fishing and 
just going up and down the river and learning about 



everything in the marine industry and getting more 
experience about it. Now, it would be like it would 
be taking it away from me and I really wouldn't likS 
that. That's just not fun. Being on the water is 
probably the best thing people have these days. 

MR. BAUM: Your dad worked here when you 
were born. 

MR. LASHER: Yeah, my dad worked at the 
Hallandale store many years ago. He was the manager 
for it, actually. So if it wasn't for him, I wouldn't 
be in the marine industry, actually. He taught me a 
lot and I definitely took a lot of his advice on the 
marine industry. He's definitely helped me come a 
long way in the marine industry to be safe on the 
boats and tell other p~ople that are just now getting 
into it how to be safe and the right-of-ways for -
which vessel has the right-of-way and everything like 
that. So it's definitely a good industry to be in. 



STATEMENT OF LEN DE LA HAYE 

MR. DE LA HAYE: My name is Len De La Haye. 
That's L-e-n. Family name is De La Haye, D-e L-a 
H-a-y-e. 

I'm a private individual. I'm a boat 
captain at the Marina Bay marina. My fiance is 
connected with McDonald's hardware store, which is 
related to the marine industry. 

I've been here in the States for two years 
when I purchased a boat here and came to Fort 
Lauderdale to refit it. During the time, I've logged 
95 journeys on the New River, so I'm very well 
acquainted with it. 

Looking at the navigation on the New River 
and the industry -- the marine industry as a whole, 
this came about -- the industry came about in the '50s 
and '60s and has become what it has become today. 

This is where the CSX bridge and the FEC 
bridge that's being literally used only for freight, 
which is probably six to eight maximum trains a day, 
so for all intents and purposes little impact on the 
navigation of the New River. However, the proposals 
now by the All Aboard Florida and for the excess 
container freight coming from Port Everglades and 
Miami and the opening of the Panama Canal, with all 
the amount of trains proposed to go across these 
bridges, it really is not conceivable for any river to 
become unnavigable. 

The study in 2006 when they were looking at 
railway traffic across the New River, the study said 
that bridges or a bridge should be built, an opening 
bridge of 35 feet or a fixed bridge of 45 feet or a 
tunnel, and that was after a lengthy investigation and 
study of New River. 

The EIS and, in particular, the navigation 
report totally contradicts what that lengthy report 
established. If the railway traffic is to increase 
across the New River and to live compatible with the 
marine industry and also residents, there must be 
proper infrastructure put into place, whether that is 
a fixed bridge of 45 feet or an opening bridge of 
35 feet or a tunnel, for the long term -- because we 
must look at the long term, it will be the next 
hundred years, and future generations will look back 
on what has developed here and it will either be in a 
good light or a bad light. 

And so at the end of the day, one must look 
at the initial report and say that the infrastructure 
must be put in place to allow proper navigation on the 



New River and that must be a bridge of some 
description and the removal of these two eye sores, 
which are the CSX bridge and FEC railroad bridge. 
That's it. 



STATEMENT OF MARVIN WILSON 

MR. WILSON: Marvin Wilson, M-a-r-v-i-n, and 
Wilson, W-i-1-s-o-n. The name of the company is 
Motor Yacht Atomic. I'm captain of the ship. 
I've been in the industry for 20 years. God, I'm 
old. I really am. I am one of the larger yachts 
that comes up the river to have work done. 

MS. HEBERT: What size would that be? 
MR. WILSON: We're 150 feet. We've just bid 

out $1.27 million of work to be done here, 
$1,270,000. 

MS. HEBERT: Do you come up the river 
under --

MR. WILSON: We are towed. 
Impact your business. A couple of things 

that concern me with the time period is we are 
very large. In coming up, a lot of times we can 
be delayed and so forth and having to hold a 
$40-million toy in one position for a long time 
is going to be -- the question is will the 
insurance company insure us to be held for an 
extended amount of time. 

Another thing that is very concerning to us, 
I believe it was in 1970 -- early '70s, there was 
an accident with this bridge and it shut the 
river down for about three months. 

So if I bring my boat up here and there is 
an accident on the bridge, how long would we be 
stuck up here? We charter for about a million 
dollars a week. Who would be paying that to us? 

Have we been delayed? No, we haven't. We 
know when we're coming up and down with sea 
trials and so forth, we time around that. And at 
this time with the bridge going down, we have a 
large enough window to make sure that it does not 
affect us. It's all about the window that will 
be once that bridge does --

MS. HEBERT: What do you mean by window? 
MR. WILSON: The space of time between the 

bridge coming up and down, allowing us enough 
time for, you know, anything that may delay us 
where we're not endangering the vessel. 

MS. HEBERT: If the bridge were to be down 
for the extended period of time, would that 
affect your decision --

MR. WILSON: Yeah, it definitely could. And 
I know that Thunderbolt Marine in Savannah, 
Georgia is already marketing to everyone because 
of the inconvenience of this and a lot of the 



other marinas on the East Coast are just waiting 
for this to happen because we will go. 



STATEMENT OF MICHAEL FORD 

MR. FORD: Good morning. My name Michael 
Ford. Name of company, I've got two: Jedline, 
Limited and New Idea, Limited. We have two yachts. 
I've been in the industry over 30 years. 

Company related to New River. We've been 
bringing our boats to Bradford for the last 28 years. 

If the bridge was to close for the 40-minute 
period, I would probably go elsewhere, find a yard the 
other side of the bridge. Two reasons: It's 
inconvenient; it's going to cost me for more the tugs, 
more insurance policy now with smaller boats being 
around and it just wouldn't be bene£icial for us. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck by the 
bridge? 

MR. FORD: Yeah. 
MS. HEBERT: And what was that like? 
MR. FORD: Terrible, because they opened the 

flood gates there next-door and I went straight across 
on the other side. I was stuck there for over an hour 
waiting for the train. 

MS. HEBERT: Worrying about other boats, 
smaller boats? 

MR. FORD: Yeah, I was worrying about 
everything. I mean, that was on a smaller boat. Now 
I've got a 164-footer, you know, I'm not going to be 
bringing it up the river. I know I use tugs, but 
still, if you got four or five boats sitting there 
with tugs waiting, it's just a nightmare. It's just 
not worth it. Especially if I was only coming up for 
a month period, still not worth it. Then you're held 
captive this side of the bridge until you want to get 
out. 

MS. HEBERT: And when you bring a boat here 
and you bring it to this yard, how many other 
businesses also work on the boat? 

MR. FORD: Oh, this year alone, I've been 
here a year, and I've had probably 20 other businesses 
working on the boat and I'm spending well over 
three -- you know, well over three-plus million 
dollars, so that's a big impact on the industry. 

MS. HEBERT: Thank you. 



STATEMENT OF MIKE GRILLO 

MR. GRILLO: My name is Mike Grillo. I work 
for Bradford Marine. I've been employed here for 19 
years and before that, I worked at Broward Marine for 
16, so I've been here for 35 years. 

The problem, our company is west of the 
of 95 bridge. So any time if that bridge is shut down 
and we're not getting boats down here, it's not good. 
Me, I have a lot of experience, but since I'm older, 
you know, if I have to look for another job if our 
place shuts down, it's not good because I'm older. 

I don't understand why we can't figure out a 
way to make it I know we need the trains, but I 
don't know why we can't build a bridge up above 95 or 
something, you know. We're smart enough, we should 
figure something out. We have the money here. And 
boat businesses make a lot of money. 

I'm just hoping it works out in the marine 
industry's favor because there's a lot of people's 
jobs on the line. 



STATEMENT OF PAUL LAFAUCI 

MR. LAFAUCI: My name is Paul Lafauci. 
First name Paul, P-a-u-1. Last name Lafauci, 
L-a-f-a-u-c-i. 

I'm the general manager for Boat Owners 
Warehouse in Fort Lauderdale. I started in the marine 
industry when I was 15 years old scraping barnacles at 
a boatyard and I just had my 50th birthday. So I've 
been in the marine industry for a long time, about 36 
years. 

The company here just celebrated our 35th 
anniversary and we sell boating supplies directly to 
the marinas, boatyards, and the pleasure boater in 
Broward County. 

We're very concerned about the bridge 
program. If the bridge is to be down more than 40 
minutes per hour, it will definitely make the choice 
for that boater of whether or not they want to keep 
their boat here in Broward or go to other areas that 
are much more convenient. 

Our business is located on Marina Mile. It 
may no longer be known as Marina Mile because this 
program, if they implement it, will cause -- may cause 
those boatyards to go out of business and that will 
directly affect our business, which is a decrease in 
customers, revenue, and I may have to lay off 
employees as well. So it will definitely directly 
impact our businesses. 

When I worked for the boatyards, I was a 
line -- a line handler. I was young. We were delayed 
many times in both directions waiting for the train 
bridge to either go up or allow other boat traffic to 
go through. And let me just tell you, when you're 
delayed, if it's a breezy day, it's very, very scary 
and dangerous for both your boat, plus any other boats 
and boats that are docked in the area as well. So 
there are safety issues based on those boats being 
stuck at the bridge, not being able to go forward. 

Yes, I do own a home and, no, I do not have 
children in school right now. 



STATEMENT OF PAUL STENGEL 

MR. STENGEL: 
Plan A Marine Holdings. 
industry 40 years. 

Paul Stengel, S-t-e-n-g-e-1. 
I've been employed in the 

MS. HEBERT: That's just a guideline. So if 
you want, talk about what are your ties to the New 
River, if you want to give that kind of background. 

MR. STENGEL: I'm a yacht captain. I come 
up here to have my yacht serviced and I've been coming 
here since 1978. 

Over those years, I've seen the river change 
and grow. The vessel traffic is huge. You start 
closing the bridges like that and the tugboats can't 
open them, I can't open them, going to have boat 
accidents. So then captains like myself won't put up 
with it and won't come and it hurts the yards that are 
up here that can't get the work from the big boats, 
you know. We'll go to -- we'll go to Palm Beach, 
Rybovich, and that's not fair. They've already lost 
enough business to those guys up there for other 
means. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been stuck by the 
railroad bridge? 

MR. STENGEL: Absolutely. I've been stuck 
there for a day. Bridge went down and wouldn't open. 
And when they say the bridge is going to close for 30 
minutes, they're lying to you. You can quote that. 
They're lying to you. It's not going to happen. 

I'm not trying to take away from the 
railroad business. What needs to happen is a lim~t 
put on how many cars they put behind that locomotive, 
so the bridge is only closed for a short time. But 
when you start seeing 170 cars -- you know how long I 
sat at the 84 crossing the other day? You've been 
there. Now you're going to have that crossing closed 
down how many times a day? 

So forget the yacht industry, look at the 
vehicle traffic that's going to be -- it's going to 
cause accidents. People are going to get hurt. 

So whoever thought this up has no concern 
for the general public, has no concern for people 
trying to make a living, just the railroad. 

And our mistake was Truman gave the railroad 
too much power. It's true. Nothing stopping the 
railroad from shutting that crossing down on 84 and 
say go a different way. The State can't do anything 
about it. 

MS. HEBERT: The New River --
MR. STENGEL : The U.S. Coast Guard controls 



that. So the Coast Guard has to come in and say too 
many trains or you know what, the train can only have 
20 cars or 30 cars, not 170. 

MS. HEBERT: It is the position of the 
Marine Industry Association of South Florida that the 
bridge be open a minimum of 40 minutes per every hour 
consecutively. 

MR. STENGEL: r mean, you've got some big 
boats that come up here and that's where these guys 
make their money. They make money on little boats, 
but not like what I spend, and for us to stop coming, 
some of these yards will go away. 

I look at it -- I'm a captain. I believe in 
safety and from a safety standard, you get three or 
four yachts tied up at that bridge because it's closed 
for a long period of time, the river gets backed up, 
what are you going to do? You're going to have 
accidents. 

I mean, there's spots on the river where two 
big boats can't pass like a car, you know, one way and 
the other way, so it's going to cause accidents. We 
already have accidents. This is going to make it a 
lot worse, you know, and I don't have an answer for 
the railroad company except limit the cars. 

Then you know it's only 20, 30 cars, I can 
see it's going to be a few minutes, boom. You take 
84, they come with 170 cars and then they're backing 
up into the rail yard back and forth, can you imagine 
then if those bridges do that? It will be a nightmare 
for everybody. 

And if some senator had to use that road or 
have his boat come up, we wouldn't be going through 
this. I've written them -- I've written five letters 
already. 

MS. HEBERT: Good. 
MR. STENGEL: Because it's a safety hazard. 

Not that I don't want the railroad to make money, 
everybody needs to make money in this country, but we 
all have to consider each other. 

Maybe the railroad needs to chip in, stop 
taking government funds, and put an overpass on the 
crossing for the streets, anyway, and then limit the 
cars on how long that bridge will be closed for the 
marine industry. That's what I think. 



STATEMENT OF PHIL BOYLE 

MR. BOYLE: I'm Phil Boyle, B-o-y-1-e. 
been with this company for 34 years in February. 

I've 
I 

also work down the river down by I-95 at what was 
Lauderdale Yacht Basin at the time. I started when I 
was 20 years old. I'm 58 now. 

Before that, my parents owned a shipyard, a 
small boatyard down close to just west of the Andrews 
bridge, right downtown Fort Lauderdale on West Las 
Olas Boulevard, so I go back to -- all the way back to 
1964. I've been on the river that long, you know. 
That's why my arms are all cooked up, I've seen a lot 
of sun. 

MS. HEBERT: What do you think the impact 
would be, the All Aboard Florida Project is projecting 
52 trains with an average closure of 30 minutes per 
hour every hour? 

MR. BOYLE: To be blunt, I think it's going 
to help paralyze the whole county and any county the 
train runs through. The amount of times that bridge 
is going to be closed, it's going to -- it's going to 
take a traffic. problem that's already bad and make it 
next to impossible to go anywhere. 

MS. HEBERT: Do you think boats will still 
choose to come here or what do you think the impact 
will be to Bradford? 

MR. BOYLE: The impact on all the shipyards 
and boatyards and anybody who has a business along the 
river, it's going to make the loyal customers annoyed 
because they have to wait and they have to schedule 
even more so than they do now. It's going to jam up 
the river, as well, with boats because they have to 
wait in line to get through. 

MS. HEBERT: Do you see any safety hazards? 
MR. BOYLE: Safety hazards is all those 

boats that are trying to get through and they can't go 
anywhere. They have tides coming in, tides going out. 
You have the pumping stations where they dump millions 
of gallons of water whenever they want to, that's -
that's not even tied into how we do anything. That's 
Florida Freshwater Management or whatever it is. They 
do what they want. 

The traffic is going to be ridiculous. It's 
already not good. I already mentioned it. And I 
think that people will seek an easier way to do things 
by finding an alternative of -- instead of coming up 
New River, they'll go to Palm Beach or will go to 
Miami. 

It's been tough going through the past ten 



years for all these businesses along the river because 
once the rich people stop spending money, things start 
dying off a little bit, people start losing their 
jobs, companies struggle to hang on to their 
businesses, and that causes a big problem for all the 
families and the companies can't grow. 

We worked real hard over the years trying to 
build our company here and I think it's a bad decision 
and I, for one, wouldn't jump on a train going 
120 miles an hour on a track that was built probably 
60 years ago or more. That wasn't designed for 
anybody to go that fast. I think it's a little crazy, 
but ... 

this far. 
do that. 

MS. HEBERT: Thank you very much. 
MR. BOYLE: I never thought it would get 

I talked to somebody and say, no, we can't 



STATEMENT OF RENEE HOBART 

MS. HOBART: My name is Captain Renee 
Hobart, spelled R-e-n-e - e H-o-b-a-r-t. I have a yacht 
maintenance company called Ariel Yacht Services, as 
well as working now for Boat Owners Warehouse and 
D.S. Hull. 

I have been employed in the marine industry 
for 27 years and my company -- up until this past 
year, I have been working with Hargrave Custom Yachts, 
as well as my company, doing sea trials up and down 
the New River, taking boats throughout for haul outs 
and service and keeping them up at Marina Bay, all the 
way up for hurricanes, things like that. 

I personally have been impacted numerous 
times by the bridge being down on the New River and 
the current pushing, pushing, pushing, pushing the 
boats into the bridge. 

I would hope that we could come to some 
agreement and have the bridge go up and down faster or 
have less trains. 

Also, impact on my business is out here on 
the street. This morning coming to work I was backed 
up with this train here on State Road 84, backed up 
all the way to Southwest 9th, so -- and yes, I have 
been delayed many times by the train bridge on a sea 
trial in both directions. 

Do you need -- do you want examples, per se? 
One time~ in particular, going to the Boat Show in 
Miami, we were stuck. The train was actually dead 
stopped on the train bridge for an hour and 45 minutes 
after a pedestrian was hit in Pompano, and we didn't 
get out. We were just there in the cul-de-sac -- in 
the bay area by the museum and waiting for them to 
move the train so we could get the boats out. There 
were quite a few of us there. 

And yes, I do own a home, and no, I do not 
have any children in school. 



STATEMENT OF RICHARD LAMARRE 

MR. LAMARRE: My name is Richard Lamarre 
with Bradford Marine. I've been with the company for 
four months, a short time. I'm a project engineer and 
also a project managerr 

And how we are affected, the flow of 
traffic -- I can speak because I work in Miami for 29 
years at Bertram Yacht and we have similar situation 
where we have to go out for sea trial and so forth, 
and we have multiple boats here that have to schedule 
for sea trials to go out. And our broad line is the 
river to be able to keep our business going, and there 
are a lot of people that are working here that would 
be affected by restricting our motion to be able to go 
out on sea trial and bring the boats in. 

We are a repair facility, so we depend on 
boats coming in to the repair facility. If we 
restrict our customers coming in, we're losing 
business and we all would be affected by it. 

MS. HEBERT: Absolutely. 
MR. LAMARRE: So that's my personal opinion 

about it and I'm sure that all the other people here 
feel the same way. 

MS. HEBERT: She needs you to spell your 
first and last name. 

MR. LAMARRE: My first name is Richard, 
R-i-c-h-a-r-d. Last name is Lamarre, L-a-m-a-r-r-e. 



STATEMENT OF RICHARD LOMAN 

MR. LOMAN: Richard Loman, R-i-c-h-a-r-d 
L-o-m-a-n. 

MS. HE'BERT: And the name of your company? 
MR. LOMAN: The Fiberglass Shop of Fort 

Lauderdale. 

}:;msiness? 

industry? 

MS. HEBERT: And how long have you been in 

MR. LOMAN: About 15 years. 
MS. HEBERT: How long have you been in the 

MR. LOMAN: My whole life. 
MS. HEBERT: So 25? 
MR. LOMAN: About that. Thank you. 
MS. HEBERT: You're welcome. 
Describe how your company is related to the 

New River. 
MR. LOMAN: We're based at Lauderdale Marine 

Center and that's where the lion's share of our work 
comes in. And if our customers couldn't reach us, we 
won't be able to assist them and in turn, okay, that 
would have a radical effect on us, on the ability for 
us to make money. 

MS. HEBERT: Have you ever been delayed 
because of the bridge or have any of your customers? 

MR. LOMAN: Many times. 
MS. HEBERT: What was that experience like? 
MR. LOMAN: Frustrating for the customer, 

especially with the craft that don't have all the 
marcons that some of the new stuff has. So it's 
difficult to maintain the yacht on a narrow stretch of 
river with the tide corning in and so forth. So it 
hasn't been a good feedback. 



STATEMENT OF ROBIN MATTHEWS 

MS. MATTHEWS: My name is Robin Matthews. I 
work at Boat Owners Warehouse. I've been employed 
seven years. 

If the boats can't go up the New River, then 
it's going to severely hurt our business because 
they're going to find somewhere else to go that they 
don't have to wait forever. 

As living in this neighborhood, that train 
is a thorn in my side to begin with. Just going 
grocery shopping takes you 40 minutes to get home. 

I am a single mother. I totally depend on 
my paycheck every week and if our business gets hurt, 
then my job has a possibility of getting hurt, so I 
would like to not see that train coming by. 



STATEMENT OF SHAUN MEHAFFEY 

MR. MEHAFFEY: Last name is Mehaffey, 
M-e-h-a-f-f-e-y. First name is Shaun, S-h-a-u-n. 

I work for Bradford Marine, about 14 years. 
I've been on the New River probably about 

ten of them. I to0 all the large yachts up and down 
the river in Fort Lauderdale, so I get stuck behind 
the train bridge right now a lot. And it's already, 
with the frequency that it's down, it's hard to pass. 
So if it's down any longer than it already is, there's 
not going to be enough room for all of us to go 
through, which makes a safety issue for the small 
boats and everything trying to get through. 

And no, I don't own a home. 
And I've been stuck behind the bridge for an 

hour, and that's it. 



STATEMENT OF STEPHANIE STROBEL 

MS. STROBEL: My name is Stephanie, 
S-t-e-p-h-a-n-i-e. I work for Boat Owners Warehouse. 
I've been in the marine industry for four and a half 
years. Our business is strictly selling boat parts 
and we deal with captains all the time. 

If the bridge is open less than 40 minutes 
an hour, a lot of our boats aren't going to be able to 
get in, which means they're probably going to leave. 

I've personally been delayed tons of times 
by the train, whether just going out for pleasure or 
bringing boats in. 

I don't own a home and I have no children in 
school. 



STATEMENT OF SIEVE BAUM 

MR. BAUM: Hi. My name is Steve Baum, 
B-a-u-m. I'm the president and CEO of Boat Owners 
Warehouse and D.S. Hull Company. We're a marine 
supply company, both wholesale and retail. We 
currently employ 92 people. 

I've been working in the marine industry for 
34 years. I started out in a boatyard working as a 
bottom painter and barnacle scraper, worked my way up, 
so I'm familiar with every aspect of the industry. 

I've spoken to several of our customers in 
reference to being able to navigate safely up the New 
River and they had stated that if the river becomes 
too congested or if it's too dangerous, they will take 
their boats elsewhere. And being that yachts are 
extremely transportable, they have talked about places 
like Georgia, Jacksonville, and out of the state of 
Florida, even out of the country, back to Bahamas or 
back to Europe. 

If the bridge is not open for at least 40 
minutes an hour, that will have the impact that I just 
described and our business will be hurt to the point 
where I will probably either have to lay people off or 
definitely stop hiring people and let attrition take 
its course, instead of growing like we have been for 
the last 35 years. 

I personally have been caught at that 
bridge. One time I got caught, it was stuck down for 
so long that I actually could not return to my home 
port and I had to make other arrangements for the 
night because night fell and they could not raise the 
bridge. 

The bridge goes down constantly with no 
train passing over it. If you get stuck at the 
bridge, wind and current are a huge concern depending 
on which way they're both going and how many other 
boats are around you. It can -- it can be a major 
safety factor. I've had several close instances with 
smaller boats and it's a major concern. 

I do own a home in South Florida. I've 
lived here for 34 years. I have children in school 
one in college, one getting read to start college -
that I subsidize and pay for. If I lose this 
livelihood, then that's going to be an issue for them 
as well. 



STATEMENT OF TUCKER FALLON 

MR. FALLON: Hi. I'm Tucker Fallon. 
Tucker, T-u-c-k-e-r. Last name is Fallon, 
F-a - 1-1-o-n. 

I have a business called Ship's Wheel, 
Incorporated. I've been a licensed captain since 
1973, 41 years on the New River. Okay. As Ship's 
Wheel, I do deliveries and sea trials. I also give 
lessons to people running -- that buy boats. 

MS. HEBERT: So the New River would have 
what kind of impact on your business if the bridge 
were to be down on average 30 minutes per hour every 
hour? 

MR. FALLON: As a licensed captain, I do a 
lot of sea trials for the other brokers in my office. 
I'm a broker here full-time. But when they need a 
captain, they will hire me. I've been up and down the 
river hundreds of times. 

The problem will be especially on weekends 
when novice boaters are on the river. 

MS. HEBERT: Okay. 
MR. FORD: The professional captains, they 

can control the boats, but when the novices are out 
there, they will have real difficulties. 

MS. HEBERT: Meaning when the bridge is 
down? 

MR. FALLON: 
they're trying to hold 
that are coming to the 
have problems with bow 
engines, it's going to 
here. 

When the bridge is down and 
in position. And for boats 
boatyards for repairs that may 
thrusters or steering or 
be extremely difficult to get 

MS. HEBERT: And what would that mean if 
they couldn't get here? 

MR. FALLON: They might go to Palm Beach or 
they might go to Miami. There's no bridges to get to 
Rybovich. 

MS. HEBERT: Thank you very much. 



STATEMENT OF VIVIEN GODFREY 

MS. GODFREY: My name is Vivien Godfrey and 
I am the CEO and majority owner of Bluewater Books & 
Charts. I'm one of the few woman-owned businesses in 
the marine industry in South Florida. I have 24 
employees and thousands of customers here in South 
Florida. 

On any given day, I have employees 
delivering products to customers and vessels located 
along the New River. I also have employees visiting 
vessels for appointments to audit their bridge 
navigation needs at agreed times. 

It is my opinion that increasing the amount 
of time that the train bridge over the New River is 
allowed to remain down for trains to pass will cause 
delays and disruptions to my company operations. We 
will have to make costly and time-consuming changes to 
our delivery schedules and appointment schedules. 

In addition and more importantly, once the 
impact of these disruptions on the New River becomes 
apparent to my customers, I am very concerned that 
customers will choose to take their vessels elsewhere. 
I will lose business especially if my customers take 
their vessels to other ports along the east coast of 
the U.S. and to the Bahamas, which is an increasingly 
popular destination for refit and repair work. 

Last, but not least, my husband and I are 
boat owners who use the New River. It is very obvious 
to us that the congestion on the New River that 
already occurs when the train bridge is down is going 
to become much worse if the bridge stays in place for 
longer periods. Increased congestion will lead to a 
greater chance for boating accidents to occur. 

We must work together to improve boaters' 
safety and not make decisions that could make boating 
in the Venice of America less safe for our families 
and visitors. 



 

December 3, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I submit this letter today on behalf of the American Boat Builders & Repairers 
Association and our more than 250 member boatyards, boat builders and 
product/service providers around the U.S. In particular, I write to offer comments 
about the All Aboard Florida rail project and the Association of Federal Railroad 
Administration’s recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
project. 

In South Florida, as in other communities around the country, recreational boating is 
not only a lifestyle, but a critical economic engine with significant direct and indirect 
impacts on the lives of thousands of people. A recent study by the Marine Industries 
Association of South Florida noted that more than 136,000 people are employed in 
the industry in the region, earning gross wages of nearly $4.1 billion and with an 
economic impact of $11.5 billion. Boatyards are vital to this economic activity and 
serve as the starting point for all things related to boating and the business of 
boating. 

The proposed plan by All Aboard Florida to significantly expand the use of rail in 
Florida is of great concern because of the undeniable impacts it will have on the three 
waterways the trains will have to cross. The New River in Fort Lauderdale; the 
Loxahatchee River in Jupiter and the St. Lucie River/Okeechobee  Waterway in Stuart 
are major arteries used regularly by boaters and businesses alike that will be 
adversely impacted by the current number and lengths of closures proposed. Simply 
stated, the current proposal for scheduled bridge closures equates to limiting the 
opening hours and access to businesses up the river by 50 percent each day. Any 
business or industry that is so impacted by could not be expected to survive even in 
the most prosperous to times. Furthermore, the prospect of adding additional rail 
traffic along this corridor that would increase bridge closures also adds to the 
untenable nature of the current plans. 

ABBRA is also concerned that the Draft EIS was flawed in its economic assessment of 
the recreational marine industry and has diminished the resulting effect of its plans 
on this important statewide industry.  The recreational boating industry is highly 
ranked as one of the industries in Florida along with tourism and agriculture and the 
DEIS grossly under-values the rail plans and bridge closures negative effects. There 
appears to be no recognition of the significant number of small businesses that  



 

represent a multiplier effect of recreational marine industry’s economic impact and 
employment reach; there is no accounting for the continuing investments in dredging 
by federal, state and local authorities and  there was little or no consultation with the 
industry representatives in the preparation of the DEIS. 

For these reasons, ABBRA urges you to consider the following mitigation options as 
also proposed by the Marine Industries Association of South Florida: 

1. Add a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with 
commercial and other vessels.  

2. Develop a set schedule for the closures of the bridge for passenger rail service 
so that the bridges are closed for a minimum of 12 minutes for each closure 
and open for a minimum of a total of 40 minutes each hour.  

3. Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible 
format, including a compatible smart phone application that is maintained by 
AAF.  

4. Post schedules for each bridge on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. 
This will allow the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times 
and related costs associated with the Proposed Action.  

5. Implement an adequate notification by sign, signal, and horn at each bridge 
location with countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin 
to close and open.  

6. Develop emergency plans that incorporate hurricane and other response 
plans and formal contact with law enforcement, first responders, and 
emergency personnel at all times to ensure that roadways are not blocked by 
train operations to provide for their access.  

7. Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak 
vessel travel times on holidays and major public events.  

8. Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 
communication with the commercial and recreational boating communities. 

9. Manage train operations to minimize bridge closures, including electronic and 
camera monitoring. 

10. Publish bridge closure schedule to be readily available for waterway users 
(internet, notice to mariners, etc.). 

11. Fund a bridge tender with ability to communicate with waterway users. 
12. Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes. 
13. Install signal and PTC upgrades as well as an obligation to make future best 

available technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations. 
14. Install a 21' draw bridge to accommodate potential future commuter traffic 
15. Penalties for unscheduled bridge closures caused by AAF shall be established 

assessed on a daily basis and a graduated scale related to frequency of 
infractions, and adjusted for inflation.  Closures in excess of the minimum 
shall be considered an unscheduled closure.   

16. Stockpile spare parts to facilitate prompt repairs in the case of a bridge 
failure. 

17. Establish a fund to provide compensation for interruptions to waterway use, 
e.g. in the case of bridge failure. 

18. Establish and fund a citizens’ advisory committee as a watchdog to oversee 
train operations and make recommendations to public officials.  



 

19. Provide adequate and safe mooring for vessels forced to wait in the event of 
an unscheduled closure. 

20. Provide for response vessels to be able to render assistance to vessels in the 
waterway in the case of sudden or disruptive bridge closures. 

21. Determine future corridor capacity needs to evaluate potential impacts. 
22. Publish a periodic report on bridge closures and impact on waterways use, 

including projections on corridor capacity, and a database that is maintained 
on operations derived from monitoring operations. 

 
It is our sincere hope that careful review of these concerns results in substantive and 
reasonable changes that would allow the recreational marine industry, and the critical 
boatyards a viable future. Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments and 
please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Gordon Connell 
Executive Director 
 

 
 

 
 



White & Case LLP 
Southeast Financial Center, Suite 4900 
200 South Biscayne Boulevard 
Miami, Florida 33131-2352 

December 3, 2014 

VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Mr. John Winkle 

Tel + 1 305 371 2700 
Fax + 1 305 358 5744/5766 
whitecase.com 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
AAF comments@vhb.com 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for 
All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

WHITE&CASE 

On behalf of the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc. and its members (the 
"Association"), we are writing to provide comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
("DEIS") for the All Aboard Florida ("AAF") project to offer passenger rail service between Miami and 
Orlando (hereinafter the "Project"). To save space, we adopt and incorporate by reference the similar 
comments and concerns raised by others, such as Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida ("CARE 
Florida"), the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council, the Jupiter Inlet District, the Town of Jupiter, 
and the Marine Industries Association of South Florida. 

The Association represents the interests of the scores of businesses which are a part of the local marine 
industry. It includes recreational boaters, large marinas, builders and retrofitters of boats and yachts, 
small family businesses which provide marine goods and services, and related industries located near our 
waterways. The marine industry in South Florida generates billions of dollars in economic activity and 
supports a critical aspect of our local way of life. The Association is proud of the contribution it makes 
to the local communities, and wants to see that its members' livelihoods are protected. 

The Association has serious concerns about the AAF Project. Its members live, work and relax on the 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. The existing railroad bridges over those rivers already block marine 
navigation for significant parts of each day as the result of freight trains. The AAF Project, by adding 32 
trains a day to existing freight traffic, threatens to block marine navigation on these important waterways 
most of the time. This will be devastating to the people who rely on navigation of those rivers for their 
businesses and quality of life. Rail and marine traffic have coexisted on these rivers for years, but the 
AAF Project threatens to completely upset that balance for the benefit of a single large rail company at 
the expense of hundreds of small business owners in the marine industry. This is completely 
unacceptable to local residents and the boating public, and unreasonably impedes navigation. 
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The Association also has concerns about the other likely negative effects of the AAF Project. Its 
members all live in the local communities bisected by the AAF Project corridor. Many thousands of 
residents will be subjected to constant traffic delays, the noise and vibration of speeding trains, and 
damage to our environmental amenities. While we are focusing our comments on marine-related issues, 
we specifically adopt the comments of other raising concerns about these other types of environmental 
impacts. 

The DEIS fails to adequately address the AAF Project's environmental impacts, and in particular, its 
impacts to marine traffic and marine interests. The document underestimates the amount of use the 
marine navigation channels experience, underestimates the amount of time those channels will be blocked 
with the AAF Project, and overstates the benefits of that project to the traveling public. The DEIS also 
fails to analyze several reasonable alternative ways to provide additional passenger rail service between 
Miami and Orlando which would avoid many of the impacts to marine navigation, does not even consider 
bridge and operational alternatives, and structures its analysis in a way which makes the AAF proposal a 
fait accompli. In light of the many structural flaws in the DEIS, we recommend that the Federal Railroad 
Administration address these issues in a supplemental DEIS so that the public can provide meaningful 
comment on the true options in front of the agencies, before the agencies finalize their analysis. 

I. The DEIS' Discussion of the Impacts to Marine Navigation is Inadequate. 

There is little doubt that increasing the number of trains traveling on the existing Florida East Coast 
("FEC") railroad corridor will decrease the amount of time the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers are open 
to marine navigation. The FEC railroad crosses those rivers over bridges located mere feet over the 
surface of the water. This means that boats cannot travel under the bridges unless the bridges are open. 
The bridges were built decades ago, have slow and ponderous opening mechanisms, and to all 
appearances are decrepit. Already with freight trains, those bridges are down for substantial periods of 
time - 20 minutes per train, on average according to the DEIS. An increase in the number of trains 
necessarily means that the bridges will close more often, and every time that happens, marine navigation 
transiting the rivers will be blocked. 

While the DEIS acknowledges this impact in general terms, it underestimates those impacts in several 
important ways. Since the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA") requires agencies to disclose 
the reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts of their proposed actions, the DEIS must be 
substantially revised. 

a. The DEIS Underestimates the Number of Vessels Using the Rivers 

The DEIS appears to use inaccurate estimates of the number of vessels which transit the St. Lucie and 
Loxahatchee Rivers. The DEIS indicates that there are an average of 121 vessel transits a day at the FEC 
bridge over the St. Lucie River, while more recent Martin County data shows an average of 225 daily boat 
transits under that bridge. Data from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers website regarding the St. Lucie 
locks and dams similarly shows much greater commercial traffic on that river than disclosed in the DEIS. 
It is apparent that the DEIS fails to fully consider the significant number of vessels that pass through the 
St. Lucie locks on the Okeechobee Waterway. The Okeechobee Waterway, a federally-maintained 
navigation channel, not only connects the Intracoastal Waterways on the east and west coasts of Florida, 
but it also serves as access to several large boat yards in western Martin County that would otherwise be 
landlocked, 

We believe that there also the DEIS also underestimates the number of vessel trips under the Loxahatchee 
River as well. As professionals in the marine industry, the Association knows that traffic through the 
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Loxahatchee River includes an average of almost 300 vessels per day. These vessels include recreational 
boaters heading upstream to fish, visit Jonathan Dickenson State Park, waterski in the large central 
embayment, raft up on the sandbar , or travel to the many area restaurants that are on located along the 
waterfront. The Town of Jupiter has spent a great deal of time, money and effort to develop its 
waterfront, including the Riverwalk and Harborside areas. The Loxahatchee River also sees as many as 
14 commercial vessels a day, including local family-owned charter and guide businesses, sightseeing 
boats carrying tourist upstream, and vessels that contract , repair or maintain seawalls and over 1200 docks 
that are upstream of the bridge. None of these details , or anything that conveys the number and 
importance of the Loxahatchee River to local residents and businesses, is contained in the DEIS . 

The DEIS also provides only current estimates of marine use, and makes no effort to project future 
demand for marine navigation through the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. Just as freight rail demand 
is likely to increase in future years (discussed below), we believe that demand for marine navigation will 
increase in the future as well. This means that the amount of navigation blocked by rail operations will be 
higher in the future than are amount impeded today. Without accurate statistics of the number of vessels 
traveling underneath the bridges today and in the future , the DEIS inaccurately portrays the effects of the 
AAF Project on the marine industry. 

Taken together , this has the effect of underestimating the economic effect of the AAF Project on the 
marine industry . As other commenters have noted, the marine industry in Miami-Dade, Broward and 
Palm Beach County generates annual wages in excess of $4 billion and a gross output of $11.5 billion per 
year. Approximately 75% of South Florida ' s recreational vessel repair facilities are upstream from the 
bridges to be used by AAF. Recent studies have shown that an average of approximately 250 vessels pass 
through each of the Bridges , which projects to approximatel y 90,000 per year for each of the Bridges . 
Needless to say, some days and some times of day have more traffic than others, with peak days seeing 
more than 450 vessels per day for each of the Bridges. This means that the effects of AAF Project on 
marine interests will be quite significant, both in the short and long term. We recommend that the DEIS 
be revised to incorporate more accurate statistics about current and projected future navigation demands , 
so that the effects of the AAF Project on the marine industry can fully disclosed to the public . 

b. The DEIS Improperly Fails to Consider Impacts More than a Few Years in the Future 

The DEIS has an unreasonably short planning horizon , which has the effect of hiding most of the 
reasonably foreseeable impacts to marine navigation . Major transportation projects such as the AAF 
project likely will be used for years into the future . Many of the impacts occur not from construction of 
the infrastructure improvements , but are the result of the use of those improvements over a long period of 
time. This means that while the federal action may occur in the short term, many of the environmental 
impacts occur over the long term. Since NEPA requires agencies to disclose the reasonably foreseeable 
environmental impacts of a project - whenever they occur -- most federal agency EIS' s typically disclose 
the projected environmental impacts of infrastructure projects multiple years into the future. For 
example, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' recent EIS for the Central Everglades Planning Project used 
a SO-year planning horizon for purposes of analysis, and showed likely environmental impacts from the 
project decades in the future. Agencies also use forecasts of future use of transportation infrastructure to 
estimate likely environmental impacts in the future. An example of this is the Federal Aviation 
Administration, which uses Terminal Area Forecasts to estimate the likely number of flight operations 
which will use new airport runway infrastructure decades in the future . 

The DEIS, on the other hand, uses no planning horizon. For most impact categories , the DEIS simply 
identifies certain impacts, without stating when those impacts are likely to occur. For these categories, 
the DEIS implicitly is limiting its analysis to immediate , short-term impacts, and ignoring any impacts 
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caused by use of the infrastructure improvements. For other impact categories, such as the effects of the 
AAF Project on car travel between Miami and Orlando, the DEIS only estimates the effects in 2019, 
which will be only a year or two after the AAF Project is built. This means that the DEIS makes no effort 
to disclose the likely impacts of the AAF Project more than a few years after it is built , even though that 
new rail infrastructure will be used literally for decades in the future. 

This has the effect of hiding the long-term impacts of the AAF Project, including impacts to marine 
navigation. If the AAF Project is as successful as its backers suggest it will be, and there is increasing 
demand for passenger rail travel between Miami and Orlando , then there could be even more passenger 
trains using the tracks then the 32 trains a day discussed in the DEIS. If there is increasing demand for 
freight traffic on the FEC corridor in the future, then there will be more freight trains alongside the 
passenger trains than are estimated in the DEIS. Putting these together, the increased number of trains 
over the long term will cause many more bridge closures than discussed in the DEIS . 

According to the DEIS, the percentage of total boaters experiencing delays immediately after the AAF 
Project becomes operational is anticipated to triple (from 14% to 42%) at the St. Lucie River Bridge and 
rise by approximately 64% at the Loxahatchee River Bridge in the first year of operations. However, 
even with the DEIS's artificially low 3% growth rate for freight operations after 2016, by 2030 that would 
be expected to require approximately 50 daily bridge closures, which would clearly result in the bridges 
being closed more than they are open, especially during daylight hours. If, however, the Port of Miami's 
most optimistic projections for cargo container growth are realized, freight trains might nearly triple by 
2030, which when combined with the 32 AAF trains per day would causing the bridges to be closed 
almost continuously. According to the DEIS, the percentage of total boaters experiencing delays after 
the AAF Project is operational is anticipated to triple (from 14% to 42%) at the St. Lucie River Bridge 
and rise by approximately 64% at the Loxahatchee River Bridge in the first year of operations. Projected 
increases in freight trains after 2016 will cause even those massive increases in boat delays to increase 
significantly in successive years. Since the effects of the AAF Project on marine navigation tum on the 
number of trains using the FEC corridor, the failure of the DEIS to disclose impacts more than a few 
years into the future has the effect of seriously underestimating the impacts of the project on navigation. 

We ask that the DEIS be revised to estimate the reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts of the 
AAF Project out to at least the year 2030, so that the public can see the true long-term effects of the 
project. Such a time horizon is reasonable given some of the studies referenced in the DEIS. The DEIS 
references highway traffic forecasts that extend to at least 2040, see DEIS, p. 2-2, aviation forecasts that 
extend to at least 2030, DEIS, p. 2-6, population growth estimates for 2040, DEIS, p. 2-7, and economic 
benefit projections into the 2020s, DEIS, p. S-17. As discussed below, seaports along the FEC corridor 
have developed estimates of freight demand into the 2020s and 2030s. The DEIS should use all of this 
information, and develop more such information if necessary, so that the total number of trains using the 
FEC corridor under the AAF Project can be seen over the long term, and the true effect on marine 
navigation can be analyzed. 

c. The DEIS Underestimates the Number of Freight Trains That Will Be Using the FEC 
Corridor Alongside the AAF Passenger Trains 

The DEIS is based on unreliable, and artificially low, assumptions about the expected numbers of freight 
trains expected to use the FEC corridor. This has the effect of understating the cumulative impacts of 
passenger train and freight train trips on marine navigation. 

The DEIS assumes an average of 20 freight trains per day in 2016, up from 14 per day in 2013. It 
assumes a 3% annual increase in freight train operations after 2016, but government agencies pursuing 
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other major infrastructure projects in South Florida have projected massive increases in freight cargo 
beyond 2016. For example, the 2014 Port Everglades Master Plan projects a cargo container increase 
from less than one million TEUs in 2014 to approximately 1.6 million TEUs in 2024, an increase of more 
than 60%. The 2012 Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update similarly projects container tonnage to rise 
from approximately 1.3 million tons in 2014 to as high as 1. 7 million tons in 2022. The Port of Miami 
2035 Master Plan projects even more dramatic increases in container cargo, from approximately 1 million 
TEUS in 2013 to as high as 2.4 million TEUs under the most aggressive growth projection. If these port 
master plan projections are accurate, then the 20 freight trains per day in 2016 assumed in the DEIS 
would be expected to rise to far more than 30 by 2024 and even higher levels beyond 2024 . 

Freight train usage is tied closely to the construction industry, as much of the freight is limestone, cement 
and aggregate used in construction. It reached its peak in 2006 because that was the peak of the real 
estate/construction boom and it declined since then because the real estate and construction industries 
went into a serious decline in those subsequent years. But it is clear that the real estate and construction 
industries are well into recovery, with a large number of new projects just getting underway and 
anticipated over the next several years. Moreover, the "trend" toward intermodal/container freight also 
indicates a likely increase in freight train usage now that the Port of Miami Tunnel has become 
operational, thus making it dramatically easier to move freight through the Port of Miami. 

Given the likely high demand for freight trains on the FEC corridor over the long term, and the FEC' s 
financial interest in maximizing freight operations, we recommend that the DEIS include an estimate 
based on maximum freight train usage in 2030 or beyond . At the very least the DEIS should use peak 
freight train usage over the past decade (2006 levels), as opposed to the much lower projections used in 
the DEIS. The DEIS's failure to properly assess the cumulative impacts of those freight train trip 
increases is a critical flaw and causes it to vastly understate the cumulative impacts of the AAF passenger 
trains and freight trains on marine navigation. 

d. The DEIS Fails to Fully Address the AAF Project's Likely Effect on Compliance with 
Coast Guard Regulations 

The DEIS fails to adequately address compliance with U.S. Coast Guard regulations regarding the effects 
of the railroad on marine navigation. This is a very important matter to be addressed, because the U.S. 
Coast Guard is a cooperating agency on the EIS and presumably will consider information in the 
document as it exercises its authority to protect marine navigation. 

Free marine navigation through and under bridges is protected by 33 U.S.C. § 491 et seq. 33 U.S.C. 494 
provides: 

Americas 3 103400 2 

No bridge erected or maintained under the provisions of sections 491 to 
498 of this title, shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free 
navigation of the waters over which it is constructed, and if any bridge 
erected in accordance with the provisions of said sections, shall, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of Homeland Security at any time 
unreasonably obstruct such navigation, either on account of 
insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or if there he difficulty 
in passing the draw opening or the drawspan of such bridge by rafts, 
steamboats, or other water craft, it shall he the duty of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security after giving the parties interested reasonable 
opportunity to be heard, to notify the persons owning or controlling 
such bridge to so alter the same as to render navigation through or 
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under it reasonably free, easy, and unobstructed, stating in such notice 
the changes required to be made, and prescribing in each case a 
reasonable time in which to make such changes, and if at the end of the 
time so specified the changes so required have not been made, the 
persons owning or controlling such bridge shall be deemed guilty of a 
violation of said sections; and all such alterations shall be made and all 
such obstructions shall be removed at the expense of the persons owning 
or operating said bridge. The persons owning or operating any such 
bridge shall maintain, at their own expense, such lights and other signals 
thereon as the Commandant of the Coast Guard shall prescribe. If the 
bridge shall be constructed with a draw, then the draw shall be opened 
promptly by the persons owning or operating such bridge upon 
reasonable signal for the passage of boats and other water craft. 

33 U.S.C. § 494. 

WHITE 5. CASE 

The bridges already area serious obstruction to marine navigation on these rivers even in the absence of 
the AAF project because they are too low to allow vessels to pass when in the closed position and are 
quite narrow even when open, thus allowing only one vessel to pass through at a time . Moreover, the 
bridges are very slow to open and close for trains, thus shutting down marine navigation on the St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee Rivers for extended periods of time. Current marine traffic in the area is already 
significant and even current conditions potentially can cause dozens of boats to draft in a queue in heavy, 
swirling currents for 15-30 minutes at a time while the Bridges are down for freight traffic. Due to the 
very narrow bridge openings and the difficult currents, only a few vessels can pass through the bridge per 
minute. 

Generally, the Bridges are kept in their fully open and upright position to allow marine vessels to pass 
through the bridges, as required by 33 CFR § 117.299 and 33 CFR § 117.317. When a train approaches 
the bridges, they are lowered and locked down until after the train has safely cleared, which normally 
takes 15-30 minutes depending on the speed and size of the train. The DEIS indicates an average closure 
time for both of the bridges of approximately 20 minutes. Accordingly, the bridges are typically closed 
for approximately 15-30 minutes per hour. Due to the very low elevation of the bridges, when they are 
down and closed, virtually no marine traffic can pass under the bridges. Thus, even in the absence of the 
AAF Project, the existing freight train operations significantly impact the marine industry, recreation and 
safety. 

The AAF Project will make this situation far worse, and appears likely to significantly disrupt marine 
traffic through the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. AAF proposes to more than triple the number of 
trains that use those bridges, thereby more than tripling the number of bridge closures to marine traffic. 
Even in the absence of the AAF project, bridge closures are unpredictable in time and duration. Freight 
trains are not spaced evenly throughout the day, thus causing times when the bridges are closed for far 
longer than 20 minutes at a time. The DEIS projects an average single closure time for the combined 
freight and passenger trains of 15 minutes, but also assumes that for certain closures multiple trains would 
be expected to pass over the bridge in a single closure. As a result, for the St. Lucie Bridge, it suggests 
that the 32 daily passenger trains will result in only 24 additional closures per day, which assumes that 
25% of such trains will share a bridge closure with another train (either passenger or freight). Without 
any kind of reliable schedule information for freight trains, it is difficult to imagine that the projected 
number of multiple train crossing closures is accurate. Even if it is accurate, multiple train crossings will 
still result in longer closure times unless the two trains reach the bridge at precisely the same time. With 
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the planned "simultaneous" crossings at the New River Bridge, AAF also has virtually foreclosed the 
possibility of simultaneous crossings at the St. Lucie or Loxahatchee bridges. 

Even assuming the accuracy of the DEIS' bridge closure projections and the number of multiple train 
crossing closures , the 24 additional closures per day, with an average closure time of 15 minutes per 
closure, will cause the bridge to be closed an average of more than three additional hours per day on 
weekdays and four additional hours per day on weekends . This is on top of the significant increases in 
freight trains projected by the South Florida ports, as discussed above. The DEIS presents bridge closure 
estimates for 2016, but not for the following years. It does, however, project an annual increase of 3% 
per year after 2016. This 3% figure is rather conservative compared to the container cargo projections 
used by the South Florida ports in their master plans. For purposes of assessing the impacts of the AAF 
project, it should assume the more aggressive growth rates used by the ports. But even at the 3% annual 
growth assumed in the DEIS, the number of freight trains would be expected to rise from 20 per day to 25 
per day by 2024 and approximately 30 per day by 2030. This will result in 8-10 more bridge closures per 
day and will cause an unreasonable obstruction to navigation that will not only devastate the marine 
industry and marine recreation in Palm Beach County and beyond, but likely will also cause widespread 
marine safety problems. 

We strongly recommend that the DEIS be revised to include a more accurate and thorough discussion of 
the effects of the AAF Project on marine navigation and compliance with U.S. Coast Guard regulations. 
The agencies cannot approve this project without fully understanding, and disclosing to the public, 
whether the project will lead to violations of rules designed to protect the safe and efficient use of these 
important waterways. The agencies should not approve a project which they know will lead to a violation 
of federal regulations . 

II. The DEIS Fails to Consider a Reasonable Range of Alternatives 

The DEIS is woefully deficient in its consideration of alternatives. NEPA regulations make clear that the 
consideration of alternatives "is the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 CFR § 1502.14. 
There are several alternatives to AAF ' s proposal which would increase passenger rail service between 
Miami and Orlando and avoid most of the impacts to marine navigation interests. Yet, the DEIS either 
dismisses them out of hand, or fails to even identify them as possibilities. This has the effect of 
predetermining the outcome of the process , by making AAF's proposal seem like the only workable 
option. The DEIS must be revised to include a consideration of such alternatives so that the agencies and 
public are aware of the true choices being made. 

a. The DEIS Should be Revised to Include Alternative Rail Corridors South of Cocoa 

The DEIS only evaluates in depth a single route south of Cocoa: the existing FEC corridor. Yet, there 
are several obvious alternative corridors which could provide improved passenger rail service from 
Miami to Orlando. The DEIS must be revised to include an evaluation of these corridors. 

There are other potential corridors for passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando, including 
locating new track along the Ronald Reagan Turnpike or 1-95. But the most obvious alternative would be 
to simply invest in the existing Amtrak service along the CSX corridor from Miami to Orlando . That 
service already exists; the Miami Amtrak station is in the process of being relocated to the Miami airport 
in a new station that is part of the Miami Intermodal Center; and the Amtrak stations in West Palm Beach 
and Orlando are better located than the proposed AAF stations in those cities. Using Amtrak would avoid 
the use of the FEC bridges over the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers, which would eliminate the marine 
navigation impacts associated with the AAF Project. The only real drawback identified for this 
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alternative is that Amtrak service currently is slow, but the DEIS does not explore whether investment 
could be made on that corridor to speed travel time or otherwise improve the service. 

The DEIS ' rejection of any alternative other than the FEC corridor is plainly arbitrary and capricious. 
The State of Florida assessed these corridors in the mid-2000s and concluded that they all were feasible 
routes for high speed rail. Indeed, the State of Florida concluded that the FEC corridor was the worst 
among the options analyzed. A 2003 Report to the Florida Governor and Legislature by the Florida High 
Speed Rail Authority included a preliminary assessment of an extension of the high-speed rail system 
from Miami to Orlando. The study examined high-speed rail technology options , capital and operating 
costs, and ridership/revenue projections. The four route options evaluated were the 1) CSX Railroad, 2) 
Ronald Reagan Turnpike, 3) Interstate 95, and 4) FEC Railway. The study assumed the train would run at 
high-speed during the entire corridor (i.e. faster than the AAF proposal) and that the high-speed rail 
would be physically separated from freight rail lines at grade crossings. The four route alternatives were 
evaluated qualitatively on the basis of expected travel time, capital costs , travel demand and 
environmental factors. The routes were given a rating of good, fair, or poor . FEC Railway was the only 
route to receive a poor rating for three (travel time, capital costs, and environmental) of the four factors. 

The DEIS can only dismiss any other potential passenger rail corridor by manipulating the statement of 
project purpose and need to foreclose any real option other than the applicant's proposal. First, the 
purpose and need limits the consideration of alternatives to those that are "sustainable as a private 
commercial enterprise." The Federal Railroad Administration's goal should be to improve passenger rail 
service, not to maximize profits for a specific private business. The DEIS provides no real explanation 
for why a publicly-operated passenger rail service, or a public-private partnership, should not be 
considered . The DEIS also fails to explain why AAF could not operate on the CSX corridor, with 
investment in the tracks to speed the travel time. The DEIS states that AAF would have to "negotiate 
agreements for a shared use environment" with CSX (DEIS, p. 3-7), but that is exactly what AAF has 
done with FEC and presumably could do with the CSX. The subtext to this entire discussion in the DEIS 
is that the Federal Railroad Administration only wants to consider options which would maximize profits 
for AAF and its FEC affiliates. The agency should not lend more than a billion dollars for the specific 
purpose of maximizing profits at a single business, but given the refusal of the agency to consider obvious 
alternative routes along the CSX corridor, that is exactly what appears to be happening. 

Second , the stated purpose includes "extending (in Phase II) the previously reviewed Phase I AAF 
passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami," which is then used as justification for 
failing to consider alternative railway corridors . In a previous comment letter, we pointed out that it was 
a violation of NEPA to segment the review of the Miami to Orlando passenger rail service into two parts: 
Phase I between Miami and West Palm Beach, and Phase II between West Palm Beach and Orlando. 
NEPA requires agencies to consider the environmental impacts of connected actions together, not in 
pieces. 40 CFR § 1502.4(a) ("Proposals or parts of proposals which are related to each other closely 
enough to be, in effect, a single course of action shall be evaluated in a single impact statement."). By 
making the Phase I route decision in 2013 without considering Phase II, the agency has now 
predetermined that the southern terminus of Phase II must be the FEC station in West Palm Beach. This 
improperly forecloses the need for the agency to consider whether it would be better to have passenger 
service slightly west in the CSX corridor to Miami, and skip the FEC station in West Palm Beach 
entirely. It is improper for the agency to use this self-created constraint as the reason to dismiss an 
obviously viable alternative. 

Third, the DEIS limits its evaluation to routes that connect in Orlando with the planned GOAA 
Intermodal Station at the Orlando airport, without giving any reason why passenger rail service that 
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connects in downtown Orlando, or elsewhere in the greater Orlando area, would not be a feasible or 
viable alternative. A train station at the Orlando airport will be far less convenient for many travelers 
than the existing CSX/ Amtrak station located in Downtown Orlando. The purpose of the AAF Project, 
after all, is to allow riders to avoid going to the airport, rather than to take them there. By requiring the 
Orlando station to be located at the airport, the DEIS effectively requires the CSX corridor to build new 
track to connect to the airport, which increases costs and results in completely unnecessary environmental 
impacts to wetlands. It is completely improper to manipulate the statement of purpose and need so that an 
otherwise viable and environmentally benign alternative becomes too expensive and environmentally 
harmful. 

In short, the statement of purpose and need in the DEIS is skewed in order to eliminate a range of viable 
alternatives and to predetermine that the FEC corridor, which just happens to be controlled by the same 
entity that controls AAF, would be chosen as the preferred alternative . Stated another way, the statement 
of purpose and need amounts to little more than a set of requirements necessary to enable a specific 
private party to realize a predetermined level of profit by using assets it already controls to the degree that 
it wants to use them. This is completely improper, and violates NEPA. 

We recommend that the DEIS be revised to include an analysis of an alternative passenger rail corridor 
from Miami to Orlando along the existing CSX corridor, with a terminus at the Miami airport and in 
Downtown Orlando. To the extent that there are pros and cons of having the termini at different locations 
in each city, they can be addressed in a supplemental draft EIS. 

b. The DEIS Should be Revised to Include Bridge Alternatives on the Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie Rivers 

Another flaw in the DEIS's evaluation of alternatives is the failure to include any alternatives to use of the 
existing Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River bridges . The proposed action includes the reconstruction and 
replacement of bridges along the FEC corridor north of the St. Lucie River. There is no reason why the 
DEIS could not also consider alternatives which would replace the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River 
bridges with spans which would be less disruptive to marine navigation , either by being built higher 
above the water, having a wider drawbridge, or having faster opening and closing mechanisms. These 
bridges are more than 75 years old and approaching the end of their useful lives. It is clear to even a 
casual observer that these bridges are in very poor condition. Attached are photographs taken of the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, which show its decrepit condition. According to Dana A. Goward, SES 
USCG (ret.) in comments to the United States Coast Guard ("USCG") on behalf of CARE Florida, the 
current bridges would not be permitted if the FEC sought to construct them today. In the context a billion 
dollar project, even the expenditure of millions of dollars to upgrade the bridges is a small price to pay to 
avoid unnecessary and unreasonable conflicts with marine navigation. By failing to consider bridge 
reconstruction alternatives, the DEIS forecloses the consideration options which could meaningfully 
reduce impacts to marine navigation interests. We recommend that the DEIS be revised to include 
alternative bridge options over the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers to address our serious concerns. 

c. The DEIS Should be Revised to Include Alternatives Which Limit the Number of 
Passenger Trains Crossing the Bridges Each Day 

The DEIS further predetermines the outcome of the agency's decision by only considering alternatives 
that involve 16 round-trip passenger trains per day. There is no explanation for why 16 round-trip 
passenger trains are necessary, or even desirable. The DEIS fails to consider whether something less than 
16 round-trip passenger trains per day could fulfill the purpose and need. The DEIS also does to consider 
other operational alternatives which could minimize impacts to navigation , e.g., reducing the number of 
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trains on days and hours when navigation traffic is heaviest. Even if limited to the FEC corridor, 
alternatives involving 6, 8 or 10 round trip passenger trains per day would have far fewer marine 
navigation , noise and safety impacts. We recommend that the DEIS be revised to include an alternative 
which would limit the total number of daily trains , and/or vary their times during the day, to minimize 
impacts to marine navigation. 

Ill. The Ridership and Revenue Study is Unreliable and Significantly Overstates the Need for the 
AAF Project. 

The DEIS justifies the environmental impacts of the AAF Project based on the claim that many people 
will want to travel between Miami and Orlando via passenger trains. The passenger demand projections 
upon which this assertion is based are highly suspect. We are very concerned that the Federal Railroad 
Administration is considering lending AAF more than a billion dollars based on flawed projections of 
passenger demand. We recommend that the DEIS be revised to assume more realistic levels of likely 
passenger demand . 

AAF's projections regarding future passenger demand are based on the Ridership and Revenue Study, 
Summary Report , dated September 2013 (the "RRS") which is attached as Exhibit 3.3-F to the DEIS. The 
RRS is deficient in its lack of detail and complete failure to evaluate , or even mention , the single most 
important factor in determining both ridership and revenue - price. Among the most basic economic 
principles is that price will have a major impact on demand. Yet, the RRS does not even mention price. 
Needless to say, any attempt to purportedly evaluate revenue without any consideration of the price to be 
paid for the goods or services at issue is contrary to basic economic principles. 

AAF has been careful to avoid any public statements about ticket prices and even sued the Florida 
Department of Transportation to prevent that agency from revealing any such information to the public . It 
is strange for a service provider that touts the benefits of its service to go to such extremes to prevent 
potential customers from finding out the cost of its service. According to news reports based on AAF's 
bond offering documents , a coach ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach will be approximatel y $30 
each way, or $60 round trip , during the first year of service. If that 70 mile trip will be $30, or 
approximately $0.43 per mile, it is reasonable to estimate that the 170 mile trip from West Palm Beach to 
Orlando will be approximately $73 and that the 240 mile trip from Miami will be approximately $103 per 
person each way. Accordingly, a round trip from Miami to Orlando (or vice versa) for a family of four 
will cost approximately $824, which does not include the costs of transportation to and from the train 
stations in Miami and Orlando , and does not include parking at the departure station. Since the GOAA 
Intermodal Station near Orlando International Airport is miles away from any of the attractions that 
leisure travelers would go to in Orlando (and similarly distant from Downtown Orlando where business 
travelers are likely to go), such travelers likely will need to rent a car during their stay in Orlando, which 
will not only add to the cost of the trip. This will more than eliminate the meager time savings that AAF 
will offer as compared to driving . By comparison , for an average car that gets 28 mpg on the highway, 
that 480 mile round trip will cost approximately $68.57 in gas at $4.00 per gallon. That roundtrip will 
include approximately $15 in tolls each way, thus bringing the round trip cost to slightly less than $100. 
Thus, for the family of four, driving will cost approximately $725 less even if one does not include the 
costs of renting a car or taking taxis in the destination city. 

The market for AAF among solo business travelers is similarly limited . As indicated above, driving 
between Miami and Orlando costs approximately $100 roundtrip in gas and tolls and takes approximately 
3.5-4 hours, depending on one ' s ultimate destination. The train ride itself on AAF is expected to take 
approximatel y 3 hours and 10 minutes each way, and is expected to cost in excess of $200 roundtrip . 
When one accounts for the additional time and cost of the full AAF experience, however, both the full 
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travel time and the full travel cost go up significantly. If one assumes that the traveler is starting from 
approximately 8 miles away from the departure station, that traveler would have to plan for the trip to the 
departure station to take approximately 20-30 minutes depending on traffic. Between parking and 
transferring bags from the car or taxi to the train station, one can assume an additional 5-15 minutes, at 
least. The traveler would also want to arrive at the train at least 15 minutes before departure in order to 
ensure he/she doesn't miss the preferred departure time and have to wait another hour for the next train. 
It is unclear how long it will take for the traveler to go purchase a ticket, check or load bags, and go 
through security, but it is reasonable to assume that will take at least 5-15 minutes. Once at the destination 
station, the traveler will need transportation to his/her actual destination , which for a business traveler is 
reasonably likely to be in the downtown area. A business traveler from Miami to Orlando will then need 
to either rent a car, which can be expected to take another 15-30 minutes plus another 15-20 minutes to 
drive or take a taxi for the approximately 12 miles from the GOAA Intermodal Station to Downtown 
Orlando . In total , these steps combine to add more than an hour to the full AAF trip, thus making it 
slower than simply driving. It also adds significant costs in the form of the taxi fare to or parking at the 
departure station and a rental car or taxi fare at the destination station. 

While solo business travelers may be less price-conscious than leisure travelers and may be less inclined 
to drive, they can fly for approximately the same price but in Jess than half the time. As it is, there are not 
even that many air travel passengers. According to the RRS and data from the Greater Orlando Airport 
Authority ("GOAA' '), in 2010 there were only 652 daily airport pair (both directions) passengers between 
Orlando and Fort Lauderdale and Miami combined. That translates to only 326 individual passengers. It 
is unclear how many of those travelers would prefer to pay roughly the same amount for a trip that takes 
twice as long on AAF, but it is difficult to imagine any significant market penetration. The DEIS projects 
that it will get only about 10% of its passengers from air travel. But even if one were to assume that 
AAF could capture every single one of those air passengers and distributed them among the 16 AAF 
roundtrip trains per day, it would account for only an average of 20 passengers per train . 

As with local Florida family leisure travelers and business travelers, AAF is similarly impractical for 
leisure travelers from out-of-state or foreign countries. A certain percentage of out-of-state visitors drive 
to the Orlando area and South Florida and, for the reasons discussed above, are unlikely to take AAF, 
especially considering that would already have a car and clearly are not averse to long drives. Because 
neither South Florida nor Orlando have robust public transportation systems, a significant percentage of 
travelers who initially fly to either of those areas will rent a car. According to a December 2012 Florida 
Department of Transportation ("FOOT ") report, a majority of domestic air visitors to Florida rented cars. 
http://www.dot.state .fl .us/planning/trends /tc-report/tourism .pdf. It is reasonable to assume that this 
number is even higher for those travelers with longer stays - the same travelers most likely to visit both 
the Orlando area and South Florida in a single trip. Because rental cars are typically cheaper to rent on a 
weekly basis, rather than a daily one, most visitors who rent a car probably rent it for the entirety of their 
stay. Once they have a rental car, driving between Orlando and South Florida is both cheaper and faster 
than AAF when one accounts for the full range of trip costs and time. This is especially true if one who 
takes AAF will still need to rent a new car in the AAF destination city in order to get around and visit the 
geographically disparate sights and attractions.. Similarly, returning a rental car at the AAF departure 
station, even assuming convenient facilities exist for that, will add to the total trip duration. Moreover, 
renting separate cars in both the departure city and the destination city will subject such travelers to the 
myriad of one-time car rental fees for both car rentals. 

The lack of economic viability of passenger rail is evident from the experience of Amtrak and other 
passenger rails projects around the world. Amtrak has not been profitable for a very long time, 
particularly with ridership in Florida. A recent study attempted to showcase the progress Amtrak has 
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made but the results only confirmed the very limited chance of any passenger rail project in Florida being 
profitable. According to the study, only ten metropolitan areas are responsible for almost two-thirds of 
Amtrak ridership. These ten areas also were the only metropolitan areas to generate over a million 
"boardings." Florida did not have one of those ten metropolitan areas. The Miami-Fort Lauderdale
Pompano Beach area in Florida has six active stations and still only accounted for 0.5% of Amtrak's 2012 
ridership share (300,357 boardings in 2012). Although the study reports "Amtrak boasts 75% of the share 
of the passenger rail/aviation market between New York and Washington," data from the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics shows that "Amtrak holds a market share for intercity travel in the Northeast 
Corridor (NEC) of well under 2%." The percentage included in the study omits both passenger-car and 
intercity bus-passenger miles. Even though the NEC is Amtrak's best corridor, it has been unable to sell 
more than half the capacity it currently offers. Overall, Amtrak carries just 0.36% of intercity passenger 
travel today, compared with 0.45% in 1991. Other data reveals that Amtrak does not even begin to 
compete with other modes of transportation. The DOT's Bureau of Transportation Statistics published a 
report in 2004, quantifying the extent of federal subsidy per passenger mile (from 1990 to 2002) for each 
mode of intercity passenger travel (not including intercity bus). The report showed Amtrak had a federal 
subsidy of $186 per thousand passenger miles, while airlines only had $6 per thousand passenger miles 
and highways had a negative $2 per thousand passenger miles (more highway-user taxes were collected 
than spent on highways). 

The State of Florida has previously recognized the lack of economic viability for passenger rail in Florida. 
In 2011, Governor Scott cancelled the Tampa to Orlando segment of Florida's high-speed rail project 
stating that "like the vast majority of passenger rail lines, [the Florida project] w[ ould] not be 
economically sustainable." If the capital costs to complete the Tampa to Orlando high-speed rail project 
exceeded projections, Florida taxpayers would have had to pay the difference. Governor Scott further 
added that "the proposed high-speed rail line [was] far too uncertain and offer[ ed] far too little long-term 
benefit for me to consider moving forward and ultimately putting taxpayers at risk during an already 
challenging fiscal climate." 

In addition to the basic lack of demand for rail services in the southern portion of Florida, transportation 
project costs, especially for passenger rail projects, are often underestimated. A study examining 258 
transportation infrastructure projects around the world found that in almost 90% of the cases, costs were 
underestimated and annual costs on average were 28% higher than estimated. Rail projects were the most 
severely underestimated, costing on average 45% more than originally estimated. High-speed rail 
projects are often deliberately underpriced for political reasons. In 2008, the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (CHSRA) proposed to build a rail line that would allow trains to reach speeds of up to 220 
mph. The project consists of two-phases, with a Los Angeles to San Francisco line to be built during 
phase one and a San Diego to Sacramento line to be built during phase two. In 2009, CHRSA initially 
estimated the costs of building (for phase one alone) to be $36.4 billion (in 2010 dollars). In 2012, 
CHSRA gave a revised estimate cost of between $53.4 and $62.3 billion (in 2011 dollars). The business 
plan also proposed that nearly two-thirds of the construction funding would come from the federal 
government. 

The cost-effectiveness of high-speed rail projects depends on whether they can achieve high ridership 
levels. Estimates of the level of ridership needed to justify the cost (including the cost of building tracks) 
of a high-speed line similar to those outside of the United States range from 6 million to 9 million riders 
in the first year. Amtrak's current high-speed service (the Acela), which began operating in the most 
densely populated corridor in the United States, carried only 3.3 million passengers in 2013. Incredibly, 
the DEIS assumes that AAF, operating as a new service in a far less densely populated and far more car
dependent area, will exceed the 3 .3 million passengers in the Northeast Corridor within just a few years. 
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The DEIS provides no justification for the assumption that AAF will generate higher ridership than the 
busiest rail corridor in the United States. Without such a justification, AAF's estimates simply lack 
credibility. Additionally, actual ridership numbers on passenger rail projects have averaged 39% below 
forecasted levels. Investment-grade ridership forecasts often suffer from optimism bias. An example is 
the Las Vegas Monorail, where an investment-grade ridership study was so inaccurate that investors 
suffered nearly total losses. Ridership and revenue in the Las Vegas monorail fell to 75% below forecast 
and the project filed for bankruptcy in 2010 (six years after opening). At the end of the 2010 fiscal year, 
there was a deficit of $382 million, although it was projected to have a $95 million surplus for the first six 
full fiscal years of operation. 

Of the many high-speed routes in the world, it is thought that only two (in France and Japan) have earned 
enough revenue to cover both their infrastructure and operating costs. Compared to the United States, 
countries with high-speed rail systems have higher population densities, smaller land areas, lower per 
capita levels of car ownership, higher gasoline prices, lower levels of car use and higher levels of public 
transportation availability and use. To make matters worse, South and Central Florida are on the far end 
of the spectrum even among areas of the United States in terms of levels of car ownership, levels of car 
use and lack of public transportation availability. Additionally, in most of those countries where high
speed rail has been viable, it was implemented by state-owned or state-supported rail infrastructure 
companies and operated by state-owned rail companies whose principal business is passenger 
transportation. In the United States, on the other hand, the rail network is almost entirely owned by 
private companies whose principal business is freight transportation. In the United States, it is difficult to 
argue that any high-speed line beyond the Northeast Corridor stands a chance of paying for itself. All 
intercity passenger operations in the U.S. except Amtrak's Acela service are subsidized (in the sense that 
federal and state governments supplement revenues from ticket sales) as revenues are insufficient to cover 
operating costs and administrative expenses. Even with generous subsidies, travelling by high-speed rail 
is more expensive than flying for 12 of the 23 most popular high-speed routes in the world. Additionally, 
New York is the only city in the U.S. that has a transit system that can shuttle enough people to a high
speed rail station. Most cities would have to build large parking garages to have enough ridership for the 
high speed rail, assuming there is a strong ridership demand. Statistics show that riders who begin their 
commute by car are more likely to drive or fly than riders who begin their commute by transit. 

The lack of demand for rail travel between Miami and Orlando is clear from the very limited demand for 
Amtrak's service between those two cities. Amtrak offers daily train service between these cities on its 
Silver Meteor, but there is not enough demand for the Silver Meteor to justify more than one trip per day, 
despite the fact that it serves not only passengers between Miami and Orlando, but passengers between 
more than 20 cities along the east coast of the United States. Amtrak's service between Miami and 
Orlando has not shown signs of profitability -- the U.S. government has to cover almost all of Amtrak's 
capital costs as well as 1 0% of its operating costs. Amtrak is not even close to operating passenger rail on 
its own revenue; let alone cover any capital costs or debt. Additionally, capital cost overruns are 
pervasive, occurring in 9 out of IO projects. This was the case in New Jersey, where the state was billed 
by the federal government to return federal grants related to a tunnel project that was cancelled by 
Governor Christie due to project cost overruns that would have had to be paid by state taxpayers. 

According to the DEIS (p. S-9), AAF expects to divert only 2-4% of Amtrak's annual South Florida 
ridership, which amounts to approximately 31,000 annual trips in 2019. With 11,680 trips per year (32 
trips per day, 365 days per year), this means that AAF expects less than three (3) passengers per train trip 
to come from Amtrak ridership. In other words, even among the very few people in South and Central 
Florida who have shown any inclination to travel by rail, AAF expects its market penetration to be 
miniscule. 
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As a group of taxpayers, the Association believes that it is critically important that the federal government 
not lend money to a private business unless it the government is absolutely sure the money will be repaid. 
Since the entire economic basis of this project relies on these questionable passenger demand projections, 
we recommend that the DEIS be revised to include more accurate and realistic assumptions to determine 
whether the project is truly viable. 

IV. The DEIS Fails to Show that There are No Practicable Alternatives to the Destruction of 
Wetlands, as Required by the Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(l) Guidelines 

The DEIS is also flawed in its failure to demonstrate the absence of any practicable alternatives to the 
destruction of wetlands, as required by the Clean Water Act. The proposed project will impact more than 
a hundred acres of protected wetlands and will require a Section 404 permit from the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers ("USACE" or the "Corps"). The presence of these important wetlands requires that, 
among other things, AAF demonstrate that the proposed project complies with the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency's ("EPA") Section 404(b)(l) Guidelines, set forth in 40 C.F.R. Section 
230 (hereinafter the "404(b)(l) Guidelines"), including its requirement that the applicant demonstrate that 
the proposed project is the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative to achieve the purpose 
of the project. 40 C.F.R. § 230.1 O(a) (a permit will not be issued "if there is a practicable alternative to 
the proposed discharge which would have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the 
alternative does not have other significant adverse environmental consequences"). Where, as here, the 
proposed project is not water dependent, the Corps presumes that practicable alternatives exist to 
discharge to a special aquatic site such as wetlands. 40 C.F.R. § 230.IO(a)(3); 40 C.F.R. § 230.41 
(wetlands are a type of special aquatic site). This presumption implements the Corps' policy that "from a 
national perspective, the degradation or destruction of special aquatic sites, such as filling operations in 
wetlands, is considered to be among the most severe environmental impacts covered" by the 404(b )(I) 
Guidelines. In order to rebut this strong presumption, the applicant must clearly demonstrate that there are 
no practicable alternatives that will not cause a discharge into a wetland. 

There is nothing water-dependent about the proposed project. Thus, in order to satisfy the 404(b )(I) 
Guidelines, AAF must clearly demonstrate that there are no practicable alternatives to the proposed 
project. There is no such showing in the DEIS. More importantly, there are practicable alternatives 
which would avoid all wetland impacts. Using the existing Amtrak route along the CSX corridor would 
require no wetland impacts. This is especially true if the project purpose is revised to eliminate the false 
requirement that the Orlando station be located at the Orlando airport, and allow consideration of the 
existing Amtrak station in Downtown Orlando. Although the DEIS assumes that CSX would not be 
willing to enter into reasonable agreements to share freight and passenger traffic on the CSX line, it does 
not provide that or provide any factual support for it. Moreover, the fact that AAF does not already own 
the right to operate on the CSX corridor is irrelevant: "If it is otherwise a practicable alternative, an area 
not presently owned by the applicant which could reasonably be obtained, utilized, expanded or managed 
in order to fulfill the basic purpose of the proposed activity may be considered." 40 CPR § 230.1 O(a)(2). 
The DEIS similarly assumes that the logistics associated with the CSX line would prevent it from 
delivering a fast enough rail service, but provides no real factual support for that assumption. Because 
alternatives involving the CSX corridor have not been considered or evaluated in the DEIS, AAF cannot 
demonstrate that they are not practicable alternatives. The failure of the DEIS to clearly demonstrate that 
there are no practicable alternatives to the destruction of wetlands with AAF's proposal draws into 
question the ability of the USA CE to issue required permits. 

The DEIS indicates that AAF has not yet submitted its application for Section 404 authorization to 
USACE and that USACE will complete its Section 404(b )(I) Guidelines analysis and public interest 
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review in its record of decision following publication of the Final EIS. This is inappropriate. No 
justification is given for why this required analysis of practicable alternatives under Section 404(b )(I) is 
excluded from a NEPA document that is required to evaluate alternatives. Indeed, the USACE 's 
regulations provide that the analysis of practicable alternatives for purposes of the Section 404(b )(I) 
Guidelines typically will take place in an EIS. 40 CFR § 230.1 O(a)( 4) . We recommend that the agencies 
issue a supplemental draft EIS which addresses this issue in depth so that the public can provide input. 

V. The Section 4(f) Evaluation in the DEIS in Inadequate and Unreliable 

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act provides protection for publicly owned parks , 
recreation areas, wildlife refuges and historical properties or archeological sites and permits approval of 
transportation projects that require the use of these protected areas only if there is no prudent and feasible 
alternative to using that land and the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to such area. 
A "use" of such protected areas includes a constructive use, which occurs when the project's proximity 
impacts cause the attributes of such areas that qualify them for protection are substantially impaired or 
diminished. 

The DEIS concludes that the Project will result in a Section 4(f) use with respect to the demolition of two 
historic bridges , the Eau Gallie River Bridge and the St. Sebastian River Bridge, but fails to consider as 
potentially prudent and feasible alternatives the use of the CSX corridor instead of the FEC corridor. As 
discussed above, alternatives routes were improperly eliminated from consideration based on the skewed 
and outcome-determinative statement of purpose and need. This has the result of elevating AAF ' s 
commercial interests and profitability over the goals and purposes of Section 4(f) , which is precisely what 
Section 4(f) is intended to avoid . 

The Section 4(f) evaluation also fails to properly evaluate the use of the Hobe Sound National Wildlife 
Refuge, Jonathan Dickinson State Park, and the Savannas Preserve State Park which are among the thirty 
Section 4(f) recreation resources along the N-S Corridor of the Project. These parks and other areas 
adjacent the tracks north of Tequesta are the home to endangered species , including the Florida Scrub Jay. 
The Project bisects these and other important natural areas and will subject them to vastly increased noise 
and vibration levels as well as the risk of increased wildlife kills . The FEC tracks through these parks 
will change from lightly-used corridor of slowly moving freight trains , to a heavily-traveled rail artery 
with high speed trains flying by on an hourly basis. The DEIS fails to discuss these issues in any detail , 
does not discuss how the addition of frequent high speed trains will affect the endangered scrub jay or 
other endangered species, and instead summarily concludes that the Project would not use these 
resources. Further study and evaluation is necessary with respect to whether the 32 additional trains will 
cause a Section 4(f) use of these resources and, if so, whether any prudent and feasible alternatives exist. 

* * * 
Thank you for being willing to consider the Association ' s comments on the DEIS. Once again, in light of 
the significant harm to marine navigation threatened by the AAF Project , and the multiple flaws in the 
DEIS, we recommend that the agencies issue a supplemental draft EIS. 
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The supplemental draft EIS should address the concerns we have raised, and provide for additional public 
comment on the expanded discussion of alternatives and impacts, before the agency finalizes the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

cc: U.S. Coast Guard, Seventh Coast Guard District (via Email: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mi l) 

Attachment 
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I.   INTRODUCTION 
 
Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida (“CARE FL”) welcomes this opportunity to submit 
comments to the Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA” or “the Agency”) concerning the 
FRA’s September 2014 draft environmental impact statement (“DEIS”) for the proposed All 
Aboard Florida (“AAF”) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project (“the Project”).  
CARE FL is a coalition of South Florida and Treasure Coast community leaders, organizations, 
and residents devoted to protecting the safety, welfare, and way of life of the more than 10 
million people living in and around the areas that will impacted by the Project.  
 
The ill-conceived Project threatens unacceptable adverse impacts on the safety and welfare of the 
communities, families and businesses of coastal Florida.  Notably, the Project will create new 
and totally unacceptable safety risks.  The Project will run high-speed passenger trains through 
densely populated coastal communities, and in the same right-of-way there will be a sharp 
increase in the number of freight trains carrying toxic materials.  It will profoundly disrupt the 
region’s recreational and commercial boating activities in navigable waterways.  Yet those two 
topics receive totally inadequate analysis or candor in the DEIS.  The DEIS fails to adequately 
compare the Project with reasonable alternatives – alternatives that do not create such hazardous 
safety, environmental, and economic impacts.  
 
As discussed at length below, the DEIS does not satisfy the FRA’s obligations under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332 et seq., its implementing 
regulations or applicable Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) guidance materials.  At a 
bare minimum, the FRA must do significantly more work to evaluate the potential impacts of the 
project – direct, indirect and cumulative – and to evaluate appropriate mitigation measures for 
those impacts. 

A. THE FRA SHOULD PREPARE A SUPPLEMENTAL DEIS 
 
NEPA serves two purposes:  (1) ensuring that federal agencies carefully consider information 
about significant environmental impacts; and (2) guaranteeing that relevant information is made 
available to the public.  See, e.g., Northern Plains Resource Council, Inc. v. Surface 
Transportation Board, 668 F.3d 1067, 1072 (9th Cir. 2012).  The existing DEIS for the Project 
fails to fulfil either purpose.  More specifically, the DEIS is defective for at least five reasons: 
 

1. Inaccurate and Inadequate analysis of navigation impacts.  The DEIS 
glosses over and does not contain any of the significant and material detrimental 
impacts the Project will have on marine navigation.  As this set of comments 
demonstrates, the DEIS fails to engage in a meaningful discussion of potential 
navigation-related mitigation measures.  Most notably, the DEIS fails to recognize 
the significant navigation-related problems caused by the Project utilizing the 
existing St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee, and New River bridges, and fails to engage 
with the manner in which those existing problems will be worsened by the 
Project.  These issues are discussed at length in Section [III.A] below and include 
the observations of Mr. Dana A. Goward, a retired Senior Executive Service 
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official and retired Captain in the U.S. Coast Guard who was previously 
responsible for the permitting and regulation of more than 18,000 bridges.   
 
2. Inadequate analysis of climate-related risks.  The DEIS recognizes that 
changing climate conditions pose a threat to the Project’s rail corridor and bridges 
but contains no discussion of (a) how that threat affects the economic assumptions 
underlying the Project; (b) how that threat affects the FRA’s analysis of the 
Project’s safety impacts; and (c) climate resiliency measures that should be 
implemented as part of the Project (should it go forward).  The DEIS fails to 
adequately evaluate the alternative inland route that is not as susceptible to the 
effects of rising sea level and storm surges as the coastal floodplain chosen for the 
Project. 
   
3. Missing information about the Project.  The DEIS environmental 
analysis is premised entirely on claims of how many people will ride the train and 
corresponding claims of environmental benefit related to reductions in automobile 
trips.  However, neither the agency nor AAF has made available any version of 
the corollary cost and business model assumptions that underlie the FRA’s 
assertion that the Project is commercially viable and, therefore, preferable to the 
various alternatives discussed (and dismissed) in the DEIS.  As such, the DEIS 
provides no assurance that the FRA has examined those assumptions and deprives 
the public of the opportunity to assess the commercial viability of the 
Project.  AAF clearly has a range of potential ticket prices – it privately 
distributed this information to prospective bond holders – but its website and the 
DEIS fail to disclose any ticket price information to the public.  Without seeing 
information on ticket prices, the public cannot meaningfully compare the Project 
to alternative forms of transportation. Thus, the DEIS’s assumption that a 
significant portion of the public will choose the Project over driving automobiles 
is arbitrary.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS that provides a range 
of ticket prices and rigorously explores whether those prices are high enough for 
AAF to pay back its investors and low enough to attract enough riders to justify 
the Project’s claimed environmental benefits.  
 
4. Inadequate analysis of safety impacts.  The Project will more than triple 
the number of trains (and dramatically increase the speed of those trains) passing 
through nearly 350 at-grade road crossings traversed by tens-of-thousands of cars 
and numerous pedestrians each day, along a rail corridor where trespassing, in the 
words of one FRA engineer, is “epidemic” and which faces increasing risk of 
damage from rising sea levels and changing climate conditions.  Yet all the DEIS 
says about the safety risks posed by the Project is that “opportunities for conflict” 
between trains and people or vehicles “may” increase and that vague, unspecified 
“improvements” “would minimize potential conflicts and their consequences.”  
DEIS at S-17; see also DEIS at 5-133 to 5-137 (discussing public safety).  Such 
an utterly conclusory analysis in no way satisfies the FRA’s obligation to assess 
the public safety impacts of the Project or to discuss mitigation of those impacts.  
Instead, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that contains reasonable 
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projections of the nature, extent, and frequency of safety problems that may occur 
as a result of the Project, along with a meaningful discussion of mitigation 
measures for those problems.  The DEIS also ignores memos prepared by the 
FRA’s own staff earlier than the DEIS that directly address these issues.  
 
5. No meaningful alternatives analysis.  The DEIS’s overly narrow purpose 
of the Project – its claimed commercial viability for AAF – resulted in a 
premature dismissal of reasonable alternatives.  “The heart of the environmental 
impact statement” rests in the alternatives analysis.  40 C.F.R. 1502.14.  An EIS is 
supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in detail 
including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative 
merits.” 1502.14(b) (emphasis added).  The alternative routes, specifically the 
inland CSX route, do not pose the same hazardous risks to maritime navigation, 
safety, and the environment.  But as discussed throughout these comments, the 
DEIS does not provide sufficient information on these critical issues and does not 
engage in a meaningful analysis of the alternatives to the Project.   

 
To fulfil its NEPA obligations, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses all 
of the issues outlined above and discussed in greater detail in the body of these comments.  
Equally important, the FRA should use the supplemental DEIS to develop a more comprehensive 
set of mitigation measures for the Project’s impacts and should propose a mitigation monitoring 
plan.  It is not enough for the FRA to say (for example) that safety “recommendations” will be 
made at some unspecified time in the future, as the Agency does on page 5-134 of the DEIS.  
Instead, the FRA should put forth a document for public comment that both predicts what might 
happen as a result of the Project and identifies specific, realistic measures that can be taken to 
mitigate those impacts.  That is what NEPA requires.  

B.   SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATION EFFORTS SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IF 
THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD 

 
In the event the FRA decides to publish a final environmental impact statement for the Project 
without first publishing a supplemental DEIS – which it should not do – the FRA must, at a 
minimum, ensure that the final EIS contains a comprehensive list of appropriate mitigation 
measures, along with a plan for monitoring the implementation of those measures.  Among the 
many mitigation measures the Agency needs to consider are the following: 
 

• Replacement of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges with 
higher, more modern, safer bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation as the current bridges do, and do not create adverse noise, 
vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding communities.  
 

• Implementation of a full suite of rail-related safety measures including, 
but not limited to, the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade crossings 
and the installation of pedestrian gates at those locations where sidewalks 
are present on either side of the rail line.   
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C. THE AGENCY MUST ALSO CONSIDER MANY OTHER ISSUES 
 
CARE FL has focused its comments on the areas where it can provide special insights based on 
the direct adverse impacts that the Project will have on its members.  But the Project raises many 
other concerns that the Agency must also consider and address.  In particular, CARE FL adopts, 
and incorporates by reference, the well-considered comments submitted by the Board of County 
Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida (the “Indian River County Comments”) and 
those submitted by Martin County, Florida (the “Martin County Comments”).  CARE FL also 
urges the Agency to carefully review all of the comments submitted as part of the public 
comment process, as public transparency about the Project is one of CARE FL’s primary 
concerns and should also be a priority for the FRA.  
 
II.   BACKGROUND 

A. CARE FL 
 
CARE FL is a coalition of concerned community leaders, organizations and neighbors in South 
Florida and the Treasure Coast.  Our group continues to grow and includes the following 
homeowners associations:  Admiral’s Cove in Jupiter, FL; Loblolly in Hobe Sound, FL; Mariner 
Sands Country Club in Stuart, FL; Jonathan’s Landing in Jupiter, FL; Frenchman’s Creek in 
Palm Beach Gardens, FL; and Frenchmen’s Reserve in Palm Beach Gardens, FL.  Protecting the 
safety, welfare and way of life for the families, businesses and retirees who live in and around 
our communities is our goal.  We also care about transparency and are seeking open and honest 
discussions on the costs, benefits and risks of rail expansion in Florida. 
 
We are opposed to the combined proposed passenger and freight rail expansion because we 
believe, based on facts and a commonsense understanding of the reality of life with trains – and 
waterways, causeways, drawbridges and other infrastructures that define day-to-day life in South 
Florida – that rail expansion in the corridor chosen by AAF will have a significant and negative 
impact on our communities.  When we refer to “our communities” we mean that expansively, as 
more than 10 million people live in and around the areas that will be affected by the proposed 
rail expansion. 

B.   AAF AND THE PROJECT 
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC is a subsidiary of New York hedge fund Fortress 
Investment Group.  Although AAF is seeking at least $1.6 billion in financial support from the 
FRA’s Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (“RRIF”) program, it has also 
indicated that intends to fund the Project through $1.75 billion in Private Activity Bonds 
(“PABs”).  AAF released a preliminary bond offering memorandum to potential investors in 
June 2014 but has failed to disclose any economic information that would be useful to potential 
riders.1 

                                                 
1 AAF has sued various state agencies and a Florida citizen to prevent the public disclosure of its ridership study and 
ticket price information. See Arnie Rosenberg, All Aboard Florida files suit to block agencies from releasing 
'sensitive' documents’, TCPalm (Jun. 16, 2014), http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-
aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies.  We believe that this is reprehensible.  This information is critical for the 

http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies
http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies
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The DEIS indicates that AAF has articulated two purposes for the Project.  The first is “to 
provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and 
Miami, Florida . . . by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.”  DEIS at S-5.  
AAF claims that “[t]his transportation service would offer a safe and efficient alternative to 
automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 
corridors (particularly Interstate 95 [I‐95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 
transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation.”  Id.  The second purpose 
of the Project is to “provide intercity passenger rail service that addresses South Florida’s current 
and future needs to enhance the transportation system by providing a transportation alternative 
for Floridians and tourists . . . .”  Id.   
 
More importantly, the DEIS indicates that AAF’s primary “objective” “is to provide an intercity 
rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise.”  Id. (emphasis added).  That 
“objective” has two components:  (1) providing “a reliable and efficient intercity rail service 
between Orlando and Miami with an approximate 3‐hour trip time,” and (2) providing intercity 
rail service that is “sustainable as a private commercial enterprise,” with “sustainable” meaning 
that it “can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable 
profit level.”  Id.   
 
As discussed more fully in Section III below (“The DEIS Does Not Satisfy NEPA”), the DEIS 
fails to carefully examine whether the Project can in fact meet either of AAF’s objectives and 
often reads as if AAF’s convenience, building schedule and profit potential are more important 
than any other pertinent considerations, such as safety and navigation of the waterways.   

C. THE FRA’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER NEPA 
 
NEPA and its implementing regulations require federal agencies to take a “hard look” at the 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of those federal actions that have a significant impact on 
the human environment.  See 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.7, 1508.8 & 1508.25(c); N. Plains Res. Council, 
Inc. v. Surface Transp. Bd., 668 F.3d 1067, 1075 (9th Cir. 2012).  A “hard look” means, among 
other things, that the agency must discuss adverse impacts without improperly minimizing 
them.  See Native Village of Point Hope v. Jewell, 740 F.3d 489, 494 (9th Cir. 2014).  In 
addition, while agencies need not “foresee the unforeseeable,” they are required to engage in 
“reasonable forecasting and speculation.”  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 
F.3d 1304, 1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014) (citations omitted).  Agencies must also “either obtain 
information that is ‘essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives’ or explain why that 
information is too costly or difficult to obtain.”  Native Village, 740 F.3d at 493 (quoting 40 
C.F.R. § 1502.22).  The agency must also carefully examine the environmental impacts of 
reasonable alternatives, including a no-action alternative.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14.  The agency 
must also provide a full and fair discussion not only of anticipated significant environmental 
impacts, but also of measures that would avoid or minimize those impacts.  See 40 C.F.R. § 
1502(c).  Finally, a central purpose of NEPA is to ensure that the public is fully informed about 
the impacts that a proposed action will have.  See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1.  Thus, where a draft 

                                                                                                                                                             
public to evaluate the Project.  Because of AAF’s lawsuit this information is not included in these comments, but we 
firmly believe that the Agency should make it part of the record for the public to view. 
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environmental impact statement fails to provide sufficient information to allow for a meaningful 
analysis of those impacts, the agency must prepare and circulate a revised draft discussion of the 
relevant issues.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a). 
 
III. THE DEIS DOES NOT SATISFY NEPA 
 
A. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE  
 ANALYSIS OF NAVIGATION IMPACTS  
 
The DEIS either ignores or glosses over the detrimental impacts the Project will have on marine 
navigation.  As a result, the DEIS also fails to provide a meaningful discussion of the potential 
mitigation measures for those adverse impacts.   
 
Below, CARE FL focuses on three navigation-related concerns that the FRA appears to have 
overlooked entirely and which should be addressed in a supplemental DEIS.  Those concerns 
are:   
 

(1) The poor existing state of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges 
and the ways in which the Project will compound the existing 
navigation problems created by those bridges; 

 
(2) Profound flaws in the methodology the FRA has used to examine 

the Project’s navigation impacts at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges; and  

 
(3) The multiple adverse environmental impacts that will stem from 

the boating delays and queues that the DEIS (even with its flawed 
methodology) recognizes the Project will cause. 

 
Importantly, we have included in our discussion of the first topic the observations of former U.S. 
Coast Guard Captain Dana A. Goward.  Captain Goward is a former Senior Executive Service 
official in the U.S. Coast Guard who was responsible for the permitting and regulation of over 
18,000 bridges.  As Captain Goward’s observations make clear, the FRA should not approve the 
Project as it is currently conceived but should instead either reject the Project or, at a bare 
minimum, require significant revisions to AAF’s handling of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges.  Captain Goward also provided input with respect to the comments below on 
the second and third topics. 
 
1.   The DEIS Fails to Address the Significant Flaws in  

the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River Bridges 
 
A central – and highly troubling – feature of the Project is that it will retain the existing St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee bridges, despite the fact that both bridges are nearly 80 years old and already 
significantly impede navigation.  See DEIS at S-9 to S-10 (explaining that there will be no 
changes to the structure or dimensions of either bridge); id. at 5-24 (noting that even without the 
Project 25% of the boats arriving at the Loxahatchee bridge experience delays).  Indeed, the 
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Project will actually cause additional delays at each bridge.  DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (predicting 
that the Project will cause delays for 42% of the boat traffic at each bridge, significantly more 
than under the no-action alternative).   
 
It is highly unlikely that neither the St. Lucie bridge nor the Loxahatchee bridge would be 
permitted today.  Both bridges are more than 75 years old and local navigation needs have 
increased dramatically during that time.  The existing bridges already negatively and 
unreasonably impact waterway traffic and those negative impacts will only be compounded by 
the Project, which will result in many additional bridge closings each day.  Moreover, both 
bridges are also in advanced state of decay, which raises significant concerns about the safety of 
rushing more than 30 new high speed passenger trains over them each day.  And those safety 
risks are compounded by changing climate conditions.  As the FRA recognizes, changing climate 
conditions may lead to more frequent bridge closings.  See DEIS at 5-75.  The FRA needs to 
incorporate that important insight into its analysis of whether it is appropriate for the Project to 
retain the rusty and corroded St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges.  Similar concerns exist for the 
New River Bridge. 
 
Included below are Captain Goward’s observations about each bridge.  His comments make clear 
that:  (a) the three bridges should be replaced in their entirety with new bridges that are not 
unreasonably obstructive of navigation, and (b) in the interim, strict, highly predictable 
scheduling of bridge openings and closings should be implemented. 
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Comments of Captain Goward 
 
a) St. Lucie Bridge Operations 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1938 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge at Stuart over the St. Lucie River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The St. Lucie Bridge (also referred to as the “Stuart Bridge”) must either be completely removed 
or replaced with one that is not unreasonably obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The waterway connects the communities of Palm City, Port St. Lucie, parts of Stuart, and the 
Okeechobee Waterway to the Atlantic and the north-south portion of the intra-coastal waterway. 
The Okeechobee Waterway connects the east and west coasts of Florida, is maintained at a depth 
of 8 feet and is suitable for both commercial tug-barge and recreational traffic. The 165 mile 
waterway from Stuart on the east coast to Ft. Myers on the west coast saves approximately 360 
miles compared to rounding the Florida peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers reports that 
approximately 10,000 vessels and 26,000 tons of cargo transit the waterways’ nearby St. Lucie 
lock each year. 
 

 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a 50’ wide opening between the protected abutments of 
the FEC the railroad bridge. This is the narrowest point that mariners must navigate on the 154 
mile Okeechobee Waterway where the canal varies from 80 to 100 feet wide (some of the locks 
are 50’ wide, but they are not in open water, subject to cross currents and do not pose navigation 
safety issues).   
 
When the bridge is closed it comes within 7’ of the surface of the water, effectively closing the 
waterway - vessels that require less than 7’ vertical clearance usually have very shallow drafts 
and do not need to use the channel portion of the waterway as they can safely pass under the 
bridges at numerous points.  When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance in the 
area is 65’ under the adjacent Route 1 Highway Bridge, and 14’ under the adjacent draw bridge 
on N. Dixie Highway. This drawbridge is manned by a bridge tender and will open upon 
demand.  
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As with any choke point between large bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong 

except for brief windows during slack tide. 
 
Transiting through these three bridges is challenging for many vessels because of the 
configuration of the waterway. Vessels must pass through three narrow bridge openings, which 
are not perfectly aligned, within less than a quarter mile. As with any choke point between large 
bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong except for brief windows during slack tide. Captains of 
tug and barge operations report that they must time their transits carefully so as to arrive when 
the tide is changing and the current is at its weakest. And while smaller vessels are able to pass 
each other safely, transits of the quarter-mile gauntlet by vessels of any size limit the waterway 
to one way traffic.  
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1938, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent. In the last 76 years: 

• The population in St. Lucie and Martin counties has grown from a 
few thousand to over 350,000 full time residents. The winter 
population in many areas increases by 20%. 

• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from mostly 
agriculture (pineapple farming) to waterway-oriented residential, 
and water-oriented commercial 

• The Atlantic intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with 
the St. Lucie River  

• The Okeechobee Waterway was built connecting Ft. Myers, Palm 
City, Stuart, St. Lucie, the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the 
Atlantic Ocean. 

• Waterway use between the St. Lucie River west of the FEC rail 
bridge and points east has greatly increased. During one 53 day 
period almost 13,000 transits were observed.  This equates to over 
88,000 per year. 

• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  
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Communities Built Around 
Waterway Use 
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Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways. Most of the 15 major 
marina and dockage space in the area is west (upstream) of the bridge. These vessels, and those 
transiting from the Okeechobee Waterway, must pass through the FEC rail bridge to access the 
Atlantic Ocean and/or the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and contribute to the estimated 88,000 
transits per year.  
 
The Gulf Stream is often within 8 to 14 miles off the coast making offshore fishing particularly 
attractive.  
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 14 times each day and the 
closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local residents, though, report more extended closures 
and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon when the bridge does not open in 
between trains. None of the closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few 
minutes in advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with the primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 

 
Huge-water oriented 
communities in Stuart, 
Palm City, St. Lucie and 
the surrounding areas, 
marine services, marine 
retail, and all the 
supporting business and 
economic activity would 
not exist, but for the 
presence and usability of 
the waterways. 
 
The importance of this 
type of economic 
activity is essential to 
the entire state of Florida 
and is well documented.  
The Florida Oceans and 
Coastal Council reported 
that the states coastal 
counties contribute 
about 79 percent of the 
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state’s economic productivity.2  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that “[a]nything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy [.] These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”3  
 
Over 450 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. These can be a varied 
combination of large and small recreational vessels and larger tugs with barges.  This mixture 
increases wait times as larger vessels must pass through more slowly and do not safely allow for 
traffic in the opposite direction. Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge 
to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the 
risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being set upon the bridge by strong 
currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.4 
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition risks structural and mechanical failures that obstruct the 
waterway. 

     

                                                 
2  Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 2008), 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf.  
3 Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
4 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 

http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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While information on past bridge malfunctions was not immediately available for this paper, a 
casual inspection of the bridge shows that it has suffered from lack of attention and maintenance.  
 
As the 76 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, 
mechanical and material failures are certain.  
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible.  Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations in 
other locations.  
 
Alternatives to using a 76 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. By not using these alternatives, though, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the surrounding area. 
 
4. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would most 
certainly be denied. 
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the Route 1 bridge over the St. Lucie River and adjacent to 
the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 65’ over the waterway 
would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that the rail bridge often does not 
open between individual trains to allow navigation, even if it means another 20 minutes the 
waterway will be closed. 
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 7’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ above the water when closed.  
Guidance for bascule bridges on the Okeechobee waterway between St. Lucie locks and the 
Atlantic inter-coastal waterway – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 

http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be minimized. 
This requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are often limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the 
need for a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must 
allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With 88,000 transits per year and up 
to 450 per day, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long. Less than 15 
minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to organize, 
accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge. Note that it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic for many vessels.  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one source: 
 

“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”5 

 
                                                 
5  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved.  
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open.  This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
b) Loxahatchee Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1935 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge over the Loxahatchee River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The bridge must either be completely removed or replaced with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a narrow, 40’ space between the protected abutments of 
the FEC railroad bridge. When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance is 25’ 
which is controlled by the adjacent Route 811 fixed highway bridge. The 3,000 mile intra-coastal 
waterway that traverses the Atlantic and Gulf coasts is immediately to the east of the two 
bridges.  A third of a mile downstream the Route 1/A1A fixed highway bridge has 26’ vertical 
clearance.  

 
When the railroad bridge is in use the waterway into and out of the Loxahatchee River system is 
closed as the bridge comes within 4’ of surface of the water.  
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Boats waiting for the bridge to open must often contend with strong tidal currents estimated at 7 
to 8 knots. This is caused by the tide surging through a narrow river neck into and out of the very 
large basin and recreation area comprised of the three forks of the Loxahatchee River and the 
extensive, wide confluence area just west of the bridge. Boats waiting for the bridge to open can 
have difficulty avoiding being set onto the bridge, the shore, and each other.  
 
The narrow passage and strong current beneath the bridge make it impossible, or at best unsafe, 
for even small vessels to pass each other. So traffic is almost always limited to one way at a time.  

 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1935, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent.  In the last 79 years: 
 

• The local population has grown by approximately 10,000% 
• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from working 

agriculture to waterway-oriented residential, and water-oriented 
commercial 

• The intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with the 
Loxahatchee 

• Waterway use between the Loxahatchee River system and other 
waterway areas has greatly increased. For 193 days during the first 
half of this year, the Jupiter Inlet District observed over 48,000 
vessel transits through the rail bridge. This equates to over 90,000 
a year. 

• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  

 
While there are more than 1,200 boat slips upstream, waterway users from both sides of the 
bridge transit to use the waterway on the other side. Boaters from the east side of the bridge 
transit west to the broader and more sheltered areas of the river to water ski, jet ski, picnic on a 
wide and long sand bar at low-tide, and visit Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Boaters from the 
west side transit east to use the intra-coastal waterway, visit marinas, patronize restaurants, and 
enter the Atlantic.  
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The Gulf Stream comes closer to shore in this area than anywhere else in the United States 
(between 1 and 2 miles) making offshore fishing particularly attractive. Average year-round 
water temperature is 78 degrees adding to the attractiveness of in-water and water-borne 
recreation. 
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway 
approximately 14 times each day for approximately 20 
minutes. Residents report that the closures can be much 
longer, though, lasting up to an hour when the bridge does not 
open between trains.  Data collected by the Jupiter Inlet 
District, though, shows that the number of times per day the 
waterway is open for navigation during daylight hours varies 
greatly between zero and 16. None of the closures are 
scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in 
advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the 
closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge 
from fully using the waterways, especially since the closures 
are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet 
the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 
 
Huge-water oriented communities in Jupiter, Tequesta, southern Martin County and northern 
Palm Beach County, marine services, marine retail, and all the supporting business and economic 
activity would not exist, but for the presence and usability of the waterways.  
 
The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and is 
well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.6  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”7 
 

                                                 
6 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 
2008), available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf  
7 See Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp.  

Communities 
Located So As To 
Use Waterways 

Mapquest 

http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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Over 500 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. Many, if not most, must loiter 
and wait for the bridge to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. 
Loitering also increases the risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being 
set upon the bridge by strong currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.8  
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition has caused failures that obstructed the waterway. The 
risk of additional and more frequent obstructions is increasing. 
 

 
 
Upon one occasion a large piece of metal fell from the bridge and obstructed the waterway. 
Because it was not visible from the surface, several boats struck the metal and reported minor 
damage. Requests to the railroad for it to be removed went unheeded. The large metal object was 
eventually cleared from the waterway by the Jupiter Inlet District. 
 
Mechanical failures of the bridge mechanism have obstructed the waterway while it was being 
repaired.  
 
Extended waterway closures have resulted from a faulty locking system or signal system. With 
the bridge in the down position, trains have repeatedly stopped short of the crossing  
for the engineer to dismount, walk up to the bridge to ensure it is locked down and safe to cross. 
For south-bound trains this also blocks all three streets exiting the City of Tequesta and has 
resulted in complaints to FECR by the mayor.  
 

                                                 
8 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 

Corrosion, lack of care 
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Very little to no preventive maintenance or care is evident to anyone walking out onto the bridge 
(the bridge is entirely accessible to casual pedestrians and even lacks land-side warning or “no 
trespassing” signs.) 
  
As the 79 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, an 
increase in mechanical and material failures is certain. 
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible. Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations 
exist in other locations.  
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the route 811/A1A bridge over the Loxahatchee and 
adjacent to the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 25’ over the 
waterway would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that when individual trains are 
separated by 20 minutes or less, the rail bridge will not open to allow navigation between train 
crossings.  
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges on the adjacent intra-coastal waterway to be 21’ above the 
water when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway 
between Jacksonville and Miami– see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”).  
 
Alternatives to using a 79 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. However, by not using these alternatives, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of Tequesta, Jupiter and the surrounding area.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would almost 
certainly be denied. 
 

http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The Bridge Does Not Currently Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Before the 
Project.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation of Negative Impact Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its impact on the waterway must be minimized. This 
requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the need for 
a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must allow 
passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. The Jupiter Inlet District has observed an 
average of 288 vessel bridge transits each day, and even more vessels would do so, but for the 
obstruction of the bridge.  With over 500 transits per day on peak days, waiting lines can be long. 
Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to 
organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge (it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic).  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one authority: 
 

“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”9 
 

                                                 
9  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation. Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved. 
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
c) New River Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 

Changes in rail traffic, maritime 
activity, and the community since 
the bridge was first permitted in 
1974 have caused the Florida East 
Coast Railroad bridge at Ft. 
Lauderdale over the New River to 
become an unreasonable 
obstruction to navigation.  

The bridge must either be 
completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 

Vessels waiting in narrow waterway for railroad 
bridge to open. 
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In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 

Background:  

Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 

The New River is a naturally occurring and (by Florida standards) relatively deep waterway that 
originates in the Everglades and has been used for commercial transportation for over 100 years. 
In the area of greatest interest to this report, it is approximately 9 feet deep making it navigable 
by sizeable vessels for 8 miles from where it enters the Atlantic Ocean in the east to the last 
dockage for major vessels on the western reaches of its South Fork. The river provides excellent 
hurricane protection and connects the interior of Broward County, the Central Business District 
of Ft. Lauderdale, the north-south Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean. It is 
used extensively for a wide range of marine activity including commercial industrial traffic 
associated with major yacht maintenance and storage, other commercial traffic such as water 
taxis and sightseeing vessels, marine construction vessels and barges, law enforcement/military 
vessels, and a high volume of recreational traffic. The waterway has been designated a “Broward 
Urban River Trail,” which encourages its use by small motorized and non-motorized vessels.10  
 
The waterway is fairly narrow, though vessels over 200 feet long have safely transited the eight 
miles to the industrial centers in the west. 

Many larger vessels transit with two smaller vessels, one each tethered to their bow and stern, to 
help ensure against a loss in steerage or propulsion, and to help the captain avoid other vessels 
and fixed obstacles.  

 
The south fork of the New River west of the FEC RR Bridge is home to one of the largest 
concentrations of commercial marine operations I have ever seen (location of just some of the 
facilities are depicted on the above illustration).  It includes the 50 acre Lauderdale Marine 
Center which bills itself as the largest yacht repair facility in the United States.   

                                                 
10 See Broward Urban River Trails, available at http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm.  

FEC Rail 
Bridge 

Marine Industries 

http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm
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A 214 foot vessel is reported to be the largest serviced to date in the facilities on the South Fork 
of the New River. Available services range from hauling 330 ton vessels out of the water for 
bottom maintenance, to engine replacements and cosmetic services (painting and finishing). In a 
2006 report, the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) found over 1,500 
mega-yachts (80’+) in the region served by this commercial hub. It also found that when these 
vessels used a boatyard, the average (2006) invoice was for $169,000.   

A recent report by MIASF documents that, in Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale) alone, the 
marine industry is responsible for $8.8B/year in economic impact, and over 100,000 jobs. A 
great part of Ft. Lauderdale’s success at being “The Yachting Capital of the World” is 
undoubtedly its huge capacity for industrial and maintenance support of all kinds of recreational 
vessels, especially larger ones. 

While the economic impact of marine activities on the New River is substantial, the potential for 
greater success, job creation, and economic development is continually threatened and/or 
stymied by the FECR bridge’s frequent, unpredictable closures, and its poor reliability.  

The western reaches of the New River also serve as a hurricane evacuation location for many 
large vessels. This provides value to the region, in and of itself, as most marine insurance 
companies require owners to have an evacuation plan and location as a condition of coverage.  
Thus, vessels from the entire US Eastern seaboard and around the Caribbean that may not have 
another reason to visit and transit the river benefit from its accessibility. 

The FECR bridge (bridge 341.26) is downstream from the: 

• Enormous and highly productive marine commercial and industrial hub on the South 
Fork of the New Rivers 

• Numerous water-oriented communities 
• Broward Center for the  Performing Arts 
• Museum of Discovery and Science & 

Imax Theatre 
• Esplanade Park 
• Historic Himmarshee Village & the Old 

Ft. Lauderdale Museum of History 
• New River Inn 
• Cooley’s Landing (with live aboard 

dockage) 
• South Fork - Secret Woods Nature 

Center 
• Approximately 5,000 docks.   

 
When closed, the FECR bridge rests 4’ above the water and closes the river to navigation. The 
adjacent Andrews Avenue bridge is 21’ above the water when closed.  This allows the majority 
of the river traffic to transit beneath without the bridge needing to open. Note that the USCG 
guide height for bascule bridges in this area is 21’ in the closed position.   

4’ Height Closes River 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls Near Bridge 
That Cause Cross Currents 

Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and scientists region predict 
that sea levels along the SE Florida coast will rise 9 to 24 inches in the next 50 years (from 2010 
to 2060).11  This will likely result in the surface of the water coming into contact with the main 
bridge structure during storm surges from major weather events and during high water and storm 
water outflow events after tropical rain falls. 

The 60’ horizontal clearance through the bridge is the narrowest point on the New River, which 
is 100’ or wider along its navigable length. All but the smallest vessels must confine themselves 
to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the bridge. 

The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending 
upon the amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north 
bank immediately downstream from the bridge. Tidal current on the river has been measured in 
excess of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
data.12  Since the New River is 
connected to a major regional drainage 
canal under the jurisdiction of the US 
Army Corps of Engineers (and local 
sponsor South Florida Water 
Management District), high storm water 
discharge conditions - which in sub-
tropic South Florida happen frequently -
can cause the current to be much faster. 
Extreme storm events (such as 
hurricanes and major thunderstorm 
systems) can deliver enough water such 
that the level of the river at low tide 
approaches that of a normal high tide, 
and can effectively eliminate low tides 
for extended periods. The short term 
impact on the river’s current, especially 
when added to an outgoing tidal flow, can be dramatic and turbulent. This makes navigation, and 
waiting for bridges to open, all that much trickier.  
 
In addition to the current and narrow channel restricting vessels’ ability to maneuver, mariners 
report (and this author witnessed) significant cross currents from periodic and unpredictable 
                                                 
11 See Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact, A Unified Sea Level Rise Projection for Southeast 
Florida, at iii (April 2011), available at http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org//wp-
content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf.  
12 NOAA, Tides and Currents, available at  
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=F
ort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-
0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&
footnote= (last accessed Dec. 1, 2014). 

http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf
http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
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storm water outfalls in very close proximity to the east side of the FEC rail bridge. These further 
complicate the ability to safely navigate, hold course, or hold position while waiting for the 
bridge to open. 
 
Vessels speeds are limited by “no wake” restrictions along much of its length and several 
manatee zones. 
 
Bridge Operation – Prior to the Project – Is Not In Accordance With Federal Regulations 
 
Operation of the bridge does not conform to provisions in the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) in several ways. 
 
33 CFR 117.4 provides for an automated drawbridge to be kept open to navigation when not in 
use by a train. Local waterway users and neighbors report that the bridge is often closed for 
extended periods, frequently an hour or more, when no train is present. 
 
22 CFR 117.42 states that, when an automated bridge operation is approved, “…a description of 
the full operation of the remotely operated or automated drawbridge will be added to subpart B 
of this part.”  No such description is included in subpart B.  
 
Since no “description of the full operation” is included in subpart B, the default requirement is in 
33 CFR 117.5 which states that “…drawbridges must open promptly and fully for the passage of 
vessels when a request or signal to open is given in accordance with this subpart.” Since the 
bridge is untended, the visual and sound signals outlined in 33 CFR 117.15 are of no use, and no 
provision has been made for radio telephone communications. This writer was not able to find 
any method for making a request or giving a signal to open this bridge in the CFR, Coast Pilot, 
or any other publication. The bridge owner is in violation of federal regulations for not having 
and publicizing a method for mariners to signal for the bridge to open. 
 
33 CFR 117.55 requires that the owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream 
of the bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.  No such signs are 
present. 
 
Notes: 
 

1. The Federal Railroad Administration reports that the bridge closes 11 times a day for 
rail traffic with an average closure time of about 20 minutes. 

 
2. Local waterway users report that the bridge is often down for much longer periods 
extending to an hour or more. This is attributed, in part, to a desire to not raise the bridge 
between trains, and that some trains stop on the tracks on either side of the bridge which 
signals the automatic system to keep the bridge down. 
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Vessel Traffic 
 
No independent measurement of yearly vessel traffic in this section of the river was identified for 
reference during the preparation of this paper. This is an important missing datum that should be 
obtained as soon as possible by an independent government authority.  
 
In spite of the apparent absence of reliable quantitative data, it is clear to even a casual observer 
that the section of the New River near the FECR bridge is an exceptionally busy waterway.  For 
example, even though a majority of vessels are able to pass beneath the adjacent 21’ high 
Andrews Avenue bridge without it opening, this bridge still opens about 1,000 times a month to 
allow larger vessels to pass. Assuming a 6:1 ratio of smaller vessels to larger ones makes an 
estimate of annual traffic about 84,000 transits per year. 
 
It is still important to note, though, that even an accurate count of current traffic and transits does 
not include the amount of waterway and economic activity that is deterred by this bridge closing 
the waterway as often as it does.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. 
Lauderdale” operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year. His water 
taxis serve the area east of the bridge, but not the tourist and cultural area just west of the bridge 
that includes the Broward Center for the Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, 
Imax Theatre, Esplanade Park, Historic Himmarshee Village, and the Old Ft. Lauderdale 
Museum of History. These attractions would ordinarily be ideal water taxi stops. Unfortunately, 
frequent, unscheduled, and often extended rail bridge closings prevent such service as they 
would too often cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. 

Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 

The FEC Railroad has operated a bascule rail bridge over the New River in Ft. Lauderdale since 
1912. The current rail bridge was permitted in 1974-5 and construction was complete in 1978. 
Since the current bridge was permitted, the marine industry and residential areas to the west have 
grown significantly. By example, the overall year-round population of the Broward County has 
doubled since 1978, from about 900K to 1.8M. And this does not include substantial seasonal 
increases and tourist visits. 

Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways on the other side. To 
the west there are extensive marine industrial support facilities, thousands of waterfront 
residences, and the numerous attractions and parks mentioned earlier. To the east lie the intra-
coastal waterway, Port Everglades, and the Atlantic Ocean. Restaurants and other waterfront 
attractions can be found all along the length of the river. 

As mentioned earlier, according to the FRA, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 11 
times each day and the closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local waterway users report 
more extended closures and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon. None of the 
closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in advance. Users also 
have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  



 

28 
 

Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 

The Bridge Before the Project Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  

1. It interferes with a primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines 
the foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 

“With 300+ miles of inland waterways and 50,000 registered yachts, Fort Lauderdale is 
dubbed ‘the Yachting Capital of the World’ . . . and home to the largest boat show in the 
world, the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show.”13  
 
Ft. Lauderdale prides itself on being yachting capital of the world. Sustaining that reputation 
and economic engine depends upon ready availability access to a wide range of industrial, 
engineering, maintenance and support services for those vessels. Access to almost all of these 
facilities is controlled by the FEC rail bridge over the New River.  

The bridge also controls access to more than 5,000 docks at marinas and homes up river. 

Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge to open, burning fuel, 
increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the risk of vessels 
colliding with each other, hitting and damaging vessels docked along the river, or being set 
upon the bridge by strong currents.  

Rail bridge closures delay waterway users and deter future use (the water taxi that does not 
serve the attractions on the west side of the bridge is just one example). Every time the bridge 
closes and delays a vessel transit it negatively impacts a critical economic engine of the local 
economy, and reduces property resale values upstream.14 

The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and 
is well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.15  

Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has 
testified that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a 
huge impact on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 
percent of Florida's ocean economy . . . .”16 

                                                 
13 Lena Katz, Luxury in the Yachting Capital of the World, Huffington Post (June 21, 2012), 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html. 
14 For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by half a percent, that would be a 
cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it degraded the value of $50B in 
property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 
15 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., (June 2008) 
at 6, available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf. 
16 Oceans and Coasts Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html
http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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2. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 

While waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. These 
include: 

• Using existing rail bridges to the west. The New River is crossed by 
two other rail bridges much further upstream that avoid obstructing 
much of the activity on the waterway. These bridges carry regional 
passenger (Amtrak), commuter (Tri-Rail) and freight traffic.   

• Developing a new rail corridor that is west of the New River entirely. 
The State of Florida is exploring a rail corridor along US 27 that 
would greatly increase capacity for the region, while at the same time 
bypassing numerous existing conflicts with water and vehicle traffic.17   

• Shipping freight along a parallel, but otherwise nearly identical route, 
by barge. Marine transport is generally recognized as the most 
efficient, economical, safest, and most environmentally friendly 
method of moving cargo, 18 and “marine highways” are being 
investigated by regional, state, and federal planners. 

• Replacing the bridge with a higher one that does not unreasonably 
obstruct navigation, or a tunnel. The State of Florida has estimated the 
costs would be $53M for a fixed bridge with 65’ vertical clearance, 
$66M for a drawbridge that had 45’ vertical clearance when closed, 
and a $530M for a tunnel.19  

Note: A tunnel option should not be dismissed merely because of 
capital cost as this would be amortized over an exceptionally long life-
cycle. There are precedents in the immediate area for tunnels being 
selected as the best transportation option:   

o The Henry Kinney Tunnel on U.S. 1 in Fort Lauderdale, which 
replaced a low-level drawbridge in 1960. 

o The $1B Port Miami tunnel that recently connected Miami's 
MacArthur Causeway to the Port of Miami   
 

                                                 
17 Angel Streeter, Railroad coming to U.S. 27? A new vision emerges, Sun Sentinel (May 18, 2013), 
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-
corridor-rail-line. 
18 Nationals Waterways Foundation, A Modal Comparison of Domestic Freight Transportation Effects on the 
General Public:  2001-2009 (Feb. 2012), http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf  
19 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel.  

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-corridor-rail-line
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-corridor-rail-line
http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
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Some of these alternatives are more expensive for the FECR. By not using them, though, the 
FECR is imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the area. 

3. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  

If FECR were to seek a permit to build this bridge today, it would most certainly be 
denied. 

US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences 
for fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts 
to all transportation modes at these important intersections of transportation systems. 

In 2009, the State of Florida examined alternatives to the FEC rail bridge over the New River 
and developed the two bridge and tunnel options mentioned earlier because the state 
recognized the problems posed by the bridge and that it did not meet the reasonable needs of 
navigation. 

The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG 
Bridge Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ to 25’ above the water 
when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the nearby Atlantic inter-coastal waterway 
and Miami River – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR 
Chapter 1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 

The Bridge Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation.  The Coast Guard must 
designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to navigation under the Truman-
Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 

Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 

Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be 
minimized. This requires that: 

1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 40 minutes each hour, 

2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  

3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   

4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 

Openings  

The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 

http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The waterway must be open at least 40 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per 
opening.  

Safe vessel transits are usually limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and 
the need for a slow, no-wake speed in what is also in a manatee zone. The length of the 
openings must allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With so many 
transits per year, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long, especially 
during peak periods. Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both 
sides of the bridge to organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge.  

Bridge closures directly impact the safety and costs of the commercial transits to and from 
the western commercial center. Delays have both a direct cost in time, fuel, additional 
hazards waiting in the river, etcetera, but also ripple through the entire commercial enterprise 
by throwing off schedules, work plans, and so on.  In its Truman-Hobbs study of the 
waterway, the USCG should examine the cost of lost business to commercial marinas caused 
by operators who choose to go elsewhere due to the risk of transiting the New River and its 
obstructive bridge.   

Waiting for the bridge to open also degrades the boating experience significantly, and can 
drive potential waterway users to just stay home or relocate where they moor their vessel. 
According to one authority: 

“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”20 
 

Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less 
reasonable. This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so 
that users can structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 

As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn 
and typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set 
upon the bridge or shore by strong currents. Collectively this inconvenience amounts to 
decline in property and business value.   

Predictability and Clarity 

Safe and efficient (and in the case of recreational users, enjoyable) waterway use requires 
time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, some of which are time consuming to 
prepare and require special transport, are often involved.  It is also often a group activity, so 
schedules of multiple people and organizations must be coordinated, sometimes weeks in 
advance. 

                                                 
20  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users 
have a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will 
manage expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 

It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  

We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal 
Register as part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that 
the schedule be published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain 
unchanged for at least 90 days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the 
project.  

 
 
2. The Methodology the FRA Used to Examine the Project’s Navigation Impacts is 
 Profoundly Flawed and Understates the Project’s Adverse Navigation Impacts 
 
Although the DEIS recognizes that vessel wait times and queue lengths will increase at the St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges (see, e.g., DEIS at 5-15) it nevertheless concludes 
that those impacts will have “no adverse economic impacts to marine jobs, economic growth, or 
development.”  Id.  The DEIS’ conclusion is flawed because the FRA has severely 
underestimated the extent to which the Project will harm navigation at the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River Bridges.   
 
To assess the Project’s impacts on navigation, the FRA relied on a consultant’s study – the 
“Navigation Discipline Report” – prepared for AAF by AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
Inc.   See DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C.  That study – and the FRA’s use of the study – suffers from 
the following seven flaws that render the FRA’s navigation analysis wholly unreliable and 
inconsistent with the Agency’s obligation to ensure the “professional integrity” of its analysis.  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.24. 
 
First, the FRA examined navigation impacts only in 2016, not any of the later years during 
which the Project will be operational.  See DEIS at 5-18.  That truncated approach ignores harms 
that will be suffered for years to come.  It also ignores any increases in recreational and 
commercial boating that may occur in the future.  That approach is not consistent with the 
Agency’s obligation to make a reasonable forecast of what will happen in the future. 
 
Second, the FRA also failed to establish an appropriate baseline against which to measure the 
impacts of the Project.  To the contrary, the Navigation Discipline Report uses three different 
baselines – one for each bridge – without any explanation of why that is appropriate.  See 
Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10. 
 
Third, the Navigation Discipline Report claims that vessels can pass through the bridge crossing 
in less than 7 seconds.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  But that is based solely on 
crossing time and ignores the time that will be required to accelerate from a standing position 
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when the bridge is closed.  In sum, it ignores how the vessels will actually move when the 
Project is operational.   
 
Fourth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant have evaluated the Project’s impacts under the rosiest of 
assumptions, including that the trains will operate properly without delays or incidents on the 
bridges. That approach cannot be reconciled with the FRA’s own conclusion that changing 
climate conditions are likely to cause problems with bridge infrastructure.  It also defies common 
sense.  The FRA should base its projections of anticipated impacts on what is reasonably 
foreseeable, not on the “absolute best case” scenario. 
 
Fifth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant appear not to have collected data on daily boat traffic from 
either the Jupiter Inlet District or the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel. 
 
Sixth, the FRA appears to have concluded that the navigation impacts are minimal based on 
“average” wait times, rather than the total number of vessels that will be forced to wait or the 
total aggregate waiting time of all vessels.  The DEIS provides no justification for such an 
approach, which does nothing but gloss over the fact that the Project will indisputably cause 
greater inconvenience for more boats, as documented on Pages 5-21, 5-24 and 5-26 of the DEIS. 
 
Seventh, the FRA has prematurely rejected the idea of requiring AAF to replace the existing St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges on the grounds that such a project would be too 
costly.  See DEIS at 5-27.  In doing so, the FRA has provided no cost data that would justify 
such a conclusion.  To the contrary, the DEIS says:  “The use of elevated bridge structures would 
result in significant cost increase; preliminary cost estimates indicate at least an increase in costs 
of two to three times planned activities.”  DEIS at 5-27.  Nowhere does the DEIS provide 
reliable estimates of what it would cost to replace just the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River 
bridges.  Publicly reported bridge construction estimates suggest that the cost of building three 
new elevated bridges would be far, far less than the $1.6 billion loan that AAF has requested – 
and nowhere close to “two to three” times that amount.  In particular, the Fort Lauderdale Sun 
Sentinel reported in October 2010, that the cost of building a new bridge over the New River 
could cost as little as $53 million – a small fraction of the cost of AAF’s $1.6 billion “planned 
activities.”21 
 
3.   The DEIS Ignores the Adverse Environmental Impacts That Stem  
 From the Increased Vessel Queues and Delays that the Project Will Cause 
 
Despite the flaws (discussed above) in the FRA’s study of the Project’s navigation impacts, the 
DEIS nevertheless confirms that the Project (even under the rosiest of assumptions) will lead to 
significantly more boats idling at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges.  See DEIS 
at 5-21, 5-21 and 5-26 (noting that 76% of the boats passing under the New River bridge will be 
delayed because of the Project).  The increase in boat idling will produce at least two reasonably 
foreseeable adverse environmental impacts:  (a) adverse air quality impacts, and (b) more vessel 
collisions.  But the DEIS nowhere mentions those impacts let alone takes a “hard look” at them. 

                                                 
21 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel. 

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
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First, the FRA has improperly ignored the adverse air quality impacts that will result from more 
boat idling.  As the DEIS explains:  “Motor vehicles emit CO2 at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues.”  DEIS at 5-38.  The same concern exists when 
marine vessels idle at length in long queues.  Yet that is exactly what the Project is likely to 
cause.  See DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (projecting that the total percentage of boats waiting in queues 
will triple at the St. Lucie bridge and nearly double at the Loxahatchee bridge).  In these 
circumstances, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses the impact of the 
Project on local air quality. 
 
Second, the FRA has also improperly ignored the risk of more boat collisions – and the harms 
they bring, including not only more oil spills but also injuries and fatalities.  Just as increased 
motor vehicle congestion can be reasonably expected to lead to more motor vehicle collisions, so 
too can increased marine vessel congestion be expected to lead to increased marine vessel 
collisions.  Yet this topic receives no meaningful discussion in the DEIS.  There is, for example, 
no projection of the number of boating accidents likely to occur and no projection of the amount 
of oil that may be spilled in Florida’s rivers as a result of those accidents.  This is true even 
though the Navigation Discipline Report itself discloses facts that telegraph the ways in which 
the Project will increase the risk of marine vessel collisions.  It notes, for example, that boats 
already try passing under the various draw bridges when those bridges are in the process of 
opening and closing.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  Since the bridges will be 
opening and closing far more often if the Project goes forward, there will likely be many more 
opportunities for boats to crash into the bridges as they open and close.  In all events, the FRA 
must prepare a supplemental DEIS that takes a hard look at that issue.  The FRA needs to project 
what accidents are likely to occur, when they are likely to occur and what impacts they are likely 
to have, and it should compare those projections to what is likely to happen under reasonable 
alternatives.   
 
4. The FRA Has Prematurely Rejected the Idea of 
 Requiring AAF to Install Elevated Replacement Bridges 
 
Perhaps the most troubling feature of the DEIS’s navigation discussion is that despite all the 
manifest problems with the existing St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges – to say 
nothing of the ways the Project will make those problems worse – the FRA appears to have 
already improperly concluded that it is not “feasible” to replace those bridges with elevated 
structures.  See DEIS at 5-27 (rejecting the idea of replacing all the bridges).  The FRA has failed 
to offer persuasive reasons why new elevated bridges should not be considered for the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River rail crossings, beyond the cost to AAF and failure to meet AAF’s 
claimed schedule of construction.   
 
B. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE-RELATED RISKS 
 
As noted above, although the DEIS recognizes the threats that climate-change poses to Florida’s 
eastern coast, it makes no attempt to integrate those threats into the FRA’s evaluation of how the 
Project will impact safety and navigation.  The proposed coastal route would be far more 
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vulnerable to rising sea levels and storm surges than the alternative CSX route.  However, the 
DEIS fails to assess the alternatives’ susceptibility or lack thereof to the effects of climate 
change. The failure to undertake a more meaningful analysis of the Project’s climate-related 
vulnerabilities is not consistent with President Obama’s November 2013 Executive Order calling 
on all federal agencies to examine ways of promoting climate resiliency.22  
 
Other federal and state agencies have not hesitated to require project proponents to provide 
detailed information about climate-related risks and/or measures for mitigating those risks.  For 
example, on November 24, 2014, the Federal Regulatory Energy Commission directed an 
applicant seeking approval to construct a liquefied natural gas facility in a coastal area to:  (i) 
“[d]escribe potential storm surge impacts on the Project area,” (ii) “explain how the facility will 
be designed and protect for a 500 year return hurricane storm considering wind and wave effects, 
regional subsidence and sea level rise,” and (ii) discuss “how design components would avoid or 
minimize flooding, wind, and other storm impacts.”23  The FRA’s DEIS for the AAF Project 
contains no comparable information about storm risks or ways the Project will be designed to 
minimize storm-related flooding and damage.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS 
that addresses this information. 

C. THE DEIS OMITS CRITICAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT 
 
In 2003, the Florida High Speed Rail Authority briefly examined the environmental impacts of 
four potential high speed rail routes between Orlando and Miami and concluded that of those 
four potential routes the route that AAF’s high speed passenger train will traverse was the worst 
in terms of environmental impacts.24  But this critically important fact finds no mention in the 
FRA’s DEIS for the Project.  The omission is important, but also emblematic of more serious 
problems.  Most notably, the DEIS omits information that the public – and the Agency – requires 
to evaluate whether AAF’s assertions about the Project’s commercial viability are realistic.  But 
what little the DEIS does reveal about the Project’s underlying economic and operating 
assumptions suggests that those assumptions are unrealistic and inconsistent on their face, if the 
DEIS had disclosed them. 
 
1. The DEIS Fails to Disclose, Let Alone Evaluate,  
 Essential Information About AAF’s Economic Model  
 
A central premise of the DEIS is that the Project will provide commercially-viable privately-run 
high speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami.  See, e.g., DEIS at 3-10 
(concluding that AAF’s preferred route “would provide a trip time consistent with the ridership 
target needed to sustain a viable private enterprise.”)  That premise underlies several conclusions 
in the DEIS, including:  (1) the FRA’s decision to exclude the alternative CSX route from 
serious consideration, see DEIS at 3-7 & 3-10; (2) the FRA’s conclusion that the bulk of AAF’s 
                                                 
22 See Exec. Office of the President, Executive Order – Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate 
Change (Nov. 1, 2013), available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-
preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change.   
23 See FERC Letter to Louisiana LNG Energy, LLC in Docket Number PF14-17, Paragraphs 67k, 67h & 70 (Nov. 
24, 2014), available at http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp).    
24 See Florida High Speed Rail Authority, Orlando-Miami Planning Study Executive Summary at 7 (Mar. 2003), 
http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/uploaddocuments/p25/Exec%20Summary%20FINAL1.pdf  

http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change
http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp
http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/uploaddocuments/p25/Exec%20Summary%20FINAL1.pdf
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intercity passengers will be diverted from cars, see DEIS at S-9; and (3) the conclusions that 
flow from point (2), such as that the diversion of car drivers will result in improved air quality 
and reduced vehicular accidents, see DEIS at 5-33 & 5-134.  The DEIS forecasts that the Project 
will remove 336,000 cars from the road (69% of AAF’s forecasted ridership) by 2016 and 1.35 
million cars from the road by 2030.  DEIS at 3-47.   How can the agency predict the specific 
number of cars that will be taken off the road without providing the single most important factor 
in ridership, the suggested ticket price?  No average Orange or Palm Beach County family will 
choose taking an AAF train instead of driving to Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic 
sense. 

 
Nowhere does the DEIS disclose sufficient information about AAF’s ticket prices and economic 
model to determine whether the document’s central premise is correct.  Simply put, although the 
DEIS asserts that “[t]he economic viability of the Project is dependent on ridership,” DEIS at 3-
5, it omits the very information that is essential to evaluating whether the Project will in fact 
attract a sufficient supply of riders.  More specifically, the DEIS is completely devoid of any 
discussion of two critical topics:  (1) ticket prices, and (2) the whipsaw in which AAF has placed 
itself with respect to ticket prices, as low ticket prices to entice riders creates serious problems 
for repaying the FRA’s RRIF loan.  Similarly, if ticket prices are relatively higher and realistic in 
terms of the amounts needed for repayment of the loan, then train ridership will not achieve 
claimed numbers and car abandonment will not occur. 
 
First, the DEIS nowhere discloses any information, even in the form of a range of prices that 
AAF may charge for tickets, although that information is surely relevant to a judgment that the 
Project will attract riders and the public has the expertise to evaluate it instantly.  The omission is 
especially troubling given that the widely divergent publicly-available information about AAF’s 
plans.  As of December 2, 2014, AAF’s website for the Project said “pricing has yet to be 
determined.”25  But AAF clearly disclosed this information and its ridership study to its potential 
investors.  What is unclear is (a) whether the Agency examined this information at all, (b) why it 
did not provide any of this information to the Project’s potential riders, and (c) why it failed to 
engage in any discussion of what various ticket prices imply for the potential success of the 
Project.  It is highly troubling that the FRA accepted AAF’s ridership assertions based solely on 
the “summary” of the ridership study found at Appendix 3.3-F of the DEIS, without examining, 
let alone sharing with the public, the actual ridership study. 
 
Second, the DEIS fails to examine the extent to which AAF has put itself in a whipsaw with 
respect to ticket prices and repayment of the FRA’s proposed loan.  More specifically, the DEIS 
fails to consider whether AAF’s prices will be high enough for AAF to repay its debt while 
staying low enough to attract sufficient riders to fill its trains.  That oversight is highly troubling 
given that so many of the DEIS’s conclusions hinge on the self-proclaimed assumption that the 
Project will be commercially viable. 
 
These points are well-made in a November 17 Palm Beach Post column by Frank Cerabino, “All 
Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams.” Among his many points, Mr. Cerabino 
states the following:   
                                                 
25 All Aboard Florida, All Aboard Florida: Train FAQS, available at 
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html (last accessed Nov. 21, 2014). 

http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html
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“What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-trip 
ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach?  Maybe some things will.  But to 
make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million tourists lining up for 
the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year.  And if you 
divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you 
get 166 tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm 
Beach.  All year long.  For every train . . . And these estimates are the 
conservative ones.  If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest projection of 5.1 
million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each of 
the 400-seat trains all year long.” 26 

 
2. The DEIS Presumes Travel Times That Are Unrealistic 

 
The DEIS recognizes that travel time is one of the most important factors in choosing a form of 
transportation and contends that one of the attractive features of the Project is that “[t]rip times 
would meet the 3‐hour target” needed for private intercity passenger service to be commercially 
viable.  DEIS at 3-11.  But the DEIS is unduly rosy about the speed of the anticipated AAF 
passenger trains.  As a threshold matter, the conclusion that the trip will take only 3 hours 
assumes that each train will stop for no more than one minute at each station.  DEIS at 3-45.  Yet 
that assumption seems highly implausible on its face.  No passenger train travelling at anywhere 
near full capacity will be able to arrive at a stop, allow many of its passengers to exit the train 
with their luggage, and have all the boarding passengers enter the train in just one minute.   
 
The DEIS also in explicably ignores total travel time – which necessarily includes not just the 
length of the train ride but also the time required to get to the station and from the station to the 
final destination.  We believe this total failure to make any estimate of this additional time 
renders the DEIS impermissibly incomplete.  How can FRA or AAF argue that a theoretical 
passenger arriving at the Orlando train station has completed their journey with no additional 
time estimate to reach destinations such as the Disney or Universal properties, or downtown 
Orlando?  The time estimate to arrive at an AAF station and to reach the time destination is 
critical.  Equally important, the DEIS makes no mention of the possibility that safety measures 
will be implemented that significantly delay the passenger trains.  For example, the DEIS does 
not explore the possibility of imposing speed limits at the nearly 350 at-grade crossings included 
in the Project corridor, although such a possibility should surely be considered.   
 
3. AAF’s Profits Should Not be FRA’s Primary Concern 

 
Another troubling feature of the DEIS is that it frequently emphasizes AAF’s potential profits 
over all other concerns.  The Agency’s hasty dismissal of three possible alternative routes – the 
CSX Route Alternative, the Florida Turnpike Route Alternative and the I-95 Route Alternative – 
displays this quality.  The DEIS recognizes, for example, that some of those routes would also 
achieve the 3-hour target travel time, but nevertheless dismisses them as reasonable alternatives 

                                                 
26 See Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm Beach Post (Nov. 17, 
2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-
estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch).       

http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch
http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch
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because, among other reasons, it would allegedly be too costly and time consuming for AAF to 
develop them.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  Likewise, with respect to bridge safety, although the 
Coast Guard requested that AAF evaluate alternatives that would raise certain bridges, the FRA 
has in more or less final language dismissed elevating bridges as too costly and too time 
consuming – for AAF.  In particular, the Agency has “determined that the significant delays, 
costs, and risks associated with the use of elevated structures make raising any of the corridor 
bridges not feasible.”  DEIS at 5-27 (emphasis added).  The residents of communities along the 
track and those who operate vessels on the impacted waterways deserve more of an explanation 
from a federal agency charged with such a major project.  The DEIS explanation should be 
changed to read:  “AAF’s desire for financial gain, made possible through $1.6 billion in federal 
funds, outweighs public safety concerns and concerns about navigations of the waterways.” 
 
4. A Supplemental DEIS is Required to Address the Information Gaps 
 
Having failed to address the ticket price, economic model and travel time issues highlighted 
above, the Agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS that carefully examines those topics.  
The FRA should consider the range of ticket prices that AAF may charge, evaluate the impacts 
of those prices on AAF’s ability to fulfill the objectives of the Project and should also carefully 
examine whether AAF’s other assumptions (such as station dwell times) are realistic.  In doing 
so, the Agency should keep the following considerations in mind:   
 

• AAF must have high enough ticket prices to bring in enough revenue to 
pay back its substantial expectations of either RRIF funding or PAB bonds 
and funds to repay its junk bond level interest rate debt to private 
investors, but it also must have low enough ticket prices to attract 
sufficient riders to fill its trains and abandon their cars.  The Agency 
should examine whether AAF can in fact thread that needle as the data 
relied upon in the DEIS is totally opaque to the public. 
 

• The Agency should not overlook the cost of getting to – and the time that 
it takes to get to – each AAF station, whether by foot, car, public 
transportation, taxi or other means.  No average Orange or Palm Beach 
County family will choose to take an AAF train instead of driving to 
Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic sense.  And those families 
cannot be expected to base their ridership decisions on ticket prices and 
on-the-train travel times alone.  They will also be looking at total door-to-
door costs and time, and so should the FRA. 
 

• An agency cannot rubberstamp information provided by an applicant 
without critical review.  See, e.g., Sierra Club v. Van Antwerp, 709 F. 
Supp. 2d 1254, 1267 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 
2010) (chastising the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for “uncritically” 
accepting certain assertions made by permit applicants).  Instead, federal 
agencies are required to ensure that the data they rely on is accurate and 
reliable.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.24 (federal agencies must ensure the 
“professional integrity” of their analyses). 
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D.   THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT’S SAFETY IMPACTS 
 
1. The DEIS Does Not Accurately Identify the Project’s Impacts 
 
The overarching flaw in the DEIS’s discussion of the Project’s safety impacts is that the DEIS 
fails to adequately – or accurately – describe those impacts.  And that means that the DEIS also 
fails to provide an appropriate discussion of appropriate safety risk mitigation measures.  Both 
flaws warrant the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.  More specifically, the discussion of 
safety impacts in the DEIS is inadequate for at least seven reasons: 
 
First, the DEIS does not compare the nature and frequency of rail-related accidents under the 
Project with those under the no-action alternative.  Yet that is exactly the sort of analysis that the 
DEIS is supposed to provide.  NEPA requires federal agencies to engage in “reasonable 
forecasting” of potential impacts.  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 F.3d 1304, 
1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014).  Here, the agency has provided no forecast at all of rail-related accidents, 
let alone a reasonable one.  Instead, the DEIS states that “greater frequency of trains may 
increase opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or people.”  DEIS at S-17 & 5-132 
(emphasis added).  But a single vague sentence, repeated twice, about unspecified 
“opportunities” for “conflict” does nothing to inform the public about the nature or extent of the 
safety risks actually posed by the Project.  Nor does it describe those risks in a manner that 
would satisfy the agency’s obligation to take a “hard look” at them.  In reality, the Project does 
not threaten “opportunities for conflict,” it threatens collisions—with both vehicles and people— 
and that is the topic that the agency needs to address.  The agency should prepare a reasonable 
forecast of what collisions are likely to occur, how frequently they are likely to occur and where 
they are likely to occur. 
 
Second, the DEIS also fails to identify, or take a “hard look” at, a second major safety risk posed 
by the Project – delays to emergency vehicles.  The Project will plainly result in additional traffic 
delays – and dramatically longer traffic queues – at key intersections all along the North-South 
Corridor.  See, e.g., DEIS Appendix 3.3 C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis for 
the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Cocoa to West Palm Beach, Florida, Pages 
3-16 to 3-26 (describing anticipated traffic queues and wait times).27  Yet the DEIS provides no 
discussion at all of how those delays may impact the ability of ambulances to reach hospitals or 
fire trucks to reach emergency sites.  Simply put, the DEIS does not forecast those impacts.  
Instead, the closest the DEIS comes to an analysis of this issue is to recognize that emergency 
vehicles may be adversely impacted during the Project’s construction, not during its operation. 
See DEIS at 5-132.  That truncated approach is not adequate, especially given the evidence that 
traffic delays will not merely continue during the Project’s operation, they will actually get 
worse over time.  See DEIS Appendix 3.3. C at 3-17 (comparing 2016 conditions and 2036 

                                                 
27  This appendix is itself flawed in various ways, as discussed at length of the comments submitted by The 
Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida, (the “Indian River County Comments”), which 
CARE FL respectfully incorporates by reference here.  See Indian River Comments at 18-19 (identifying at least 
seven shortcomings in the Appendix’s methodology and analysis).   Nevertheless, even accepting the Appendix’s 
traffic congestion numbers at face value, the Appendix establishes that the Project will permanently and severely 
disrupt traffic flows at several important intersections. 
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conditions).  Moreover, even with respect to the adverse impacts during construction, the DEIS’s 
discussion is profoundly flawed.  The DEIS asserts on page 5-132 that “[a]s discussed in Section 
5.1.2, AAF will work with local communities to minimize disruption to traffic and to maintain 
emergency access.”  But Section 5.1.2 contains no such discussion.  Simply put, the DEIS lacks 
any meaningful discussion of what will happen to emergency vehicles.   
 
Third, it is no answer to these concerns to say that the agency either does not possess or cannot 
produce reasonable forecasts of train collisions and emergency vehicle delays.  The agency is 
required to obtain information that is “essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives,” unless 
the cost of doing so is “exorbitant” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22.  Here, it cannot be disputed that an 
accurate description of, and a reasonable forecast of, adverse safety impacts is “essential to a 
reasoned choice among alternatives.”  Indeed, the DEIS touts the Project’s alleged “overall 
beneficial effect” on public safety as a reason for undertaking the Project.  See DEIS at S-17.  In 
these circumstances, the agency must prepare a supplemental DEIS that forecasts the adverse 
safety impacts of the Project and provides a meaningful basis on which to compare the Project’s 
impacts to those of the no-action alternative and other potential alternatives.   
 
Fourth, having failed to identify the actual specific safety impacts that may result from the 
Project, the DEIS’s conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” on safety, 
DEIS at S-17 and 5-132, is premature.  Simply put, the DEIS puts the cart before the horse.  The 
DEIS lists a vague set of “improvements” “serving to minimize potential conflicts and their 
consequences,” DEIS at 5-132, but because the DEIS omits a clear description of the 
“consequences” in the first place, there is no way for the public – or FRA decision-makers – to 
assess whether the “improvements” are pertinent, let alone whether they will be effective.  The 
FRA needs to identify the safety risks posed by the Project before it concludes that any 
“improvements” associated with the Project will outweigh those risks.   
 
Fifth, the “improvements” identified in the DEIS are also too vague to support the FRA’s 
conclusion that the Project will be beneficial, or to support an alternative conclusion that those 
improvements will be adequate to mitigate the adverse safety impacts of the Project.  Most 
notably, the DEIS indicates that the FRA “will be publishing recommendations” for the Project’s 
349 at-grade crossings, at some unspecified point in the future.  DEIS at 5-134.  But there is not 
one word about whether those recommendations will actually be implemented by AAF, despite 
clear CEQ guidance requiring a discussion of that topic.  See Forty Most Asked Questions 
Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (March 
23, 1981), Question 19b (“to ensure that environmental effects of a proposed action are fairly 
assessed, the probability of the mitigation measures being implemented must also be discussed.”)  
Indeed, the DEIS fails to mention evidence that AAF may actively resist the agency’s safety 
recommendations.  In March 2014, FRA Engineer Frank Fray reported that despite his support of 
the use of a sealed corridor, AAF officials “have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH 
segment will NOT incorporate the “Sealed Corridor” concept.”  See Appendix A, F. Frey, On-
Site Engineering Field Report – Part 1, March 20, 2014 (the “March 2014 Field Report”) at 2.  
That evidence of resistance to reasonable safety measures finds no mention in the DEIS, despite 
applicable CEQ guidance requiring the FRA to “acknowledge such opposition.”  Forty Most 
Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, Question 
19b.  In sum, the vague promise that safety “recommendations” will be made in the future 
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provides no assurance that those recommendations will be pertinent to the actual risks posed by 
the Project, let alone that they will be implemented, even if they are pertinent.  In these 
circumstances, the agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS after it has published its safety 
recommendations for the Project.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a) (requiring a supplemental DEIS 
where the initial discussion is so truncated as to preclude “meaningful analysis”). 
 
Sixth, the DEIS’s premature conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” 
on public safety suffers from a separate, additional flaw – it is premised, at least in part, on the 
assertion that the Project will result in “decreased congestion and the potential for fewer 
vehicular crashes.”  DEIS at S-18.  That assertion, to the extent it concerns congestion within the 
Project’s rail corridor, cannot be squared with other parts of the DEIS that conclude the Project 
will increase congestion.  See, e.g., DEIS at S-9 (explaining that the Project “would result in 
some degradation in Levels of Service” along the North-South Corridor).  Alternatively, to the 
extent the assertion about “decreased congestion” concerns congestion along the highways 
between Orlando and Miami, the assertion is premised on an assumption that has inadequate 
factual support; namely, the assumption that the Project will divert a meaningful number of 
riders away from the highway.  As discussed in Section [III.C.1] above, the DEIS presumes that 
riders will be diverted, but does not provide sufficient factual information to assess the viability 
of that assumption.   
 
Seventh, no mention is made in the DEIS of increased risks from additional freight train traffic 
that may be induced by the Project or that it is otherwise reasonably foreseeable as a result of 
other economic developments. 
 
2.   The Project Will Increase the Risk of Potentially Catastrophic Collisions  

That Will Cause Fatalities 
 
Several facts illustrate that the Project will almost surely increase the risk of train collisions – 
collisions with cars, collisions with people and collisions with other trains.  Those facts include, 
at a minimum, the following: 
  

• The Project will retain 349 at-grade crossings, even though there is no 
genuine doubt that at-grade crossings are dangerous and present the 
“opportunity” for crashes.   
 

• The Project will not merely retain the at-grade crossings, but will more 
than triple (from 14 to 52) the number of trains passing through those 
crossings each day, while also potentially nearly quadrupling (from 28.5 
miles per hour to as much as 100 miles per hour) the speed of those trains.   
 

• Pedestrian trespassing along certain parts of the Project’s corridor is 
“epidemic.”  Frey March 2014 Field Report at 3.  Yet AAF appears not to 
have committed to install measures designed to curtail such trespassing.  
 

• Even assuming that the use of double-tracks and positive train control 
technology will help reduce the risk of collisions between passenger trains 
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and freight trains, there are still times when freight and passenger trains 
will be sharing the same track – such as when going over one-track 
bridges.   

 
Regrettably, the DEIS contains almost no discussion of these facts, let alone an attempt to 
explain why these facts should not lead to outright rejection of the Project.  Running passenger 
trains at speeds in excess of 79 miles per hour in the same right of way as freight trains is 
reckless.  In Oregon, Union Pacific Railroad, the owner of a track sought to run high speed 
trains, has sounded the alarm about high speed passenger trains and freight trains sharing the 
same right of way.28  The company stated that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour 
on its tracks; anything faster would be far too dangerous.  Simply put, the facts strongly suggest 
that there will be more frequent and more severe rail-related accidents under the Project than 
under the no-action alternative and the DEIS nowhere provides evidence to the contrary.   
 
Moreover, all of the safety risks identified above are compounded by changing climate 
conditions.  Yet the DEIS fails to grapple with that reality.  The DEIS acknowledges that 
changing climate conditions will adversely affect the Project’s critical infrastructure:   “Bridge 
structures will have increased vulnerability over time; potential infrastructure damage may result 
from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms.”  DEIS at 5-75.  But the FRA has not integrated that 
fact into its examination of the safety risks posed by the Project, or into its discussion of 
appropriate mitigation measures.  For example, the DEIS does not examine the potential for 
“infrastructure damage” to result in more frequent, or more catastrophic, rail-related accidents.   
 
To fulfil its obligations under NEPA, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
carefully examines the safety risks highlighted above.  It should take a “hard look” at the risk of 
increased train collisions—collisions with vehicles, collisions with people and collisions with 
other trains—by providing a reasonable forecast of where those collisions are likely to occur, 
how frequently they are likely to occur and how much damage they are likely to cause.  It should 
also incorporate the risks created by changing climate conditions into that discussion.  And once 
it has identified the safety risks, it should include a discussion of potential mitigation measures.  
Only at that point will the public – and FRA decision-makers – be in a position to fully 
understand the potential safety impacts of the Project. 
 
3.   The Project Will Consistently Result in Increased Delays for Emergency Vehicles,  
 Potentially Resulting in Increased Fatalities  
 
No question exists that the Project, with 349 at-grade crossings, will cause delays for emergency 
vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks.  The FRA itself has previously acknowledged as 
much – although not in the DEIS.  Previously, in an environmental impact statement for a 
different proposed high speed rail line, the FRA warned:   
 

                                                 
28  See Ben Jacklet, Comments on high-speed rail in Oregon roll in, Portland Business Journal (Jan. 29, 2013), 
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print.    

http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print
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At-grade railroad crossings hinder emergency response times when 
trains block the crossings.29 

 
Remarkably, the DEIS for AAF’s high speed rail proposal contains no such warning – even 
though AAF’s Project features 349 more grade crossings than the Fresno-to-Bakersfield project, 
which featured zero grade crossings.  The FRA’s omission of such a critical warning cries out for 
the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.   
 
Significantly, even extremely short ambulance delays can cost lives.  As Dr. Michael Collins, the 
Medical Director for the Jupiter Medical Center’s emergency department has publicly stated in 
relation to the Project:  
 

Sometimes eight seconds, fifteen seconds, thirty seconds is all we have to save a 
life in the emergency department. I’m very concerned about multiple trains going 
through our community, starting traffic jams that keep ambulances from getting to 
us. We get twenty percent of our patients via ambulance. We get almost all of 
Tequesta’s ambulance patients, and the thought of them waiting behind multiple 
crossings during the day is worrisome to me. Well, you can say that ambulances 
can get through traffic jams because they have horns and sirens, but I’m also 
concerned about physicians that are trying to get to our hospital, obstetricians, 
surgeons, cardiologists, neurologists. Seconds do count in the world of critical 
care, and I feel that All Aboard Florida needs to address these issues to the public. 
They need to explain what their plan is to prevent communities from being cut off 
from their hospitals.  In critical care times, seconds count.30 

E. THE DEIS FAILS TO ANALYZE PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVES THAT 
WOULD NOT DETRIMENTALLY IMPACT NAVIGATION, SAFETY, AND 
THE ENVIRONMENT  

 
The alternatives analysis “is the heart of the environmental impact statement.” 40 C.F.R. 
1502.14.  An EIS is supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in 
detail including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits.” 
1502.14(b) (emphasis added). Yet the DEIS defined the purpose of the Project so narrowly that it 
failed to adequately compare reasonable alternatives, specifically the alternative inland CSX 
route.  The Agency dismissed the three alternative routes, including the CSX route, because it 
would be too expensive and time consuming for the company.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  As 
discussed in Section III.A, the proposed Project would have an unacceptable detrimental impact 
on maritime navigation.  The CSX alternative, by nature of its inland route, would not encounter 
and create these dangerous navigation conditions.  The CSX alternative would not run through 
such densely populated communities, and therefore, it would not raise such striking safety 
concerns to communities.  

                                                 
29 California High-Speed Train Project Final EIR/EIS, Final Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation and Draft General Conformity Statement Fresno to Bakersfield Section, at 
3.11-15, available at http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html  
30 A video of Dr. Collins’ comments can be found here:  http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-
medical-center/. 

http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html
http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/
http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/
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Additionally, the proposed Project represents a significant encroachment on floodplains, yet the 
FRA fails to explore alternatives that are not located in floodplains.  This failure is detailed in 
Section 5 of Indian River Count’s Comments.  See Indian River’s Comments at 13-14.  The 
Agency fails to illustrate why the Project must be located in floodplains, and it also fails to 
demonstrate why non-flood plain construction alternatives are not practicable.  Cf. Sierra Club v. 
Van Antwerp¸709 F. Supp. 2d 1254 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 2010) 
(holding that the Army Corps of Engineers acted arbitrarily and capriciously in determining that 
a proposed mining project was water dependent and that there were no practicable alternatives to 
mining in the wetlands).   

Finally, the DEIS fails to evaluate each route’s vulnerability to the effects of climate change.  
The proposed Project would run through areas that are most susceptible to rising sea levels and 
storm surges.  Although the proposed route will encounter these effects and would result in 
significant repair and mitigation costs—most likely to the taxpayer—the DEIS does not address 
this reasonably foreseeable impact in its alternatives analysis. As with navigation and safety 
concerns, the alternative CSX route runs inland and would not be anywhere near as vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change as the proposed route.   

Thus, in order to fulfill “the heart of the environmental impact statement,” the Agency must issue 
a supplemental DEIS that includes a meaningful alternatives analysis addressing these important 
concerns. 

F. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ASSESS CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
 
The proposed Project would be a massive undertaking that would require construction over 
multiple years; this would result in significant impacts on surrounding areas, including increased 
traffic congestion and air pollution from diesel construction equipment.  Yet the DEIS merely 
glosses over these impacts with no substantive analyses.  See DEIS at 5-5, 5-14, and 7-4. Indian 
River County does an excellent job describing this concern in its Comments.  See Indian River’s 
comments at 15-16.  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be addressed by the 
Agency. 

G. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZE THE PROJECT’S 
INCREASED NOISE AND VIBRATION AND THE IMPACTS ON LOCAL 
COMMUNITIES 

 
The DEIS greatly underestimates increases in noise levels and vibration caused by the Project.  
See Indian River’s Comments at 17-21.  The Agency fails to follow its own Noise Manual and 
uses faulty methodology to conclude that “the Project would have no permanent noise impacts.”  
Id. at 21 (quoting DEIS at 5-49).  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be 
addressed by the Agency. 

H. THE DEIS IMPROPERLY EXCLUDED LOCAL AUTHORITIES FROM 
 NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT CONSULTATION 
 
Despite NHPA regulations requiring the Agency to invite local governments to participate in a 
consultation to identify historic and archaeological resources that could be affected by the 
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Project, the FRA selectively chose “certified” localities that were more likely to support the 
Project.  See Indian River’s Comments at 21-24.  As Indian River County explains, the flawed 
consultation and the DEIS failed to identify multiple archaeological and historic resources.  We 
believe this concern is legitimate and needs to be addressed by the Agency.  

I. THE DEIS FAILS TO CONSIDER THE PROJECT’S IMPACTS ON 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS 

 
The DEIS fails to identify five Community Redevelopment Areas (“CRAs”) in Martin County 
that the Project would bisect.  As Martin County explains in its Comments, the Project would 
have a disproportionate detrimental impact on low-income areas in the County.  The DEIS does 
not address populations that travel primarily by walking and bicycling.  Nor does it address the 
detrimental impact it would have on small businesses in these CRAs.  See Martin County’s 
Comments at 25-31, ex. N.  These are serious concerns that need to be addressed by the Agency. 

J. THE DEIS BASES ITS ENDANGERED SPECIES ANALYSIS ON INCOMPLETE 
OR INADEQUATE WILDLIFE DATA 

 
Martin County raises important concerns related to the DEIS’s flawed endangered species 
analysis.  See Martin County’s Comments at 21-24.  The DEIS fails to (1) identify preserved rare 
and unique upland areas (scrub), (2) provide potential impacts on state and federal listed animal 
and plant species, and (3) provide mitigation measures for these listed animal and plant species. 
We urge the Agency to examine these significant concerns. 
 
IV. IF THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD, THE FRA MUST ENSURE THAT 

APPROPRIATE AND MEANINGFUL MITIGATION MEASURES ARE TAKEN 
 
CARE FL is opposed to the Project as currently conceived and urges the FRA to reject the 
Project.  At a minimum, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that adequately addresses 
all of the concerns identified above, as well as those raised by other parties submitting comments 
on the DEIS.  But if the FRA moves forward with preparation of a Final EIS, it must ensure that 
appropriate mitigation measures are implemented, and it must develop an appropriate plan for 
monitoring the effectiveness of those measures.   
 
It is impossible for CARE FL to identify – and comment on – all appropriate mitigation 
measures until the FRA (i) provides a comprehensive and accurate account of the Project’s actual 
safety impacts, and (ii) publishes its safety recommendations for the Project.  Nevertheless, even 
in the absence of such information, it is clear that the Agency should implement the following 
three mitigation measures:   
 
First, the Project should not go forward unless the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River 
bridges are replaced in their entirety with modern, safe bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation and do no create adverse noise, vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding 
communities.   
 
Second, the Project should not go forward without implementation of a full suite of rail-related 
safety measures – not merely the vague plans discussed in the DEIS (such as the preparation of a 
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comprehensive safety plan), but also such the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade 
crossings and the installation of pedestrian gates at where sidewalks are present on either side of 
the rail line, at the expense of the project, not the adjoining counties, cities and towns.   
 
Third, the FRA should develop a comprehensive mitigation monitoring plan, to ensure that any 
mitigation measures discussed in the final EIS and committed to by the Agency and AAF are in 
fact implemented.   
 
Indian River and Martin Counties have also identified other specific mitigation measures that 
should be taken.  Finally, the FRA should also compare – in a supplemental DEIS – the pros and 
cons of imposing speed limits at each grade crossing.  It should include in its discussion an 
examination of whether such limits would reduce the risk of potential accidents, and if so, would 
those benefits be offset by increased traffic delays. 
 
V. CONCLUSION 
 
The Project is poorly conceived and threatens unacceptable adverse impacts to the safety and 
welfare of Florida's citizens.  For those reasons, the FRA should reject the Project.  At a bare 
minimum, the FRA should refrain from proceeding with the Project until it prepares a 
supplemental DEIS adequately addressing the concerns raised in these comments and in the 
comments submitted by other concerned citizens and entities. 
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U.S. Depart ment of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Office of Safety RRS-23 

Highway Rail Crossing and Trespasser Program Division 

ON-SITE ENGINEERING FIELD REPORT - Part 1 

All Aboard Florida 

Background : 

FRA Headquarters, in conjunction with the Region 3 office, assisted in the diagnostic safety 

review of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway grade crossings between Miami-Dade to St. Lucie 

counties. This is due to High Speed Passenger Rail service being planned between Miami and 

Orlando, known as "All Aboard Florida". Beginning February 4, 2014 and ending on March 7, 2014, 

a total of263 public and private grade crossings were assessed. Participants included officials from 

Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT), FEC, All Aboard Florida (AAF); including local city 

and county officiaJs at some locations . 

For the purposes of this report, Part 1 represents the diagnostic review taken place from 

Miami-Dade to St. Lucie Counties. Part 2 designates the diagnostic review from Indian River County 

to Cocoa Beach, which is expected to occur in mid-to-late June 2014 . There are approximately 90 

grade crossings in Part 2. The segment between Cocoa Beach and Orlando will be designed for 125 

MPH, however, AAF will not be traversing over any at-grade crossings along that rail corridor. 

Scope: 

Crossing locations between Miami to north of West Palm Beach are being designed for a 

maximum authorized speed of 79 MPH. The 110 MPH segme nt begins/ends at 30th Street in West 

Palm Beach (milepost 297.40), and continues through the Private Road Crossing in fndrio (milepost 

233.90) . Within the 110 MPH segment, train speeds are lowered to conventional rail limits where 

civil constraints exist; such as curves or draw bridges, which are noted on the accompanying field 

design plans. 

Currently the design plans are at 30% . The next reiteration will be at 90% . Therefore, the 

decisions for the grade crossing signaling equipment and warning devices will be determined fairly 

soon. 

The existing crossing signaling equipment contain a mix of signal cases and relay houses, 

equipped with either Phase Motion Detectors (PMD-1) or HXP 3RZ's highway crossing processors. 
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Each crossing location will eventually consist of relay houses equipped with GE Transportation's 

ElectroLoglXS XP4 for constant warning time as part of this project For 110 MPH, the crossing 

circuits beyond the 79 MPH standard will utilize a GE device linked through the PTC system for the 

advanced crossing starts. The technology will diagnose a health check to determine whether or not 

all roadway /pedestrian gates are in the down position. 

Results: 

Of the 263 grade crossings in Part 1, there are 57 crossing locations affected for Sealed 

Corridor treatments within the 110 MPH territory. Officials from All Aboard Florida passenger rail 

project (herein the "Project'') have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH segment will NOT 

incorporate the "Sealed Corridor" concept as outlined in FRA's Highway-Rail Grade Crossing 

Guidelines for High-Speed Passenger Rail, Version 1.0 (November 2009). They stated that since 

these are "guidelines, not regulations" as quoted on page iii , in which they are not obligated to 

incorporate any of the described crossing treatments as illustrated in the document. The Project 

estimates that in doing so would incur an additional financial burden of about $4 7 mil. 

In my professional opinion, I respectfully disagree with the Project's approach in that they 

are not exercising appropriate safety practices and reasonable care when designing for High Speed 

Passenger Rail service. I explained to the entire diagnostic team how important it was to adopt the 

principles of the Sealed Corridor approach. However, it was clearly evident that the Project was not 

pursuing such concept. 

As a result, the Project has directed their signaling engineering consultants to design 

crossings to ONLY accommodate for the additional track while complying with the MUTCD - but not 

to incorporate any of the Sealed Corridor treatments. Furthermore, since there is a completely 

different philosophical view towards safety between the Project and I, the accompanying marked

up design plans and field notes are notably different from the Project's design plan s; particularly 

along the 110 MPH segment The Project has been maintaining a running log noting my Sealed 

Corridor recommendations . 

Officials from FDOT's Rail Office are not taking a position, one way or the other, at this time. 
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Safety Recommendations: 

The following are recommendations made to the Project based upon my on-site field assessments 

during the diagnostic safety review: 

A. Pedestrian gates - there are certain locations along the corridor in which sidewalks are 

present on both sides of the railroad right-of-way, but do not follow through. Some of these 

sidewalks do not comply with today's ADA's standards, however pedestrian travel is 

evident due to the worn foot path on the surface, and general witnessing of usage . Typically 

the roadway gate covers the entrance side of the adjacent sidewalk, but there are no 

pedestrian gates on the opposite quadrants. The Project stated if there is no agreement 

with the city or county for the service and maintenance of a pedestrian gate assembly, they 

will not install them. 

Trespassing is an epidemic along this corridor. Rather than encourage it, it is recommended 

per my field notes at those particular locations to equip sidewalk approaches with a visual 

and gated barrier. This is to provide safe passage of pedestrians through a very active rail 

line and prevents those from walking into an open railway corridor; or directing them onto 

the street- irrespective if there is an agreement or not. 

B. Vehicle Presence Detection - for those public and private crossings between 80 -110 MPH 

in Part 1 to be equipped with a Vehicle Presence Detection ("VPD") system. The entire FEC 

corridor is equipped with Cab Signaling control. Presence detection will serve as a long term 

obstacle system, where the presence of a vehicle within the crossing area for a fixed length 

of time would be reported as an alarm through the remote monitoring system, irrespective 

of the approach of a train. Subsequently, for those 3-Quadrant and 4-Quadrant gated grade 

crossings between 80-110 MPH (as identified further below), it is recommended that either 

through the activation of a loop detector and/or a vertical exit gate (indicating a roadway 

vehicle is occupying the crossing) that a vehicle is detected by the train as a "feedback loop" 

of information; resulting in a loss of cab-signals, thus placing the train in an automatic speed 

restriction . 

Motor vehicles stalled, or trapped on a crossing due to queuing, present a derailment 

hazard; and in multiple track territory or where freight equipment is standing on adjacent 

sidings or industry tracks, derailments can result in catastrophic secondary collisions. 

Therefore, presence detection providing feedback to the train control system to high speed 
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trains traveling along this FEC corridor be active in order to minimize the possibility of 

derailments as well. 

Recommending a VPD system is due to the following safety reasons : 

1. Field observations with vehicular traffic stopping on tracks 

2. Safety concerns expressed by city, county and FOOT officials 

3. Several crossings with reduced or no vehicle clearance at roadwayT-intersections 

4 . Vehicles yielding to oncoming traffic while on tracks at non-signalized T

intersections 

5. Motorists/ Commercial Vehicles queuing over tracks due to 4-way stop 

intersection, and vehicles entering adjacent driveways and parking lots 

6. The multiple track surfaces enables motorists to make U-turns or cut thru's easier 

7. Severely skewed crossings 

8. Acute-angled crossings with main gates perpendicular to the vehicular roadway 

C. Seale d Corridor Treatme nts - the following grade crossing locations are the 

recommended Sealed Corridor Treatments required by the Project to install: 

Four-Quad rant Gates (also referred as exit gates) (41) 

Street Name City /Tow n Milepos t DOT # 

30th Street West Palm Beach 297.40 272 406J 
Inlet Blvd. Rivera Beach 295.45 272 400T 
Flagler Street Rivera Beach 295.15 272 399 B 
Silver Beach Road Lake Park 293.75 272 389V 
Park Ave Lake Park 293.30 272 387 G 
Richard Road Palm Beach Gardens 292.20 272 385 T 

Lighthouse Drive Palm Beach Gardens 291.70 272 384 L 
RCA Blvd. Palm Beach Gardens 290.30 272 382 X 

Fred Small Road Jupiter 286.20 273 020 P 
Toney Penna Dr. * Jupiter 284 .20 272 378 H 
Gleason Street HobeSound 274.50 272 367 V 
Bridge Road Hobe Sound 274.10 272 366 N 

Pettway Street Hobe Sound 272.70 272 365 G 
Crossrip Street Salerno 271.40 272 362 L 
Osprey Street Salerno 270.90 272 934 K 
Cove Road Salerno 267.14 272 359 D 
Broward Street Salerno 266 .80 272 358 W 
Salerno Road Salerno 266.60 272 357 P 
Seaward Street "'* Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 
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Monterey Road Stu art 263.30 272 353 M 

SRA1A Stuart 262.50 272 3505 

Florida Street Stuart 262.30 272 349 X 

Palmett o Drive Rio 257.40 272 342A 

Jenson Beach Blvd. Rio 256.80 272 340 L 

Pitchford Land• 0 Rio 256.20 272 338 K 

Skyline Drive Rio 255.50 272 337 D 

County Line Road Rio 255.30 272 336 W 

Walton Road Walt on 252.50 272 332 U 

Midway Road Walt on 246.30 272 331 M 

Savannah Road Fort Pierce 243.80 272 330 F 

No. Sch. Causeway lndrio 239.80 272 218 U 

Shimoner Ln. ••• lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 

Tarmac Road••• lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 

St. Lucie Lane lndri o 238.80 272 214 S 

Chamberlain Blvd. lndrio 238.40 272 213 K 

Milton Road lndrio 237.80 272 211 W 

Torpey Road lndrio 237.10 272 210 P 

Rouse Road lndrio 236.70 272 209 V 

Michigan Street lndrio 236.10 272 208 N 

Wilcox Road lndrio 235.60 272 207 G 
Harbor Branch Rd lndri o 235.10 272 206A 

• - Lost crossing location (northbound) for propose d Tri-Roil service 
•• - Recommend to be CLOSED 
0 • - Private Crossing 

100-foot Non-traversable Medians • (7) 

Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT# 
361

h Str eet West Palm Beach 297.10 272 405 C 
451

h Street West Palm Beach 296.65 272 403 N 
49th Street West Palm Beach 296.30 272 240G 
County Line Road Hobe Sound 280.90 272 3725 
Park Road Hobe Sound 277.70 272 370 D 
SRAlA •• Salerno 268.65 272 360X 
Avenue A Fort Pierce 241.30 272 238 F 

* Please note: if for any reason th e Project and the respective municipality cannot agree on 
the median treatment, then those location(s) be equi pped with exit gates. 
•• Medians to be at least 150jeet each approach due to severe roadway skew. 
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Three-Quadrant Gates (due to a median present on the opposite side) (6} 

Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT# 
Blue Heron Blvd. Rivera Beach 294 .90 272 390 P 

Burns Road Palm Beach Gardens 290.80 272 383 E 

Hood Road Palm Beach Gardens 288.50 272 380J 

Donald Ross Road Palm Beach Gardens 287 .20 272 379 P 

Indiantown Road Jupiter 283.60 272 377 B 

Orange Avenue Fort Pierce 241 .50 272 239 M 

Private (6 locations within 110 MPH) 

Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT# 

Miracle Way "' Rio 257.10 272 341 T 
Pitchford Lnd ,,... Rio 256 .20 272 338 K 

Shimoner Ln "'* lndrio 239 .50 272 217 M 

Tarmac Road O lndrio 239 .20 272 215 Y 

Private Road * tndrio 234.50 272 205 T 
Private Road * lndrio 233 .90 272 204 l 

* - Recommend locked gate with procedures seeking permission from R.R. rnspatch to cross. 
** - Recommend the Project to equip with Four-Quadrant Gates (including VPD) 

Closed (17) Please note : Officials from the city or county are not taking a position, one 
way or the other, at this time. 

Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT# 
179m Street Aventura 353 .60 272 602 R 
141 st Street " North Miami Beach 356.12 272 609 N 
Third Street Hallandale 350 .30 272 591 F 
Monroe Street Hollywood 349.03 272 588 X 

Fillmore Street Hollywood 348.52 272 585 C 
Garfield Street Hollywood 348.07 272 582 G 

Dania Blvd* Dania Beach 345 .94 272 574 P 
First Street * Dania Beach 345.81 272 573 H 
22"d Street Fort Lauderdale 342 .96 272 566 X 
9th Street Fort Lauderdale 341 .80 272 661 N 
61n Street* Fort Lauderdale 341.56 272 559 M 
5th Street• Fort Lauderdale 341.45 272 558 F 
2nd Street Pompano Beach 333.31 272 5345 
4th Street Deerfield Beach 327 .41 272 513 Y 
2"d Street Deerfield Beach 326.81 272 511 K 
Hunter Street West Palm Beac h 303.18 272 450W 

Seaward Street •• Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 

* - or possible one-way 
** - only crossing to be closed along 110 MPH segment 
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Conclusion: 

Based upon my professional background and experience in regards to grade crossing safety, 

I strongly recommend officials from All Aboard Florida to adhere to the principles as outlined in the 

FRA's guidelines for Emerging High-Speed Rail (80-110 MPH). In doing so incorporate s the 

optimum safety practices in the engineering and design of their crossing locations for the following 

reasons: 

L The operating dynamics are significantly changing witMn the existing environment of 

the grade crossings, along with an alrea dy an active freight operation that will include: 

The addition of 16 round-trip trains (32 total) at 110 MPH 

The eventual inclusion ofTri-rail Commuter Rail service, which will add 74 trains. 

Changing from single track to multipl e track configurations. 

ll. Densely settled neighborhoods with congested roadways 

Ill. As many as 5 traffic lanes in the oncoming direction at T-intersections 

In summary , as the travelling public begins to assimilate to a substantial increase in railroad 

operations - by incorporating enhanced railroad signaling techno logy and increased active hi ghway 

warning devices are paramount to ensuring safety aware ness as both enti ties interact with one 

anoth er. Therefore, equipping crossing locations with the recommended actions, as outlined above 

in this report, will dramatically reduce potential safety hazards and catastrophic events. 

Report Respectfully Submitted By: 

Frank A. Frey, Gen. Englneer-HSR 
Federal Railroad Admi .nistration I U.S. DOT 
1200 New Jers ey Avenue, SE 
RRS-23 I W33-447 
Washington, DC 20590 
(202) 493-0130 
iPhone (202) 738-2195 
frank.frey@dot.gov 

~.tt.%-
March ZO, 2014 
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Cerabino: All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams 
The Palm Beach Post 
By Frank Cerabino  
 
Now that the groundbreaking of the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach has begun 
we can all look forward to the near future when 3.4-5.1 million train passengers a year will be 
stopping or passing through the yet-to-be-built downtown station. 
 
At least that’s the projected figures from a ridership survey proffered by the rail company. 
 
Where exactly are all these future riders? Who knows? 
 
They weren’t at the groundbreaking on the new station. It was closed to the public. 
Maybe they were riding Tri-Rail that day. Last year, Tri-Rail, a government subsidized rail 
service between Miami and West Palm Beach, had 4.4 million riders. 
 
You think these rail commuters are going to jump to All Aboard Florida for a quicker trip with 
fewer stops and more comfort? 
 
Maybe some will. 
 
But considering that you can get from Miami to West Palm Beach on Tri-Rail for $6.90, and that 
the Miami-to-West Palm Beach ticket on All Aboard Florida has been projected to be as low as 
$23.77, I’m guessing all those job commuters and students I see on Tri-Rail aren’t waiting for the 
day that they can more-than-triple their commuting costs. 
 
Public transportation in South Florida is essentially what people do when they don’t have a 
better option. 
 
So maybe it’s the tourists who will bring this gleaming new All Aboard Florida station in West 
Palm Beach to life. 
 
Let’s look at the math. 
 
The ridership survey’s conservative estimate is that 1.94 million people a year will ride All 
Aboard Florida just between its Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach stations. And 
then another 1.53 million will be taking the train each year between the South Florida stations 
and Orlando, the line’s other stop. 
 
When you add all those short and long-haul trips, you get the 3.47 million that is the line’s 
conservative estimate of expected riders for the year. 
 
There are 16 trains going each way every day, and a capacity of 400 seats on each train. So you 
can break down these yearly estimates in numbers that are easier to envision. 
 



It breaks down to 9,509 riders a day. And if you divide them equally over the 16 trips going 
north and 16 trips going south each day, you end up with each train car filled with 297 riders — 
making each train three-quarters filled. 
 
Do you believe that? 
 
Do you think that the 9 p.m. southbound train pulling into West Palm Beach on a Monday in 
late August is going to have nearly 300 people aboard? 
 
I don’t either. 
 
Well, that’s just an average. So maybe the summer trains will be nearly empty. OK, if so, that 
would mean that 600 or 700 people would have to be riding those 400-seat trains during the 
tourist season. 
 
And according to the projections, most of those riders will be just going between Miami and 
West Palm Beach. 
 
For what, exactly? What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-
trip ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach? 
 
Maybe some things will. But to make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million 
tourists lining up for the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year. And if 
you divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you get 166 
tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. All year long. For 
every train. 
 
That’s putting a lot of pressure on the quilt shows at the Palm Beach County Convention 
Center. 
 
And these estimates are the conservative ones. If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest 
projection of 5. 1 million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each 
of the 400-seat trains all year long. 
 
So I look at this month’s groundbreaking for the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach 
as more of an act of faith than an act of construction. 
 
Like that heart-warming tale of the baseball diamond carved out in an Iowa cornfield, we’ve 
entered the realm of magical realism, a build-it-and-they-will-come era. 
 
We’re building a track of dreams, a dream that’s a lot easier to believe if you avoid looking at 
the numbers. 
 
 
See the original article here: The Palm Beach Post 

http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch


 
October 27, 2014  

 

Mr. John Winkle, 

Federal Railroad Administration,  

1200 New Jersey Avenue,  

SE Room W38-311,  

Washington, DC 20590 

AAF_comments@vhb.com 

RE: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) 

Evaluation 

 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

 

Audubon Florida herein submits its comments on the Draft EIS concerning this project and offers 

the following recommendations concerning issues important to the programs and objectives of 

Audubon Florida.  We reviewed all of the sections of the EIS and its appendices, with particular 

regard to wetland, wildlife, protected species and habitat impacts. We believe that other than the 

matters pertaining to wetlands, wildlife corridors, the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek crossings 

and the Scrub Jay commented upon below, the EIS adequately deals with and proposes resolution 

of the issues within Audubon’s area of interest. 

 

(1) Impact upon transportation patterns, greenhouse gases, and climate change – 

 

Audubon Florida agrees with the following conclusions regarding the benefits of the All Aboard 

Florida project which are documented in the Draft EIS:  

 

Riders for AAF are expected to be primarily diverted from automobile modes (69 percent 

of forecast ridership). The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 

auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million 

vehicles in 2019. 

 

The proposed passenger rail service would divert 10 percent of its long‐distance riders 

from private inter‐city motorbus services, which totals approximately 152,600 annual bus 

passenger trips per year. The proposed service would divert 10 percent of its riders from 

the air service market, which totals approximately 152,600 annual aviation passenger trips 

per year. Two percent of the AAF long‐distance ridership is forecast to come from 

Amtrak passenger rail services. In 2019, this amounts to approximately 31,000 annual 

trips diverted from Amtrak which is about 4 percent of Amtrak’s 2012 ridership in South 

Florida. 

 

 1101 Audubon Way  
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Calculations for emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) carbon dioxide (CO2), methane 

(CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O) show the Project would decrease emissions as a result of 

decreased automobile VMT. CO2 emissions would decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 

and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, 

respectively and N2O emissions by 5.0 and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030. 

 

In addition to benefits related to the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, we also believe that 

there are substantial benefits to the environment that will result from this project through the 

avoidance of the construction of new roads, and the reduction in need for the expansion of 

highways due to the 335,628 vehicle trips removed from Florida highways each year by the 

project. Reduction of road construction will alleviate or avoid future adverse impacts to wetlands, 

and wildlife habitat. While it is difficult to quantify the dimensions of this benefit, it is clear that 

the reduction of traffic by 335,628 annual vehicle trips on the Florida Turnpike and Interstate 95 

(the roads primarily serving Orlando–Miami traffic movements) will have significance in 

preserving the available capacity of these existing highways.  

 

(2) Wetlands and Wildlife Corridor Impacts— 

 

The north-south leg of the All Aboard Florida route traverses a distance of a distance of 128.5 

miles and impacts approximately 2+- acres of wetlands. The north-south leg is also sandwiched 

between highly developed coastal residential areas, and the existing north-south alignments of 

Highway U.S. 1 and Interstate 95. Wildlife corridor movements for terrestrial animals crossing 

the north-south leg are also nominal.  

 

The east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida route traverses a distance of 32.5 miles, parallels and 

is essentially co-located with State Road 528, otherwise known as the “Beachline Expressway”. 

SR 528 is planned by DOT and the Central Florida Expressway Authority to become a 

“supercorridor” between Orlando and the Port Canaveral area. Further expansion of SR 528, 

including additional rail lines, pipelines, and highway lanes is anticipated.  

 

Three possible variants of this corridor are examined in the Draft EIS. Depending upon which of 

these variants is ultimately chosen, wetland impacts would range between 128 and 165 acres.  

 

The 32.5 mile east-west leg will thus require significant wetland mitigation.  

 

All of the wetlands impacted on the east-west leg are associated with previously impacted areas 

immediately adjacent to the right of way of SR 528. Further, all of these wetlands are “in the 

shadow” of the existing roadway, and its ongoing water quality and wildlife impacts (primarily 

roadkill and blockage of corridors).  

 

We believe that the Draft EIS has significantly understated the opportunity associated with the 

All Aboard Florida project to improve connectivity of wildlife corridors in the north/south 



direction crossing SR 528. The original design of this highway occurred prior to any cognizance 

about the importance of wildlife corridors. The “Florida Wildlife Corridor” 

(http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps/) constitutes one of the wildlife corridors crossing SR 528 

and the prospective All Aboard Florida route. While the proposed design of the All Aboard 

Florida project will not necessarily result in a significant reduction of connectivity, properly 

focused mitigation measures for the wetland losses documented in the Draft EIS could 

substantially aid in improving connectivity. We recommend that the Final EIS assess the 

potential of using the mitigation requirements arising from wetland loss to re-establish better 

connectivity across the All Aboard Florida rail line and SR 528. The construction of additional 

wildlife crossings and wetland connections at numerous locations on the east-west leg of the All 

Aboard Florida route would be the highest value outcome for mitigation associated with the All 

Aboard Florida project. In addition to the All Aboard Florida Project, the reconstruction of SR 

528 over time as a multi-modal “supercorridor” will provide opportunities for wildlife corridor 

enhancements. An integrated plan for such enhancements should be developed. 

 

With regard to the crossing of The St. Johns River and Taylor Creek, the Draft EIS indicates that 

the crossing “…would use a series of bridges and semi‐retained fill to cross Taylor Creek and the 

St. Johns River.” The Draft EIS indicates that All Aboard Florida project bridge spans for the St. 

Johns River would be 550 feet, and the bridge span for Taylor Creek would be 150 feet.   These 

bridge lengths are nearly identical to the existing bridges present on SR 528 for the St. Johns 

River and Taylor Creek.  When the original SR 528 design was developed in the 1960’s 

knowledge about the St. Johns River floodplain, hydrology, and wildlife corridors was limited or 

non-existent. It is clear from an examination of the current crossing that the vast majority of the 

crossing of the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek Floodplain is accomplished on a filled causeway 

(“semi-retained fill”).  

 

The actual width of river wetlands at the SR 528 crossing is in the range of 6,000 feet. The 

current highway design with a majority of the crossing accomplished on a filled causeway results 

in a constriction of flow of the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek during periods of high water. 

The St. Johns River consists of a braided stream at this location, and a view of aerial photographs 

clearly documents the fact that numerous parts of the braided river channel are blocked and 

disconnected by the existing SR 528 filled causeway.  

 

We believe that the Final EIS should assess the benefits of substantially lengthening the bridged 

sections for of the All Aboard Florida project where it crosses the St. Johns River and Taylor 

Creek. Such bridging would be in anticipation of the removal of fill and provision of additional 

bridging on SR 528 at this location as the road is reconstructed toward its ultimate 

“supercorridor” configuration.  

 

(3) Scrub Jay and Scrub Jay Habitat Impacts- 

 

On the 32.5 mile east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida Route from Cocoa to the Orlando 

Airport, the EIS documents that depending upon which route variant is chosen, between 62.3 and 

http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps/


82.9 acres of potential habitat suitable for some level of Scrub Jay utilization may be affected, 

although more detailed surveys have not clearly indicated presence of Scrub Jays within the 

proposed project alignment variants.  

 

On the 128.5 mile north-south leg of the All Aboard Florida Project there is no direct impact in 

terms of habitat loss to any habitat with documented Scrub Jay use, or potential. However, the 

route does pass adjacent to and in some cases directly through documented habitat occupied by 

Scrub Jays which is used for nesting. Most of this habitat is located on public lands that have 

been acquired for conservation by local, state, and federal agencies. Detailed rare species surveys 

are provided as an appendix to the Draft EIS (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15945).  

These surveys, conducted by John Miklos of Bio-Tech Consulting Inc. document the presence of 

Scrub Jays in many of these locations, and also document the fact that Scrub Jays were seen 

flying across the existing Florida East Coast Railway right of way and tracks.  

 

Previous studies and analysis of the impact of highways and moving vehicles traversing known 

Scrub Jay habitat with active Scrub Jay populations has resulted in the conclusion that Scrub Jays 

are vulnerable to mortality due to collisions with moving vehicles. Further, the productivity of 

Scrub Jay habitat in terms of supporting active family groups of Scrub Jays is depressed in the 

vicinity of highway crossings through such habitat.  

 

All Aboard Florida proposes to operate 110 mph train service through or immediately adjacent to 

numerous areas of public conservation land where Scrub Jays are present as a result of this 

project. Where the All Aboard Florida rail service passes through or adjacent to public 

conservation land parcels with documented Scrub Jay populations it can be reasonably predicted 

that Scrub Jay mortality (incidental take within the meaning of the Endangered Species Act) will 

occur over time. While it is not possible to predict the extent and rate of this mortality and 

incidental take, the factors contributing to potential collisions with Scrub Jays increase with the 

speed of train sets, and the frequency of train set movements. As ridership increases and 

additional train set movements occur, these impacts can be expected to escalate.  

 

Endangered Species Act coordination meetings held in conjunction with preparation of the Draft 

EIS (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15967) included discussion of “high fences” as a 

possible mitigation method to avoid this potential mortality and incidental take.  Our viewpoint is 

that the concept of fencing to discourage or prevent Scrub Jay flight across the rail line would be 

extremely expensive, difficult to maintain, and potentially counterproductive. Nonetheless, we 

believe that is necessary that the Final EIS and the All Aboard Florida project substantively 

address Scrub Jay mortality and incidental take due to collisions with train sets in the Final EIS. 

It is also appropriate to mitigate for the loss of potential Scrub Jay habitat associated with 

construction of the east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida project. 

 

Our overall conclusion regarding the health and sustainability of Scrub Jay populations is that 

active management of Scrub Jay habitat by public land managers is crucial to the survival of 

Scrub Jay populations. Where aggressive management, including prescribed fire and mechanical 

https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15945


vegetation management are deployed to prevent the development of closed, dense canopy oak 

hammocks that eventually evolve (without management) to replace scrub, Scrub Jay populations 

tend to remain stable and can expand and become more robust. Public land managers are 

typically limited in carrying out adequate management of scrub properties due to budgetary 

constraints.  In our view, the best mitigation for potential habitat loss and the likely Scrub Jay 

mortality and incidental take that will likely be caused by the All Aboard Florida project would 

be establishment of an ongoing fund to support more aggressive management of scrub habitat on 

the public conservation lands properties through which the All Aboard Florida north-south 

alignment passes, or which are adjacent to this All Aboard Florida route.  Locations where the 

provision of scrub habitat management support would be a beneficial mitigation strategy are: 

 

Helen and Allan Cruikshank Sanctuary, Brevard County 

Jordan Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 

Valkaria Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 

North Sebastian Conservation Area, Indian River County 

Indrio Scrub Preserve, St. Lucie County 

DJ Wilcox Preserve, St. Lucie County 

Savannahs Outdoor, St. Lucie County 

Savannahs Preserve, St. Lucie County 

Walton Scrub, St. Lucie County 

Seabranch Preserve State Park, Martin County 

Jonathan Dickenson State Park, Martin County 

Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Martin County 

 

Conclusion 

 

If adequate steps are taken to resolve the issues outlined above, the position of Audubon Florida 

is that the All Aboard Florida project will have significant net-positive environmental benefits. 

The primary benefits will occur through the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions that are 

contributory to climate change and a factor in sea level rise, and the avoidance or postponement 

of highway construction projects due to the provision of an effective and practical alternative 

public transportation system. We urge that the Final EIS incorporate provisions to address the 

issues outlined above.  

 

Sincerely,  

  
Charles Lee  

Director of Advocacy  
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BACKGROUND: 
 
In 2012, Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) announced its intention to start a privately-funded passenger rail service 
known as “All Aboard Florida.” (AAF) is intended to provide new intercity express rail service between downtown Miami 
and Orlando, with additional stations in downtown Fort Lauderdale and downtown West Palm Beach. FECI is the division 
of Fortress Investment Group, (the parent company) responsible for passenger rail development and Flagler Development, 
which handles the company’s real estate interests. FEC Railroad (FECR) is a separate division of Fortress Investment Group 
which operates and maintains the FECR rail and freight operations. 
 
AAF has produced an environmental assessment (EA) and a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) was issued by the 
Federal Railroad Administration based on the EA submitted. The FRA is the lead agency for the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) review process for the Project. FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the initial phase 
I of the Project on January 30, 2013.  Subsequently, on April 15, 2013, FRA published in the Federal Register a notice of 
intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement.  Although the Draft EIS was initiated for Phase II of the Project, the 
document analyzes the cumulative effects of both phases of the Project since train operations will cover the full corridor 
between Miami and Orlando. The FRA issued the Draft EIS on September 19, 2014.  
 
As stated in the DEIS Notice; FRA is providing an extended public comment period of 75 days from the day that the FRA 
issued the DEIS; thus, the comment period ends on December 3, 2014.  Comments on DEIS for Phase II of the All Aboard 
Florida project are due by December 3rd, 2014 and should be sent to FRA either by email to the attention of Mr. John 
Winkle at this address: AAF_comments@vhb.com, or by mail to: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 
New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311,Washington, DC 20590. 
 
This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed by AAF and also 
the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS. The report discusses impacts on navigation 
resulting from the proposed rail operations over the FEC New River Bridge at MP 341.26, with some interrelated with the 
operations at the CSX bridge over the New River at Interstate 95.  
 
INTRODUCTION: 
 

The FRA – DEIS Document dated September 19, 2014 is the subject of review and comments as presented in this report. 
The format takes sections of the DEIS document reproduced in this document in blue font. Comments regarding the 
particular section are incorporated within or following each section of the DEIS being discussed. The comments are 
supported by references and exhibits which will be appended to this report. The engineering comments will be based on 
conceptual engineering investigation sufficient to prove the basis for the comment and will not include in-depth 
preliminary or final engineering analysis. The level of engineering investigation performed for the DEIS as described in the 
DEIS is conceptual in nature only without extensive engineering analysis, and is based on assumptions regarding structure 
types, number of tracks, and railroad construction required for the corridors included in the project.  Budget estimates 
included in the DEIS and the TRI-Rail Environmental Analysis for proposed construction are based on S.F. costs and the 
cost for similar construction obtained from other similar projects.  

 
The DEIS was prepared for the purpose of presenting the proposed AAF passenger service and to describe the various 
alternates considered for the combined existing and future freight service and the proposed passenger rail service which 
will operate on the existing FEC corridor from Jacksonville to Miami and also for the proposed extension to Orlando.   
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Following are the sections of the DEIS shown in blue font together with the review comments for each section cited. It is 
presented in this manner to assist the persons reviewing the comments by providing all of the information in a single 
document. 
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SECTION, SUMMARY, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
PAGE S-1 & S-2 Summary 
 
About the Project   
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC (AAF) is proposing to construct and operate a privately owned and  operated  intercity  
passenger  railroad  system  that  will  connect  Orlando  and  Miami,  with  intermediate  stops in Fort Lauderdale and 
West Palm Beach, Florida.   
 
AAF has applied for $1.6 billion in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) 
program, which is a loan and loan guarantee program administered by FRA as described in 49 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) part 260. Under this program, the FRA Administrator is authorized to provide direct loans and loan guarantees that 
may be used to acquire, improve, or rehabilitate rail equipment or facilities or develop new intermodal or railroad facilities. 
Because AAF has applied for a loan under FRA’s RRIF program, FRA is required under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) to conduct an analysis of the potential environmental impacts resulting from the Project. NEPA compliance is 
a prerequisite for RRIF approval, and FRA will not approve the Project for a RRIF loan until the NEPA process is complete. 
A RRIF loan, if approved, would be part of an overall capital structure put in place by AAF to finance the infrastructure 
improvements.  
 
AAF proposes to implement the Project through a phased approach. Phase I would provide rail service on the West Palm 
Beach to Miami section while Phase II would extend service to Orlando. Phase I would provide passenger rail service along 
the 66.5 miles of the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) Corridor connecting West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami. 
AAF has obtained private financing for Phase I and is proceeding to implement Phase I, which is illustrated in Figure 1.1‐1.  
 
COMMENT: AAF wants to implement the project in two phases. The first phase would be from West Palm Beach to Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami. This phase requires construction of stations and improvements to the existing rail corridor to 
accommodate the proposed passenger service. FEC has made improvements in this corridor to allow increased freight rail 
traffic anticipated from port improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami in part to allow “Post Panamax” container 
ships to use Port Everglades and Port Miami which would increase the number of containers at these ports to be carried 
by FEC. The DEIS has not addressed all of the impacts from this increased freight traffic nor has it considered the additional 
passenger operations proposed by SEFCC (formerly Tri-Rail) on the same FEC corridor. Specific impacts will be discussed 
in the appropriate sections of this DEIS comment document. Whereas the existing conditions at the FECR moveable bridge 
are obstructive today, the impacts from increased rail operations will more severely impact navigation on the existing FEC 
movable bridge at MP 341.26 over the New River in Fort Lauderdale. 
 
FRA and AAF conducted an environmental review of Phase I in 2012/2013, including preparing and issuing both an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) (Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida 
Passenger Rail Project West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida) and a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) (AAF 2012; FRA 
2013a). Phase I of the Project, as described in the 2012 EA, includes constructing three new stations (West Palm Beach, 
Fort Lauderdale and Miami), purchasing five train sets, adding a second track along most of the 66.5‐mile corridor and 
adding 16 new round‐trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one‐way trips) on the West Palm Beach to Miami section of 
the FECR Corridor. FRA concluded that Phase I has independent utility (that is, it could be advanced and serve a 
transportation need even if Phase II were not constructed). FRA has made no decision under the Railroad Rehabilitation 
and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program as to whether a loan would be provided for Phase I.   
 
As a result of the environmental review process conducted by FRA in cooperation with AAF for Phase I, AAF is authorized 
to construct the Phase I component of the Project as reviewed and approved in the 2012 EA and FRA’s subsequent FONSI. 
Since the FONSI, AAF proposed and FRA has evaluated a new location for the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station and issued 
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a re‐evaluation decision that found no significant difference from the location evaluated in the 2012 EA. Also since the 
FONSI, AAF proposed and FRA has evaluated a new location in West Palm Beach for the proposed Fort Lauderdale layover 
and maintenance facility. FRA has issued a supplemental EA for public review of this new site concurrent with this DEIS.  
Considering Phase II of the Project and RRIF loan approval as separate federal actions, FRA has undertaken a NEPA review 
of the proposed extension. Given that operations would cover the full corridor from Orlando to Miami, this DEIS analyzes 
the cumulative effects of completing both phases of the Project, although the impacts exclusively from Phase 1 have 
already been addressed in the 2012 EA and FONSI and will not be reanalyzed in the DEIS. AAF can proceed at this time 
with construction of Phase I based upon the FONSI and incorporating the mitigation measures identified therein. The bulk 
of the information in this DEIS related to Phase I is drawn from the 2012 EA. FRA concluded that it was important to 
provide a comprehensive look at the environmental impacts of both phases in one environmental document. 
 
Phase II of the Project includes constructing a new railroad line parallel to State Road (SR) 528 between the Orlando 
International Airport (MCO) and Cocoa, constructing a new Vehicle Maintenance Facility (VMF) on property owned by the 
Greater Orlando Airport Authority (GOAA), adding a second track within 128.5 miles of the FECR Corridor between West 
Palm Beach and Cocoa, and additional bridge work between Miami and West Palm Beach. The proposed service would 
use a new intermodal facility at MCO that is being constructed by GOAA as an independent action. The Project includes 
purchasing five additional passenger train sets, and would add 16 new round‐trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one‐
way trips) on the new railroad segment and on the FECR Corridor between Cocoa and West Palm Beach. No additional 
trips beyond those considered in the 2012 EA (16 round‐trip intercity passenger train trips [32 one‐way trips]) would be 
added on the West Palm Beach to Miami section. 
 
COMMENT: Phase II operations must also consider the increase in freight rail and passenger rail operations on all of the 
waterways which are crossed by FEC in addition to the New River Bridge on the movable bridges at the St. Lucie River and 
Loxahatchee (Jupiter) River bridges.  
 
About the NEPA Process 
FRA is the lead federal agency responsible for conducting the NEPA environmental review process for the Project. FRA 
manages financial assistance programs for rail capital investments and has certain safety oversight responsibilities with 
respect to railroad operations. 
 
Page S-3 
 
NEPA and the Council on Environmental Quality’s implementing regulations define the general framework for preparing 
an EIS. FRA also has its own, more specific, guidelines for implementing NEPA. 
 
The NEPA process typically includes these steps: 

 Notice of Intent – a notice, published in the Federal Register, notifying the public of the federal agency’s intent to 
prepare an EIS, defining the project and informing the public how to comment on the project. The Notice of Intent 
for the AAF Project was published on April 15, 2013. 

 Scoping – an early and open process for identifying significant issues related to a project. As part of the scoping 
process, agencies and the public are invited to participate and provide comment. A series of public scoping 
meetings for the Project were held in April and May 2013 in Orlando, Fort Pierce, West Palm Beach, Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami and an agency scoping meeting was held in April 2013. Agencies and the public provided 
input that informed the scope and content of the environmental studies conducted for the DEIS, including 
concerns about noise and vibration impacts, impacts to navigation, impacts to wildlife and protected species, 
safety and traffic operations at grade crossings. The public comments also indicated in interest in additional 
stations and the opportunity to include a bicycle trail within the railroad right‐of‐way (ROW).  

 
Comment: During the scoping period significant issues which were to be identified should have included all of the rail 
operations that are being proposed which will utilize the FEC corridor. These rail operations should have included the plan 
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to have Tri-Rail commuter operations joint use of the FEC corridor through Fort Lauderdale which would impact navigation 
on the New River. FEC is in negotiations with Tri-Rail and has provided scheduling information and rail operations models 
to Tri-Rail as discussed and cited in the Tri-Rail Preliminary Project Development Report, Appendix 3: Rail Operations 
Analysis Report and Materials, Dated April 2014, Prepared by RS&H, CH2M HILL, AECOM, Ernst & Young, Communikatz, 
Inc., as directed by FDOT – District 4. It is totally improper to omit any discussion of the proposed Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
Study in the AAF DEIS when the project plans have been developed to the point that a Preliminary Project Development 
Report has been presented to the public and is actively being brought into reality with service being proposed along the 
existing FEC Corridor in the near future (2016) following the NEPA requirements for a EIS and securing project approval. 
 

 Draft EIS (DEIS) – the purpose of the DEIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project 
alternatives, whether they are adverse or beneficial and allow the public to review and comment on the 
document. FRA has prepared and published this DEIS in coordination with the FAA, USACE and USCG and informed 
the public through a notice in the Federal Register, newspaper ads and press releases. Public information meetings 
on the DEIS will be held during the 75‐day public comment period. 

 
Comment: As stated above the purpose of the Draft EIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project 
alternatives. Omission of any discussion of impacts resulting from the combined corridor use of the existing FEC 
operations, Tri-Rail and increased freight operations attributable to Post Panamax Container Ships using Port Everglades 
and Port Miami is a blatant omission of potential major impacts which will affect navigation on all of the movable bridges 
on the FEC corridor and the most heavily impacted movable Bridge will be the FEC bridge at MP 341.26 over the New 
River. 
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Alternatives Considered in this EIS 

In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy this purpose, including the Project’s feasibility as a private 

enterprise, AAF identified its primary objective which is to provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private 

commercial enterprise. The two principal components of this objective are the basis for developing the criteria and 

framework for evaluating the Project alternatives. AAF’s two primary goals are to:   
 

 Provide  a  reliable  and  convenient  intercity  rail  service  between  Orlando  and  Miami  with  an  approximate 3‐
hour trip time between the terminal stations; and  

 
 Provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise. Sustainable means that the rail 

service can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable profit level.  
 
The DEIS evaluates the No‐Action Alternative as a baseline to compare the effects of the “build” (Action) Alternatives. The No‐
Action Alternative involves no changes to the rail line within the FECR Corridor beyond regular maintenance and improvements 
that have been currently planned and funded. Under the No‐Action Alternative, existing freight operations and infrastructure 
would be maintained by FECR. The demand for freight capacity is expected to grow along the North South Corridor (N‐S Corridor) 
regardless of the Project. Based on anticipated operations data for the 2016 target date for the Project, the average number of 
freight trains per day is expected to increase from 10 to 14 (in 2013) to 20, along with an increase  in  the  average  train  length  
to 8,150  feet.  The   No‐Action   Alternative would also include future planned and funded roadway, transit, air and other 
intermodal improvements likely to be completed within the Project study area by the 2016 target date. 
 
Comment: All future planned uses of the FEC corridor should be included in the DEIS and the  method for dealing with the 
increased traffic should be included in the project improvements regardless of whether or not the planned use of the 
corridor by Tri-Rail or increased freight traffic occurs by AAF’s target date of 2016.  Shared use of facilities such as stations 
and trackage requires that these issues be included in the DEIS and the planning of improvements required for all of the 
proposed use. 
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Page S-7 Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives 
 

 
Table S-1         DEIS Alternatives 

Segment/Project 

Element 

No-Action Alternative A Alternative C Alternative E 

MCO No construction 2.5-mile new 

rail corridor 

2.5-mile new 

rail corridor 

2.5-mile new 

rail corridor 

E-W Corridor No construction 1.5-mile new 

rail corridor 

west of 

Narcoosee 

Road 

17.5-mile new rail 

corridor within 

current SR 528 

OOCEA ROW 

15-mile new rail 

corridor within 

FDOT and utility 

ROWs 

5 new bridges 

over water 

1.5-mile new 

rail corridor 

west of 

Narcoosee 

Road 

17.5-mile new rail 

corridor along 

boundary of 

current SR 528 

OOCEA ROW 

15-mile new rail 

corridor within 

FDOT and utility 

ROWs 

5 new bridges 

over water 

1.5-mile new 

rail corridor 

west of 

Narcoosee 

Road 

17.5-mile new 

rail corridor 100 

feet south of 

current SR 528 

OOCEA ROW 

15-mile new rail 

corridor within 

FDOT and utility 

ROWs 

5 new bridges 

over water 

N-S Corridor No construction – 

Freight trips increase 

to 

20 trips/day in 2016 

128.5 mile corridor 

Add second 

track, straighten 

curves, 

Reconstruct 

18 bridges 

128.5 mile corridor 

Add second 

track, straighten 

curves, 

Reconstruct 

18 bridges 

128.5 mile corridor 

Add second 

track, straighten 

curves, 

Reconstruct 

18 bridges 
WPB-M Corridor No construction – 

Freight increases to 

20 trips/day in 2016 

66.5-mile 

corridor Add 

second track 

Reconstruct 7 

bridge
s 

66.5-mile 

corridor Add 

second track 

Reconstruct 7 

bridge
s 

66.5-mile 

corridor Add 

second track 

Reconstruct 7 

bridge
s 

VMF No construction New VMF on 

south portion of 

GOAA property 

Construct 1 

new bridge 

New VMF on 

south portion of 

GOAA property 

Construct 1 

new bridge 

New VMF on 

south portion of 

GOAA property 

Construct 1 

new bridge Stations MCO Intermodal 
Station 

West Palm Beach 

Fort Lauderdale 

Miami 

West Palm Beach 

Fort Lauderdale 

Miami 

West Palm Beach 

Fort Lauderdale 

Miami 

Passenger Trips None 16 RT (32 trains) 16 RT (32 trains) 16 RT (32 trains) 

Ridership 0 3.5M 3.5M 3.5M 
 
 
Alternative E differs from Alternatives A and C within the OOCEA ROW section of the E‐W Corridor. Alternative E would 
include a new rail corridor extending north through MCO to SR 528 (the MCO Segment), including the proposed VMF; a 
new rail alignment 200 feet south of the SR 528 OOCEA ROW (the E‐W Corridor) from MCO SR 520 and then within the SR 
528 FDOT ROW to the FECR Corridor in Cocoa; and would use the existing FECR ROW from Cocoa to West Palm Beach (the 
N‐S Corridor). Within the N‐S Corridor, the Project largely consists of restoring a second track, modifying several curves to 
accommodate higher speeds and replacing or repairing bridges across waterways. Alternative E also includes 
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modifications to seven bridges within the WPB‐M Corridor, a new location for the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station and 
minor track modifications at the Miami Viaduct. 
 
Comment: The estimated increase in freight operations to 20 trips per day in 2016 is in conflict with stated projected 
freight operations presented to the Florida legislators and at several other rail conferences by FEC rail, and is a marked 
increase from the forecast discussion in the Environmental Assessment. The alternatives do not include any comment or 
consideration of the addition of a two track mid-level movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC bridge 341.26 over the 
New River to carry Tri- Rail commuter passenger rail. The proposal by Tri-rail calls for shared stations at Ft. Lauderdale and 
other locations in the WPB to Miami corridor. If there are to be shared stations FEC and AAF must take them in to 
consideration in this DEIS. According to the DEIS, AAF plans to be at grade with their proposed passenger operations at 
the proposed Ft. Lauderdale Station and on the existing New River Bridge. With the Tri-Rail Passenger operations operating 
over a mid-level movable bridge over the New River this is a direct conflict.  The DEIS should include an alternate to have 
all passenger operations carried on the proposed mid-level bridge in order to make it possible to have a joint shared 
station as proposed by Tri-Rail and to separate freight and passenger operations which would minimize the number of 
bridge openings required if the 32 passenger trains per day proposed by AAF were also carried on the higher Mid-Level 
bridge. 
 
The following presentation was given by James Hertwig, FEC on 08/07/2013 at the 16th Annual Transportation & 
Infrastructure Summit conference: 
 
FEC Overview 
 
• 351 miles of mainline track 

−   Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 
−   Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network 

• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight 
−   Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and challenging trucking 
environment 

• Attractive freight mix 
−   Intermodal containers and trailers  
−   Carload 

• Crushed rock (aggregate) 
• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products 
• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville 

 
Key Florida Attributes 
 
• Large Consumer Market 

–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 
–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 
–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 

• Strategic Location 
–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin  America 
–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 
–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
 

• Large Consumer Market 
–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 
–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 
–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 
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• Strategic Location 
–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin  America 
–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 
–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
 

The Asian Market Opportunity 
 
• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage 

−   Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels 
−   Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster  all-water times to the 
East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% more cost efficient) 

• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth 
• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in infrastructure  improvements, which 

combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will make it a gateway for  import/export activity 
−   On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track  access to North 
Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 2013) 
−   The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the  
Port (Completion: May 2014) 
−   50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion project 
 

Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami 
 
• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port customers 

– Only railroad with direct access to the Port 
– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline 

• Total project cost $45-50 million 
– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M) 
– Florida DOT (up to $9M) 
– Miami Dade County (up to $5M) 
– FEC (up to $9M) 

• Q2 2013 Update 
– Rail line lead to Port has been completed 
– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun 
– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun 

•   Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013 
 

Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades 
 
• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of construction on a 42 acre 

Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 
• Total Cost: $73M 

– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M 
– Broward County ~ $20M 
– State Grants ~ $18M 

• Q2 2013 Update 
– Lease agreement with Broward County executed 
– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company 
– Received State Loan funding in Q3 

• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014| 
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Comment:  Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations; also 
the probability of increased freight traffic due to the planned improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami need to 
be considered.  These have been extensively described by FECR (including in their presentation to the 16th annual 
Transportation and Infrastructure Summit) and by the Florida Department of Transportation, the Florida Seaports Council, 
and the Metropolitan Planning Organizations of the three South Florida Counties, among others.  The increased tonnage 
expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater than presently handled at these ports according to the 
FECR presentation. There is therefore a possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand 
required to move the container (intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and 
connections to other freight carriers. The train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) 
freight trains per day and the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF. In addition to the FEC and AAF planned train 
movements Tri-Rail Coastal Link is proposing up to 60 trains per day on the FEC Corridor originating from the Tri-Rail Red 
Line Corridor crossing on the Pompano Connector to the FEC Corridor. These estimates contradict the estimated 20 freight 
trips per day listed in the DEIS. This dramatic increase in freight, passenger and commuter Rail operations requires 
consideration of separation of freight and passenger operations to improve the service on the existing corridor and lessen 
the impact on navigation at the New River and the other movable bridges at St. Lucie and Loxahatchee Rivers. 
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SECTION 1, INTRODUCTION, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page1-1 Introduction 
 
This Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) evaluates a proposal by All Aboard Florida ‐ Operations LLC (AAF) to 
institute intercity passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, Florida with station stops in Orlando, West Palm 
Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami (Project). The Project would consist of a 235‐mile intercity passenger rail service with 
an anticipated three‐hour travel time. 
 
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) published a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Project in the Federal Register on April 15, 2013. FRA is the lead federal agency responsible for conducting 
the environmental review and preparing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental documentation 
related to the Project described in this DEIS 
 
Page 1-7  
 
1.5  Development of this Environmental Impact Statement 
As it has in the past, FRA has used a third party contracting process in preparing this DEIS. FRA does not have appropriated 
funds to support the development of EISs for RRIF loan applications. As a result, FRA requires the applicant to engage the 
services of a qualified consultant approved by FRA to assist FRA in preparing the EIS. Consistent with a memorandum of 
agreement among the parties, the third party contractor is paid for by AAF but reports to and takes direction from FRA. 
In developing the proposed action, AAF engaged the services of consultant firms to prepare engineering designs for the 
Project and to prepare technical reports documenting existing environmental conditions and analyses of environmental 
consequences. FRA’s third party contractor reviewed all materials provided by AAF; assisted FRA in determining that this 
information was complete, accurate, and relevant; and assisted FRA In the preparation of this DEIS. 
 
Comment: It is apparent that AAF did not disclose all issues to the third party contractor which should be a part of the 
discussion and be included in the impacts and issues discussed in the DEIS document. It may also be possible that the Third 
party contractor ignored the issues if in fact they were provided which in either case is a mistake in not including them in 
the DEIS. 
 
This document does not question the Purpose and need for the proposed action. Therefore we do not have comments 
regarding Section 2 of the DEIS. 
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SECTION 3, ALTERNATIVES, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 3-1 Alternatives 
 
3 Alternatives 
 
The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA) state that the alternatives section is the heart of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (40 CFR § 1502.14). 
Those regulations and accompanying guidance, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental 
Policy Act Regulations (CEQ 1981), require a federal decision‐maker, in this case the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
to: 
 

 Develop and describe the range of alternatives capable of achieving the purpose and need (1505.1(e)), including 
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency and the No‐Action Alternative (1502.14(d)); and 

 Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate these alternatives, and provide reasons why the lead agency 
eliminated certain alternatives from further study (1502.14(a)). 

 
This chapter describes the process through which the Proposed Action (Build) Alternatives and the No‐Action Alternative 
for Phase II of the Orlando‐Miami Passenger Rail Project were identified and evaluated, and provides a detailed description 
of the alternatives evaluated in this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The environmental impacts of each of 
the alternatives that were carried forward from this screening process are evaluated in Chapter 5, Environmental 
Consequences, of this DEIS. 
 
Comment: The DEIS is not in compliance with this directive to include all of the alternatives to achieve the purpose and 
need of the project when significant issues  (proposed freight increase and Tri-Rail passenger operations) concerning rail 
operations and impacts on navigation have not been addressed in the DEIS.  In other words, all prior alternatives (such as 
a tunnel, and mid-level or high level bridges should have been analyzed in the DEIS instead of dismissed.  
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3.2 Alternatives Identification and Screening 
 
This section describes the alternatives that were identified and developed for the Project and the criteria used to evaluate 
each alternative. The analysis also included a preliminary comparison of potential impacts to key environmental resources.  
Alternatives were identified and screened in an iterative, three level process: 

 Level 1 identified and screened overall routes connecting Orlando with the previously reviewed West Palm Beach 
to Miami service, and identified a preferred route alternative. 

 Level 2 was more fine‐grained and evaluated segment alternatives within the preferred route. 

 Level 3 evaluated alternatives within one segment (the Orlando‐Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA)‐
controlled segment of the East‐West Corridor) of the preferred route. 

 
Figure 3.2‐1 shows the screening process graphically. In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy the 
Project’s purpose, including its feasibility as a private enterprise, AAF developed evaluation criteria, including six critical 
determining factors (Critical Determining Factors) that must be met in order for AAF to be able to proceed with the Project. 
These screening criteria recognize that AAF is a private enterprise that cannot rely on government operating subsidies and 
that does not have the authority to acquire property by eminent domain (condemnation). To be feasible as a private 
enterprise, AAF must be able to: 
 

 Provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, by 
extending previously reviewed passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami; 
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 Gain access to the lands on which alternatives are proposed through viable acquisitions, leases, licenses, permits, 
or other arrangements that do not preclude the feasibility of the Project as a private enterprise; 

 Deliver a travel time that will meet the ridership targets necessary for a sustainable commercial initiative; 

 Commence construction in the near term in order to control costs; 

 Remain in close proximity to existing or planned transportation corridors in order to limit land acquisitions and 
related impacts; and 

 Limit cost of development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental mitigation. 
 
AAF identified the alternatives at each level, and developed and applied screening criteria to determine whether each 
alternative was reasonable and capable of being implemented in accordance with these overall objectives. FRA has 
independently evaluated AAF’s analysis, validated assumptions, and has prepared the following summary of the 
alternatives evaluation process. 
 
Comment:  In order to satisfy the above criteria the full impact of all rail operations must be evaluated in the alternatives. 
The omission of any future rail operations will impact the ability of the alternative selection to satisfy the project purpose, 
it will also affect projected travel times and prohibits the ability to perform a complete evaluation as to the necessity of 
providing additional ROW and infrastructure to support the project.  The projected costs to implement the project will not 
be accurate without the consideration of those costs for future freight and passenger operations by AAF and Tri-Rail. 
Impacts on the environment and on Navigation in particular will not be accurately identified without inclusion of all of the 
possible future rail operations on the FEC corridor. 
 
Page 3-10 
 
3.2.1.3 Route Alternatives Screening 
The four Level 1 Route Alternatives were evaluated using screening criteria specific to the overall Project objectives and 
the level of design available for these routes. This section describes the screening criteria and how the criteria were applied 
to identify a preferred route. Table 3.2‐1 presents the results of the Level 1 screening analysis. Shaded cells indicate that 
the alternative does not satisfy the screening criterion. As shown in Table 3.2‐1, the CSX, Florida’s Turnpike, and I‐95 Route 
Alternatives do not meet the overall screening criteria. 
 
The CSX Route Alternative does not meet the Project purpose. Trip times would exceed the 3‐hour target. Because of the 
substantial number of private land acquisitions, the Project could not be constructed in a reasonable time frame and 
would not be practicable if AAF was unable to purchase these properties. Because it requires an operating agreement 
with CSX, there is a potential that an acceptable operating agreement would not be developed and this route would not 
be practicable. In addition, the CSX Route Alternative would have the second‐highest level of wetland loss based on 
wetland acreage, and would not be the least environmentally damaging alternative as defined by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) with respect to Section 404 permitting. 
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Table 3.2-1       Screening Analysis Results – Level 1 Route Alternatives 
 Alternative 

 
Criterion 

 
Metric 

 
CSX 

Florida 
Turnpike 

 
I-95 

 
FECR 

Land Access Requires new rail 
connector across West 
Palm Beach 

Yes Yes Yes No 

 Requires RR operating 
agreement for shared 
use 

Yes No No Yes 
(in place) 

 Requires land from 
private landowners 

Substanti
al 

(1,556 
parcels) 

Substantial 
(211 parcels) 

Substantial 
(743 parcels) 

2 private 
parcels 

(3 public)  Requires lease from 
public transportation 
agencies 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 
(in place) 

Logistics 

Use of Existing 
Infrastructure 

Does the alternative use 
existing infrastructure? 

Partially No No Partially 

Train Signaling 
and 
Control Systems 

Does the alternative have 
a rail signal and control 
system in place? 

Partially No No Partially 

Route Length and 
Time 

Does the alternative 
meet the target travel 
time 
(3 hrs., 15 min. or less)? 

264 
miles 

Time > 
target 

226 
miles 

Time = 
target 

229 
miles 

Time = 
target 

235 miles 
Time = target 

Environmental 

Wetlands and 
Waterways1 

Amount of resource 
directly or indirectly 
affected 

268 acres 243 acres 272 acres 134 acres 

Conservation 
Lands2 

Amount of resource 
potentially affected 

13 miles 0 miles 12 miles 5 miles 

Threatened 
and 
Endangered 
Species3 

Number of habitats 
directly or indirectly 
affected 

14 10 3 11 

1            Within a the construction footprint (100-feet wide for new track) 

2            Miles crossed or adjacent to the alternative 

3            Within a 300-foot corridor centered on the track 
 
Comment: Omitted from the screening analysis for the Level 1 Route Alternatives is the impact on Navigation for the FECR 
alternative Routes. This impact should be considered when evaluating all of the possible routes. Additionally, diversion of 
freight traffic from the FEC line to the CSX line or other future planned rail corridors should be considered to make way 
for increased passenger traffic.  Referred to as “freight rationalization,” and advanced by the Treasure Coast Regional 
Planning Council (represented on the Coastal Link Steering Committee) this means should be considered in the context of 
the cumulative impact of future rail traffic on South Florida rail corridors.   
Page 3-12 
 
At-Grade Crossings and Railroad Bridges 
 
The alternatives analysis considers the number of existing at‐grade crossings that would have to be modified and the 
number of new at‐grade crossings that would need to be constructed where a grade‐separated crossing was not feasible 
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or necessary. The total number of at‐grade crossings would potentially impact train speeds as trains must reduce speeds 
in some areas with at‐grade crossings. New at‐grade crossings would add to the Project cost and would impact traffic on 
local roads. Improvements or widening of existing at‐grade crossings would also impact Project cost. The number of at‐
grade crossings for each alternative was estimated using GIS mapping. 
 
The alternatives analysis also considers the number of new bridges over waterways or highways that would be required 
for each alternative. Bridge construction would impact Project cost and schedule, as bridges require longer construction 
time than at‐grade railroad infrastructure. The number of new or modified bridges associated with each alternative was 
estimated using GIS mapping. For the FECR Corridor, the analysis includes those existing bridges that would require 
modification or replacement. 
 
Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as proposed by Tri-Rail 
should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the screening analysis of the alternatives. 
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Table 3.2-2       Screening Analysis Results – Level 2 FECR Route Segment Alternatives 
Criterion Metric 2A 2B 2B GOAA 2C 
Time of Execution Can the alternative be 

constructed in the near-
term? 

No Yes No No 

Logistics 

Land Access Number of landowners 279 5 100 63 
At-Grade Crossings Number of new or 

extended crossings 
8 0 8 (existing) 16 

Bridges Number of new or 
reconstructed bridges over 
waterways/over roads 

27/10 27/10 27/8 26/37 

Route Length and Time Does the alternative meet 
the target travel time 
(3 hrs. 15 min. or less)? 

248 miles 
Time> target 

235 miles 
Time= target 

233 miles 
Time>target 

238 miles 
Time>targ 
et 

Environmental 

Wetlands and 
Waterways 1 

Amount of resource 
directly or indirectly 
impacted 

534 acres 134 acres 285 acres 674 acres 

Conservation Lands 2 Amount of resource 
potentially impacted 

7 miles 5 miles 9 miles 5 miles 

Threatened and 
Endangered Species 1 

Number of habitats 
directly or indirectly 
impacted 

33 11 7 8 

Source; AMEC 2014d, Addendum to Technical Memorandum 3, Screening Analysis for Alternatives Identification. 
1            Within a 300-foot corridor centered on the track 
2            Miles crossed or adjacent to the alternative 
 
 
Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as proposed by Tri-Rail 
should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the screening analysis of the alternatives. 
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3.3.2 No-Action Alternative 
The No‐Action Alternative involves no changes to the rail line within the FECR Corridor beyond regular maintenance and 
improvements that have been currently planned and funded. Under the No‐Action Alternative, existing freight operations 
and infrastructure would be maintained by FECR. The No‐Action Alternative would also include future planned and funded 
roadway, transit, air, and other intermodal improvements likely to be completed within the Project study area by the 2016 
target date. Table 3.3‐1 shows the future freight operations within the FECR Corridor that would occur in the absence of 
the Project. 
 
Table 3.3-1       Existing and Future Freight Train Operations (No-Action Alternative) 

 
Day 

2013 (Existing) 2016 
Number of trains 
per day 
(7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 

Number of trains 
per night 
(10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 

Number of trains 
per day 
(7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 

Number of trains 
per night 
(10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 

Monday 10 5 16 8 
Tuesday 11 6 16 9 
Wednesday 11 6 17 9 
Thursday 10 7 15 9 
Friday 11 5 12 6 
Saturday 6 3 8 2 
Sunday 4 6 11 6 
Total 63 38 95 49 
Average Trains per 
Day 

14 20 

Source: AAF. 2013a. Modeling Assumptions. May 2013. Report. 
 
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations are incorrect; they do not include the increase in freight traffic 
planned for by FEC due to the Post Panamax expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port 
Miami and Port Everglades to accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 
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Bridge and Structures 

Bridge construction over waterways would be required at the 18 locations listed in Table 3.3‐5, either to 
rehabilitate the existing bridges (two locations), replace the original bridge with two new single‐track 
bridges (nine locations), or retain the existing bridge and construct a new single‐track bridge adjacent to 
the existing (seven locations) (Figure 3.3‐4). Bridge plans are currently at the conceptual design level. 
Sixteen new bridges would be constructed in‐water or over water and would be fixed‐span structures. All 
new structures would be concrete, supported on concrete pilings, and would retain the existing vertical 
and horizontal clearances. The Project also includes rehabilitating the two moveable bridges at the St. 
Lucie River and Loxahatchee (Jupiter Inlet) River. 
Table 3.3-5       Proposed Bridges, N-S Corridor 

 
Bridge 

 
Existing 

Number of New 
Single- Track 
Bridges 

 
Length 
(ft) 

 
Width 
(ft) 

 
Number of 
Spans 

Horse Creek Retain 1 72 16 3 
Eau Gallie River Demolish 2 580 16 (15)1 
Crane Creek Demolish 2 660 16 (17) 
Turkey Creek Demolish 2 180 16 3 

Goat Creek Demolish 2 120 16 5 
St. Sebastian River Demolish 2 1625 16 (43) 

North Canal Retain 1 100 16 4 
Main Canal Retain 1 118 16 4 

South Canal Retain 1 125 16 5 

Taylor Creek Rehabilitate - 210 16 8 

Moores Creek Retain 1 72 16 3 
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Rio Waterway Demolish 2 95 16 4 
St. Lucie River Rehabilitate - 1270 24 49 

Salerno Waterway Retain 1 40 16 2 
Salerno Waterway 2 Demolish 2 103 16 4 

Manatee Tributary 1 Demolish 2 34 16 1 
Manatee Tributary 2 Demolish 2 34 16 1 

Loxahatchee River Rehabilitate - 585 28 9 
Earman River Retain 1 175 16 7 

1 Number of spans has not been determined for the new structure. (X) is number of existing spans. 
 
 
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations are incorrect; they do not include the increase in freight traffic 
planned for by FEC due to the Post Panama expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port 
Miami and Port Everglades to accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 
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3.3.3.4 West Palm Beach – Miami Corridor 
 
The Project within the WPB‐M Segment remains the same as the project evaluated in the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI. Phase 
I of the Project includes reconstructing the former second track within the FECR ROW from West Palm Beach to Miami 
and constructing new passenger rail stations in West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami. New elements of the Phase 
II Project that were not previously evaluated in the WPB‐M Segment include replacing or reconstructing seven bridges 
over waterways. 
 
Bridges 
 
As shown in Table 3.3‐6, AAF proposes to improve seven bridges within the WPB‐M Segment to accommodate the 
proposed second track. As long‐range operational flexibility for full operations from Orlando to Miami has been further 
studied and understood, AAF has determined that double‐tracking these bridges would be warranted for Phase II 
operations. As shown in Table 3.3‐6, four bridges would be rehabilitated, and seven would require construction to replace 
the original bridge with two new single track bridges (the two Middle River crossings and the Oleta River), or retain the 
existing bridge and construct a new single‐track bridge adjacent to the existing structure (four locations) (Figure 3.3‐4). All 
new structures would be concrete, supported by concrete pilings, and would retain the existing vertical and horizontal 
clearances. The moveable bridge at the New River in Fort Lauderdale would be rehabilitated as part of Phase 1. 
 

Table 3.3-6       Proposed Bridges over Waterways, West Palm Beach-Miami Corridor 

 
Bridge 

 
Existing 

Number of 
New Single- 
Track Bridges 

 
Length 
(ft) 

 
Width 
(ft) 

 
Number of 
Spans 

West Palm Beach Canal Retain 1 200 16 9 

Boynton Canal Retain 1 154 16 6 
Hidden Valley Canal Rehabilitate - 171 13 6 
Hillsboro Canal Retain 1 206 16 8 

Cypress Creek Canal Retain -    
North Fork Middle River Demolish 2 192 16 (8)1 

South Fork Middle River Demolish 2 192 16 (8)1 

New River Rehabilitate - 210 30 6 
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Tarpon River Retain -    
Dania Canal Rehabilitate - 79 30 1 

Oleta River Demolish 2 82 16 (26)1 

Snake Creek Canal Rehabilitate - 160 27 7 
Arch Creek Retain 1 75 16 1 
Biscayne Park Canal Retain -    

Little River Canal Retain -    

1 Number of spans has not been determined for the new structure. (X) is number of existing spans. 
 
Comment: The DEIS does not discuss the movable bridge over the New River being planned by Tri-Rail and included in 
their Environmental Assessment. AAF in their DEIS proposes a rehabilitation of the New River Bridge. FEC has been in 
discussion with Tri-Rail and has provided data to Tri-Rail. If this bridge being proposed by Tri-Rail is included in their plan, 
FEC needs to discuss how this will affect their planned operations for freight as well as their planned AAF passenger 
operations.  AAF should include in their alternates the shared use of this proposed bridge and consider its construction in 
the initial stage of the AAF project rather than after Tri-Rail commences their project.  Such coordination should be 
motivated by the most efficient and prudent expenditure of the public’s investment through proper forethought, planning 
and coordinated design.  
 
Fort Lauderdale Station 
 
Subsequent to the publication of the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI, AAF shifted the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station building 
to the opposite (west) side of the tracks, along NW 2nd Avenue between NW 4th Street and Broward Boulevard. On March 
27, 2014 FRA issued a Re‐Evaluation that determined the new location would not change the environmental impacts 
identified in the 2012 EA and previously found to be not significant (Appendix 3.3‐A). 
 
Comment: AAF plans for the Fort Lauderdale Station are for an at-Grade Station. Tri-Rail in their Environmental 
Assessment discusses a mid-level movable bridge which would be at a minimum clearance of 21 feet over MHW. This 
would require that the Ft. Lauderdale Station be an elevated station. Since a shared station is proposed by Tri-Rail with 
AAF this needs to be included and considered in the AAF DEIS so the final design and construction does waste taxpayer 
investment in this joint public-private project.  
 
 
 
 
Page 3-34 
3.4 Operations 
The Project’s planned service between Orlando and Miami would consist of 16 revenue round‐trips leaving hourly in each 
direction from 5:00 AM to 9:00 PM, with planned stops at the two intermediate stations in West Palm Beach and Fort 
Lauderdale. The last Orlando‐bound revenue train would arrive in Orlando at 12:10 AM and the last Miami‐bound revenue 
train would arrive in Miami at 11:10 PM. Total scheduled travel time, including stops, is anticipated to be 3 hours, 10 
minutes between the terminal stations. Station to station travel time would be 1 hour, 50 minutes from Orlando to West 
Palm Beach, and 1 hour, 20 minutes from West Palm Beach to Miami. The planned operating speed has three components: 
a maximum speed of 125 mph from Orlando to Cocoa; a maximum speed of 110 mph from Cocoa to West Palm Beach; 
and a maximum speed of 79 mph from West Palm Beach to Miami. Table 3.3‐9 depicts the projected average operating 
speeds for passenger and freight rail service by county and the net change in freight rail average operating speed over 
today’s performance. The E‐W Corridor from MCO to Cocoa would be a dedicated‐use corridor with only passenger service 
and no grade crossings, while the N‐S Corridor would be a shared‐use corridor with freight and passenger service and 
grade crossings. 
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Table 3.3-9       Projected Average Passenger Rail Operating Speeds by County 
 
County 

2013 Freight/ 
2016 No-Action 
Alternative (mph) 

 
2016 Freight (with 
Project) (mph) 

 
2016 Passenger 
(mph) 

Change in Average 
Freight Speed with 
Project (mph) 

Orange N/A1 N/A 68.472 N/A1 

Brevard 31.95 40.97 93.77 9.02 
Indian River 38.57 43.45 103.34 4.88 

St. Lucie 33.48 35.55 93.38 2.07 
Martin 31.76 37.06 76.96 5.30 
Palm Beach 34.89 40.42 75.37 5.53 
Broward 31.57 38.11 61.72 6.54 

Miami-Dade 39.63 39.91 55.67 -0.72 

Source: AAF. 2013a. Modeling Assumptions. May 2013. Report. 
1 Only the E-W Corridor enters Orange County, which does not carry freight traffic 

 
 
Comment: 
 
The operations described in the DEIS do not accurately reflect the total projected increase in freight traffic throughout 
Florida due in part to increased activity at Port Everglades and Port Miami following the Panama Canal Expansion. FEC has 
on numerous occasions discussed the increased traffic on FEC with Florida Legislators, senior Florida agency staff, and 
Industry leaders. FEC has made substantial improvements to their rail facilities at the Ports due to this proposed Panama 
Canal generated shipping, and the State of Florida has made substantial investments in seaports, Strategic Intermodal 
System planning, and the Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan- Investment Element, July 2014 (see 
http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18. pdf ).   
It is a major omission to exclude this projected increase from the DEIS. Shared use of the corridor by Tri-Rail also needs to 
be considered and evaluated with regard to train speeds. 
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SECTION 4, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 4-4 
 
4.1.2.1      Rail Transportation 
 
There are three primary north‐south rail corridors in the Project Study Area. One corridor runs along the east coast of Florida 

between Jacksonville and Miami and is owned by FECR. According to the FECR operations  data  from  2012,  this  route  

consists  of  four  flat  switching  yards,  72  industry  turnouts,  and 21 over‐grade and under‐grade bridges. CSX owns tracks 

through the center of the state between Winter Haven and Palm Beach that connect to a third set of tracks owned by the State 

of Florida between Palm Beach and Miami  (South Flor ida  Rai l  Corr idor ).  There is  n o  ex i s t i n g  rai l  

in f rast ructure  in t h e  E‐W Corridor.   

 
Existing Passenger Train Service 
 
The National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak) provides passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami on their 

Silver Star and Silver Meteor services. These services originate in New York City and operate between Orlando and Miami via 

CSX tracks to West Palm Beach and the South Florida Rail Corridor tracks between West Palm Beach and Miami. These 

services stop at ten stations including Orlando, Kissimmee, Winter Haven, West Palm Beach, and Miami. One train operates 

per service each day in each direction with travel times ranging from 5 hours, 45 minutes to 7 hours, 34 minutes. The average 

round trip cost for the service is $100.00 for one adult passenger. In 2012, ridership for the entire Silver Star   service   was   

425,794   passengers,   while   ridership   for   the   entire   Silver   Meteor   service   was 375,164   passengers.   Combined   

ridership   was   800,958   annual   passengers   (Brookings   2013).  

 

The South Florida Regional Transit Authority (SFRTA) serves the Project Study Area with commuter rail service between 
Mangonia Park in West Palm Beach and Miami (approximately 70 miles), called “Tri‐Rail.” Only the northernmost station, 
Mangonia Park, is within the Orlando to West Palm Beach study area. Tri‐Rail operates on the South Florida Rail Corridor 
and serves 17 stations with 25 southbound (SB) and 25 northbound (NB) trains per weekday, and 15 SB/15 NB trains per 
weekend day. The travel time between West Palm Beach and Miami is 1 hour, 40 minutes. Tri‐Rail has a zone based fare 
system which ranges from $2.50 to $6.90 per trip.  Fare discounts are available.  Average  monthly  ridership  for  2012  
ranged  from  less  than  12,000  to  over  14,000  riders,  which  is  an  increase  over  the  previous  year  (SFRTA 2013b). 
Figure 4.1.2‐2 shows the Tri‐Rail service.  
 
Existing Freight Rail Service 
Regular freight traffic currently operates within the FECR Corridor from Jacksonville to Miami. The  freight track within the 
FECR Corridor was evaluated from Mile Post (MP) 170 in Cocoa (Brevard  County) to MP  299  in  West  Palm  Beach  (Palm  
Beach  County).  The  existing  freight  traffic  consists  of  an  average  of  15 trains per day with a low of nine daily trains 
on Saturday and a high of 17 daily trains Tuesday  through Thursday. This includes both NB and SB trains. The average 
train length is 8,150 feet, which includes two locomotives and 101 cars. Regular freight traffic also operates within the 
CSX/South Florida Rail corridors from Orlando to Miami. Figure 4.1.2‐3 shows the CSX tracks in the Project Study Area. 
 
Comment: The shared use of the FEC corridor for FEC freight operations, AAF proposed passenger operations and Tri-Rail 
commuter rail service must be fully analyzed in the AAF DEIS in order to understand and evaluate the impact of these 
multiple rail operations on the existing corridor. The DEIS should be clear on what rail infrastructure is contemplated by 
each railroad. The impact of combined service on the existing single track and double track corridor must be fully explored 
and evaluated. The DEIS should be clear on how many tracks are being provided throughout the length of the existing 
corridor; it should also discuss the potential for use of the CSX tracks in Figure 4.1.2-3 since the CSX corridor will be 
integrated with future rail traffic of all types.  
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4.1.3 Navigation 
The United States Coast Guard (USCG) has reviewed the Project and determined that six of the proposed bridges (the new 
bridge across the St. Johns River parallel to SR 528, and the proposed second‐track bridges across the Eau Gallie River, St. 
Sebastian River, Crane Creek, Turkey Creek, and the Hillsboro Canal in Broward County) will require bridge permits (USCG 
letter May 1, 2013, Appendix 4.1.3‐B). The USCG requested that a navigation analysis of these bridges be included in the 
EIS (USCG letter July 24, 2013, Appendix 4.1.3‐A). This detailed analysis is provided in Appendix 4.1.3‐C, Navigation 
Discipline Report. The USCG determined (USCG letter May 1, 2013) that an additional twelve bridges that would be 
reconstructed as part of the Project are exempt from obtaining bridge permits. The reasons provided by the USCG for 
their exemption include that they are either not navigable other than by rowboats, canoes, or small motorboats and 
existing navigational clearances would be maintained; fall under the Coast Guard Authorization Act of 1982; or are not 
subject to tidal influence, not used for substantial interstate or foreign commerce, and not susceptible to such use in their 
natural or potentially improved condition. USCG did not make any findings concerning other fixed‐span bridges where 
superstructure replacement would be required to accommodate the proposed second track. At a meeting held on August 
12, 2013 (see Appendix 4.3.1‐A for meeting notes), USCG indicated that information on the operations of all moveable 
bridges within the Project Study Area would be required to determine if there would be any operational effects on 
navigation. USCG also requested information on the navigation conditions at the New River Bridge within the WPB‐M 
Corridor. 
 
This section provides a summary of existing navigational conditions for the proposed new fixed bridge over the St. Johns 
River and for three existing moveable bridges (Figure 4.3.1‐1):   
 

 The St. Lucie River (St. Lucie/Martin County);  

 The Loxahatchee River (also known as the Jupiter River, Martin/Palm Beach County); and  

 The New River in Fort Lauderdale (Broward County). 
 
4.1.3.1      Methodology 
 
This section describes the methods used to evaluate existing vessel traffic at the three moveable bridges and to evaluate 
existing economic conditions associated with the maritime industry at these locations. This study considers data presented 
in previous traffic studies performed by others, and includes detailed analyses and simulation modeling results based on 
current and future freight train operations, proposed passenger rail, and recent boat traffic surveys. These studies and 
analyses include:  

 Literature reviews of vessel traffic studies conducted at each bridge;  
 

 Summaries of 2014 vessel traffic surveys gathered through video assessments;  
 

 Summaries of bridge closure data;  
 

 A detailed analysis of the existing vessel traffic and bridge schedules;  
 

 A detailed analysis of the marine industry at each bridge;  
 

 Socioeconomic analyses; and  
 

 Results from a discrete‐event simulation model of vessel traffic.  
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Vessel Survey Modeling 
 
Vessel  traffic  on  the  New  River,  Loxahatchee  River,  and  St.  Lucie River were characterized based on a traffic survey 
and video survey.  
 
2014 Vessel Traffic Survey 
 
As described in the 2014 Navigation Discipline Report (Appendix 4.1.3‐C) video recordings from cameras located at FECR’s 
bridges at the St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee River, and New River were provided by FECR. The videos contain approximately 
two to three weeks of data from the peak vessel traffic season, and in some instances a holiday, and were used to quantify 
the number and types of recognizable vessels that pass under the bridges under existing conditions. The raw data collected 
includes the number and size of commercial and recreational vessels that pass under the bridges. These data were 
summarized and organized to show differences and patterns between and within weekdays, weekends, and different 
times of the day (AMEC 2014a).  
 
Comment: The USCG reviewed the Navigation Discipline Report (NDR) for the AAF Passenger Rail Project prepared by 
AMEC for AAF. The USCG commented on the report in a letter dated 02 June 2014 to Charlene Stroehlen, P.E. Senior 
Associate Engineer AMEC – Environment & Infrastructure authored by Barry L. Dragon, Director, District Bridge Program, 
Seventh Coast Guard District. The letter makes the following comments: 
  

In Sections 2.6.2 and 6.0, the NDR addresses evaluation criteria and a criteria matrix for assessing the No-Build 
alternative and the Proposed Action's impact on identified navigation needs. While information on the impacts on 
navigation received from the applicant will be analyzed, the Coast Guard will make the ultimate determination as 
to whether or not the impacts on navigation are unreasonable. 
 
The Coast Guard, in making a permit decision, must preserve the public right of navigation while maintaining a 
reasonable balance between competing land and waterborne transportation needs. We do so by taking a balanced 
approach to total transportation systems, both land and water modes, in all bridge actions.  At this time, we are 
unable to fully assess the potential impacts and will require more information on the following issues prior to 
making a permit decision: 
 
1.   The impacts on navigation from the natural flow of these waterways, including currents and water velocity 
fluctuations, while vessels await openings at these drawbridges remain unknown; 
 
2.   The affected drawbridges set the most restrictive vertical clearance on these waterways, and a large percentage 
of vessels cannot transit the bridges in the closed position; 
 
3.   Any increase in the existing closure periods at the drawbridges spanning these waterways may not provide for 
the reasonable needs of navigation; 
 
4.   The methodology used in the NDR may be sufficient to assess the waterways’ trends and uses for purposes of 
making a navigation impact determination.   However, the Coast Guard is unfamiliar with the model and needs to 
evaluate the assumptions and data therein. 
 
Accordingly, additional study will be required to determine the reasonable needs of navigation on these three 
waterways in the vicinity of the drawbridges. To advance the NEP A process, we support including the NDR as an 
attachment to the DEIS as it informs the choice of alternatives for analysis. The DEIS should note that the Coast 
Guard still must make a determination as to the prospective impacts on navigation in the vicinity of the three 
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drawbridges spanning the New River in Broward County, Loxahatchee River in Palm Beach County, and the St. 
Lucie River in 
Martin County and that the DEIS will be used to inform that Coast Guard determination. 
 
If the Coast Guard determines the proposed AAF operating schedule unreasonably impacts navigation on the New 
River, Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie rivers, it may be necessary for the Coast Guard to amend existing bridge 
regulations and require modifications to those bridge operations so that navigation is not unreasonably burdened. 

 
Comment: This author is in agreement with the comments and recommendations contained in the above letter. We also 
believe the Vessel Traffic Study and the impact on navigation is flawed in part as a result of the inaccuracy introduced in 
the model by not including the planned Tri-Rail Commuter Operations and all of the increase in Florida freight rail 
operations.  The number of trains per day and the length and speed of the freight trains not accounted for result in far 
more numerous openings and closure times at the FEC New River Bridge. The impact on navigation at the New River, 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges is far greater than shown in the NDR prepared by AMEC which forms the 
basis for the impacts on navigation contained in the DEIS. In addition a study of marine traffic at the New River presents 
information indicating the number, type and height above waterline of vessels navigating the New River, at the FEC New 
River Bridge is greater than the vessel traffic study contained in the DEIS. The Vessel Study referred to is the: 
  

Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.  Prepared by: Susan Engle, John 
Maxted,  James Anaston-Karas, of  Envirocare Solutions International, with subcontractor support provided by: 
Photography and Video, Ken Maff, Susan (Suki) Finnerty, Lucas Suski and John Place and Watercraft 
Identification performed by Ken Maff, Debora Radtke, and Wendy Umla.  

 
The report is dated November 2014, with excerpts included as an Appendix to this document submitted by the Coalition 
of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses. 
 
The DEIS in its present form regarding impacts on navigation must be rejected and revised to include an assessment of all 
future projected rail traffic at the New River, Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges. 
 
Finally, the vessel traffic simulation (as it was demonstrated at FRA’s public forums in South Florida) was unrealistic.  
Licensed sea captains and casual boat operators alike with local knowledge of New River are aware of its treacherous 
conditions, not the least of which is tidal current with occasional velocity exceeding 4 knots.  Accordingly, a computer 
model which demonstrates vessel maneuverability similar to automobiles is unrealistic and not representative of the real 
river navigation conditions.  
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4.1.3.2 Existing Navigation Conditions 
 
This section describes the nine waterways and the existing (2013) navigation conditions and operations at each waterway. 
 
Comment: This report does not comment on the navigation conditions at the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee river movable 
bridges. Comments on these bridges have been submitted by other parties. In addition this report does not comment on 
the fixed bridges. 
 
New River 

The New River originates in the Everglades and flows east to the Atlantic Ocean, entirely within Broward County. The New 

River is an extensive branched tidal waterway in Fort Lauderdale, which discharges to the ocean at Port Everglades. The 

waterway travels from the Intracoastal Waterway east to the west past residences and through the Central Business 

District of the City of Fort Lauderdale. West of the Central Business District, the river splits into North and South forks. 
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The North Fork of the New River is a shallow meandering tributary, bordered primarily by residences with private docks. 

The South Fork is a wider, deeper tributary, which supports larger vessels and is bordered by residences and commercial 

marine industries. Most marinas at the South Fork are located approximately 2.5 to 3.5 miles from the New River Bridge, 

and numerous boat yards extend to approximately 6.8 miles from the New River Bridge  

 

The New River has a robust waterfront industry, with vessel traffic utilizing a broad array of public and   private marine 

facilities including 12 marinas and four boat ramps; there are also four boat/yacht clubs, two waterfront restaurants, and 

two waterfront hotels that cater to mariners. The marinas range in scale from five slips to more than 190 slips, with an 

average of approximately 42 slips per marina. Marinas on the New River comprise approximately one third of all marinas 

in Broward County. The largest concentration of marinas is located on the South Fork of the New River approximately 

two miles west of New River Bridge (AMEC 2014a). The majority of Fort Lauderdale’s recreational boating industry (repair 

facilities, boatyards, boat sales, equipment sales) are also west of the bridge. Residential and commercial development 

occurs along the navigable extent of the New River, which provides approximately 280 private slips and 3,750 private 

docks. Hundreds of private docks, with boats up to 100 feet long, are also upriver of the bridge. According to a Broward 

County vessel traffic study (Mote Marine Laboratory 2005), recreational boating represents an estimated $8.8 billion 

segment of the local economy. In addition to private recreational boats, the New River is also used by commercial 

sightseeing vessels. The New River going inbound (or up river) starts at river markers five and six. The river is 

approximately 450 feet wide through marker 11 where the river makes an “S” turn to marker 12, known as the Tarpon 

Bend. Beyond marker 12 and into the Central Business District, the river is on average less than 150 feet wide, but can be 

as little as 100 feet wide at some narrower turns. This section of the river can be too narrow for larger vessels, which can 

include yachts up to 140 feet in length. Towboats are often utilized to tow 100‐foot yachts and larger vessels up and down 

the New River to and from several large boat yards that cater to yachts (e.g., Lauderdale Marine Center). All of the 

commercial vessels; such as the tour boats, tow boats and fuel barge boats; as well as bridges (including the FECR New 

River Bridge), monitor very high frequency (VHF) channel 9. 

 

The New River Bridge is located approximately 4 miles west of the New River’s inlet. The FECR railroad bridge, a 2‐track 

bascule bridge, crosses the waterway west of St. Andrews Avenue. The river at this location is approximately 135 feet 

wide. The bridge has a vertical clearance of four feet and a horizontal clearance of 60 feet (AMEC 2014a). The bridge is 

currently kept in the open position and lowered for freight train passage in accordance with USCG Drawbridge Operation 

Regulations at 33 CFR 111.313(b). A bridge operation survey performed through observations of live feed shows that the 

New River Bridge is closed on average 19 minutes per closure.  

 

Comment: The closure time reported in the Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.  
Prepared by: Evirocare Solutions International indicates closures  with  rail operations as they exist today, marine vessel 
traffic is delayed at the FEC bridge by approximately 9 to 72 minutes, which occurs 2 to 7 times per day during daylight 
hours.    
 

Based on the January 2014 FECR video, an average of 157 vessel crossings occurred at the New River Bridge (Min=99; 

Max=289) on a daily basis (6:00 AM to 6:30 PM) from Monday through Friday compared to an average of 356 vessels 

(Min=262; Max=508) per day on a weekend day. As shown in Table 4.1.3‐2, the average count of commercial vessels per 

day ranged from 29 to 59 and the average count of recreational vessels per day ranged from 64 to 356. There was an 

increase in recreational vessel traffic by approximately 64 percent during the weekend; an increase in commercial 

crossings during the weekend was not observed during this two‐week assessment. Both Sundays observed during this 

two week video assessment (January 19 and January 26) had the most vessel activity, with a total 304 and 508 vessel 

counts from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM, respectively. Wednesdays and Thursdays reported the lowest vessel activity with an 
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average of 114 and 136 vessel counts, respectively. The average vessel count for Monday is likely higher than normal 

since it includes data from January 20, 2014, which was a holiday. 

(AMEC 2014a). 

 

The average vessel count observed during the February 2014 New River live feed observations was lower than values 

obtained from the January 2014 New River Bridge video assessment (Table 4.1.3‐2). However, the density of traffic was 

similar throughout the week, with lower vessel traffic on Thursdays and an increase in vessel traffic over the weekend. A 

higher traffic of recreational vessels was observed compared to commercial vessels. Most commercial vessel trips account 

for those made by taxi boats, the Jungle Queen, a sightseeing riverboat cruise, and towing services (AMEC 2014a). 

 
  Table 4.1.3-2    Daily Vessel Traffic at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River Bridges, January 2014 1 

 St. Lucie River Loxahatchee River New River 
Recreational Vessels    
Minimum 26 5 64 
Maximum 406 500 356 
Average 117 148 166 
Commercial Vessels    
Minimum 2 0 29 
Maximum 21 14 59 
Average 4 9 49 
Total Vessels    
Minimum 28 5 99 
Maximum 413 502 508 
Average 121 157 215 

Source:    AMEC. 2014a. Navigation Discipline Report for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida. 
July 2014.  

1 Vessel traffic was assessed during January daylight hours, from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM 
 
 
Comment: The Vessel Count contained in the Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, 
Florida.  Prepared by: Evirocare Solutions International, disagrees with the number reported in the DEIS as shown in the 
following excerpt from the study. 
 
“The variance of vessel traffic during high season (i.e. tourist season/ non-hurricane season from December to 
May) versus low season (hurricane season June to October) was examined.  Based on three years of data 
from Broward County bridge operations in the downtown only (with some extrapolations for missing monthly 
data), the average:  
 

 High season number of vessels is 1,272 and bridge openings is 925  
 Low season number of vessels is 979 and bridge openings is 781 

 
Thus, about 30 percent more vessel traffic is experienced in the height of season, with about 18 percent more 
bridge openings”.  
 
The variance in the number of vessels indicates that the DEIS is seriously flawed with respect to the impact on 
navigation at the New River Bridge.  
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SECTION 5, ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 5 – 7 
 
5.1.2.2 Environmental Consequences 
This section presents the potential impacts of the Project on rail transportation, highways, and local roads, in comparison 
to the No‐Action Alternative in the same analysis year (2016, projected to be the first year of revenue service).  
 
Page 5 – 9 
 
Rail Impacts 
The Project passenger operations would include 16 round‐trip passenger trains per day, which amounts to a maximum 
frequency of two passenger trains crossings per hour. Maximum operating speeds would range from 79 to 125 mph, 
depending upon the location along the E‐W or N‐S Corridors. Operating speeds will be greatest along the E‐W Corridor 
where there are no highway‐rail grade crossings. From the station at MCO to the station at West Palm Beach, service 
would be nonstop, as there are no intermediate stations proposed. 
 
The N‐S Corridor has been designed to cause no adverse impact on freight operations, and has an assumed beneficial 
impact on freight operations. The addition of passenger rail service would require modifying the mostly single‐track system 
to a mostly double track system, which would be used by both passenger and freight operations. This will improve freight 
efficiency by increasing average operating speeds. As a result, the Project would have beneficial impacts on future freight 
traffic along the N‐S Corridor. There are no existing freight rail operations within the E‐W Corridor; therefore, no impacts 
to freight rail operations would occur in the E‐W Corridor with Alternatives A, C, or E. 
 
The Project would also have a beneficial impact on the passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and Miami 
by providing potential customers with an alternative means of rail transportation. The Project is designed to provide a 
direct, nonstop rail service from MCO to West Palm Beach, which is a different service geographically and functionally 
compared to the existing Amtrak service. The Project would also provide more frequent and regular service, which would 
result in more flexibility to potential customers. Riders for AAF are expected to be primarily diverted from automobile 
modes (69 percent of forecast ridership). However, 2 percent of the AAF ridership is forecast to accrue from competing 
passenger rail services, which would include the existing Amtrak service. In 2019, this amounts to approximately 30,526 
annual trips (Table 5.1.2‐3) diverted from Amtrak, which is about 4 percent of Amtrak’s FY2012 ridership along the Silver 
Star (425,794) and Silver Meteor (375,164) corridors (Amtrak 2012). No diversion from Tri‐Rail is anticipated. Tri‐Rail 
provides frequent commuter‐rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami, with multiple stops and relatively low 
fares. The infrequent intercity passenger rail service provided by AAF would have fewer stops and higher fares, and would 
not be expected to divert a significant number of riders. 
 
 

“It’s hard to get an exact estimate of the number of vessels that travel west of the FEC rail bridge, but larger boats 
that require openings of the nearby Andrews Avenue bridge, can be tracked by looking at the bridge tender logs.” 
The number of openings for the Andrews Avenue Bridge is stated in the article as, “All told, the Andrews Avenue 
Bridge does about 10,000 openings per year. Peak months are March, April and May. The highest month was 
March, with 962 openings. The lowest month was September, with 623. And that’s just counting the larger boats 
that need more than the 18 feet of vertical clearance provided by the Andrews Bridge when it’s closed. Smaller 
powerboats such as center consoles, runabouts and skiffs — all of which would still require the FEC rail bridge to 
open — are not counted. Working by remote control, the FEC bridge is lowered for about a dozen freight trains 
each day. But the new passenger service would double, even triple the number of times it would have to 
go down.” 
 

Existing and Proposed Rail Operations were described as follows in the presentation to The Florida Senate, Committee for 
Commerce and Tourism, On October 7, 2013, by Rusty Roberts, FECI.  Excerpts from the report:  



 

REPORT AND COMMENTS ON THE DEIS FOR THE  
PROPOSED AAF INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT 
ORLANDO TO MIAMI, FLORIDA Page 26 

 
Proposed Passenger Operation Details:  
• Hourly northbound and southbound service starting in the early morning and ending in the evening  
• Trains will travel  

– Up to 79 mph between Miami and West Palm Beach  
– Up to 110 mph between West Palm Beach and Cocoa  
– Up to 125 mph between Cocoa and Orlando  

• Speed is based on factors such as curvature, signaling, track condition and the number of grade crossings  
 
All Aboard Florida claims its passenger trains will: 
   
• Be faster and lighter than the freight trains that currently operate in the existing rail corridor  
• Consist of two locomotives and seven passenger cars – train sets will be less than 1,000 feet  
• Clear intersections in less than a minute  
• Use clean diesel fuel and meet the highest emissions standards 

 
 
 Differences between Freight and Passenger Trains in the Existing Rail Corridor 

 Freight Current Conditions  Passenger Expected Conditions  

Average Train Length  7,800 feet  900 feet  

Trains Per Day  18  32  

Average Speed  38-52 MPH  79-125 MPH  

 
 
Future Freight 
AAF’s proposal hinges on what this report considers a faulty assumption- that there will be no additional bridge closure 
delays due to volume of train traffic, freight and passenger combined.  As stated in AAF, Environmental Assessment:    
 

“At the highest utilization rate of the ROW, which occurred in 2006, there were 23 through-freight trains per day 
over this FEC corridor running daily on the existing track (i.e., those trains running through one or more terminals 
before reaching a final destination, as opposed to local freight trains serving customers along the line).  By 
contrast, and as discussed herein, the operations proposed for the Project – even when combined with existing 
and future freight operations – will be more limited.  This is true because more efficient freight operations with 
faster, longer trains, have resulted in a reduced usage, with only 10 daily through-freight trains in operation 
today.” 

 
 
We consider this vastly understated, with our engineering assessment arriving at an estimate three times the AAF claim.  
This is supported by extensive evidence presented below.   
 
First, the national and international attention, 13 international Enterprise Florida Offices abroad including the cargo-rich 
Pacific Rim (Shanghai, Hong Kong, Taiwan, and Tokyo),1  private and public investments in Florida Seaports, intermodal 
logistics centers, and inland ports – all portend more freight traffic.  Some question whether one of the main drivers of 
extra freight, which is the completion of the Panama Canal extension, will be delivered on time.  A recent conference 
presentation by a Canal representative, and (coincidentally) moderated by Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) President 
and Chief Executive Officer Jim Hertwig, downplayed the recent work stoppage and reassured the audience that the 

                                                
1 See also article available [online] http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-
development.html , March 31, 2014.  

http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html
http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html
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massive public works project is on target for end of 2015 completion.2  Of course increased shipping through the Panama 
Canal will mean little to Florida if the freight can’t be captured and distributed through the Port of Miami.  “The port [of 
Miami]'s access to rail and intermodal connections will be key to making it an attractive port for shippers,” said Bill 
Johnson, Director of the Port of Miami. 3  
 
Next, consider the overview of testimony of FEC President and CEO James Hertwig at the 16th Annual Transportation & 
Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas (August 7, 2013) which underscores freight opportunities, and 
public and private investment  at the Port of Miami and Port Everglades:    
 

FEC Overview  
• 351 miles of mainline track  

− Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 
− Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network  

 
• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight  

− Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and  
challenging trucking environment  

 
• Attractive freight mix  

− Intermodal containers and trailers  
− Carload  

 
• Crushed rock (aggregate)  
• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products  
• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville  

 
Florida Market Overview  

• Large Consumer Market  
– 4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP)4 
– Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas 5  
– More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually  6  

 
• Strategic Location  

– Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin 
America  
– 3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports  
– Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades)  

 
The Asian Market Opportunity  

• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage  
− Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels  

                                                
2  Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-
completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014.  
3 Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-
completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014. 
4 Bureau of Economic Analysis, University of Florida.   
5 Florida Chamber Foundation and Florida Department of Transportation report (December 2010).  
6 VisitFlorida.com: http://media.visitflorida.org/new/news.php?id=230 
 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
http://media.visitflorida.org/new/news.php?id=230
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− Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster all-
water times to the East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% 
more cost efficient)  

• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth  
• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in infrastructure 
improvements, which combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will make it a gateway for 
import/export activity  

− On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track 
access to North Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 
2013)  
− The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the 
Port (Completion: May 2014)  
− 50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion 
project 

 
Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami  

• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port customers  
 

– Only railroad with direct access to the Port  
– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline  

• Total project cost $45-50 million  
 

– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M)  
– Florida DOT (up to $9M)  
– Miami Dade County (up to $5M)  
– FEC (up to $9M)  

• Q2 2013 Update  
 

– Rail line lead to Port has been completed  
– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun  
– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun  

• Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013  
 
Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades  

• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of construction on a 42 
acre Intermodal Container Transfer Facility  
• Total Cost: $73M  

– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M  
– Broward County ~ $20M  
– State Grants ~ $18M  
 

• Q2 2013 Update  
– Lease agreement with Broward County executed  
– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company  
– Received State Loan funding in Q3  

 
• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014  

 
COMMENT: It is therefore clearly evident that FECR and FECI fully expect to provide increased freight rail operations in 
the near future. The AAF proposal for Passenger Rail Service is only one component of the total rail traffic that needs to 
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be analyzed in considering all of the impacts which will have an effect on marine traffic transiting the FECR corridor and 
the marine community in general i.e., yachting service industry, real estate interests, marinas and repair facilities, which 
are located west of the FECR corridor. 
 
The FRA, USCG and other permitting agencies must also not neglect analysis and engagement with CSX railway.  Recalling 
that CSX is approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida, this is another huge factor driving future rail planning in 
South Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement 
throughout the State and to seaports outside of South Florida.  If there is any doubt about its future business interest 
moving freight, one example is its April announcement of the opening of the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center 
in Winter Haven, FL.  Owned by Evansville Western Railway, the 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX Intermodal 
Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. Containerized freight previously handled at CSX's Orlando terminal will 
be shifted to the Winter Haven facility, while the Taft yard in Orlando will continue to serve other CSX needs.  [It will] … 
serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and South Florida.” 7 
 
3.  Time and delay of rail operations, existing and future   
 

 
Pictured above, FEC Rail Bridge in down position causing transiting boats to circle or temporarily tie up to limited dock 
space (if available).  (2014 photos) 

                                                
7 Available [online] at http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979, April 03, 2014.     

 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979
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Pictured above, FEC Rail Bridge closing with boat traffic approaching).  [2014 photos] 
 
 
The operation of the movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules and Regulations 
published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable Waters”. The FECR bridges in 
question are presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is fully automatic utilizing electronic sensors and 
cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and closing operations are controlled utilizing the information transmitted 
from the sensors and cameras at the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at New Smyrna Beach.  
 
The existing rail operations on the FECR Bridge 341.26 as  shown in  Table 3.3-1 Existing and Future Freight Train Operations 
(No-Action Alternative) in the DEIS consists of an average of 14 freight trains per day. The bridge is normally left in the 
open position to allow navigation unrestricted access. The bridge is operated remotely and the operation to close the 
bridge to navigation and permit rail traffic to cross commences when the control center is alerted to an approaching train 
which requires the bridge to be closed. When trains approach, a horn blows and a timing board with neon numerals visible 
to boaters is activated with a 5-minute countdown by seconds to span closure. Additionally, electric eyes scan the channel 
to assure clearance before closing. Machinery will not operate automatically until all systems are cleared. Trains are 
warned when bascule operations are interrupted and begin slowing for a stop until fully cleared to transit the bascule 
bridge. Eye witness accounts of the closing procedure have reported that the initial 5-minute countdown has been in some 



 

REPORT AND COMMENTS ON THE DEIS FOR THE  
PROPOSED AAF INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT 
ORLANDO TO MIAMI, FLORIDA Page 31 

cases 6 minutes in duration. Presently there is no rule in the CFR regarding the FEC New River Bridge. The USCG has asked 
FEC to request a rule for Bridge 341.26 however FEC has not complied. A specific rule regarding the amount of time the 
bridge is to be open per hour is a necessity for the FEC bridge when considering the planned operations by FEC, AAF and 
Tri-Rail. 
 
Train lengths reported in presentations made by FECR are 7800 feet long and travel at speeds varying from 38 to 52 MPH. 
Several videos of FECR trains transiting one of the three movable bridges indicate the train consisted of two engines pulling 
161 cars of intermodal freight. 161 intermodal cars having a length of 64 +/- feet per car would have an overall length of 
10300 feet. Other videos found during research for this report also indicate FECR intermodal trains containing more than 
200 cars which would have a length of 12800 feet.  
 
Assuming a speed at the lower range of 38 MPH approx. 50 feet per second, is more likely to occur in the Ft. Lauderdale 
area with numerous grade crossings and the New River Bridge. Using the 7800 foot train length quoted by FECR the time 
required for the train to travel across the bridge is 7800 feet / 50 FPS= 156 seconds which equals 2.6 minutes. Likewise 
the 12800 foot train passage is 12800 feet / 50FPS= 256 seconds which equals 4.3 minutes. Slower speeds would increase 
the time required for a train to pass the bridge.  
 
The most optimistic total time to close the bridge to navigation, allow the train to pass over the bridge and open the bridge 
to navigation can be estimated to be 5 minutes for the initial countdown, 1.5 minutes to lower the bridge, 4 minutes for 
the train to pass over the bridge and 1.5 minutes to open the bridge for navigation to pass which totals 12 minutes per 
freight train passage. The total delay time for the 14 freight trains per day would be 168 minutes or 2.8 hours which can 
be rounded to 3 hours (considering the variables) where navigation is halted. 
 
Future Rail Operations   
Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations proposed by AAF 
and Commuter Rail Operations proposed by Tri-Rail; also the probability of increased freight traffic due to the 
improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami described by FECR in their presentation to the 16th annual 
Transportation and Infrastructure Summit need to be considered. The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order 
of magnitude three times greater than presently handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is 
therefore a possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the container 
(intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and connections to other freight 
carriers.  Accordingly, this author anticipates that train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 
(11X3) freight trains per day, plus the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF and up to 60 trains per day proposed 
by Tri-Rail Coastal Link service.. 
 
Summary of Possible Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
 
The total time required for freight operations would be 2.5 hours (present closure time) multiplied by 3 equals 7.5 hours. 
The total time for passenger operations would be 8.5 minutes per train passage based on an 800 foot long passenger train 
operating at a speed of 20 MPH average due to the close proximity of the proposed train station to the bridge and the 
same 5 minute countdown and 1.5 minutes to close and open the bridge. The total time for passenger operations can be 
estimated at 8.5 minutes multiplied by 32 trains equals 272 minutes or 4.5 hours.  Future rail delays for the combined 
freight and passenger operations would therefore be estimated in the range of 12 hours per day during which navigation 
would be halted. The Tri Rail Coastal link service is proposed to cross the New River in Fort Lauderdale on a mid-level 
movable bridge having a minimum vertical clearance of 21 feet above mean high water. Not all vessels will be able to 
navigate under the proposed Tri Rail bridge without an opening. The number of openings required by navigation to cross 
under the Tri-Rail Bridge will need to be factored in to the total number of openings. The combined effect of all of these 
rail operations must be included in the AAF DEIS to properly evaluate the impact on Navigation. In this regard the Draft 
DEIS is seriously flawed. 
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This time delay is considered extremely conservative, given eye witness accounts of closures ranging between 17 to 20 
minutes (under current conditions).  Absent closure records from FEC/AAF, Envirocare Solutions International conducted 
video and web cam monitoring to accurately document closure times.    
 
Assuming freight traffic 3 times higher than AAF’s published forecast, The Table below presents a sensitivity analysis 
considering what likely scenarios result from real world conditions (i.e. train delays, switching delays, etc.).  Considering 
average passenger closure times ranging from 8.5 to 12.5 minutes, and average freight closure times from 12 to 19 
minutes, the duration of closure per day could be as high as 17 hours. 
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 Bridge closure time scenarios  

Train Type AAF train forecast Best case scenario A Likely scenario B Likely scenario C 

 Trains 

/ day 

Min./ 

closure 

Closure 

time 

(hrs.) 

Trains 

/ day 

Min/ 

closure 

Closure 

time 

(hrs.) 

Trains / 

day 

Min./ 

closure 

Closure 

time 

(hrs.) 

Trains / 

day 

Min./ 

closure 

Closure 

time 

(hrs.) 

Passenger  32 8.5 4.5 32 8.5 4.5 32 10.5 5.6 32 12.5 6.7 

Freight  11 12 2.2 33 12 7.5 33 17 9.4 33 19 10.5 

Total 

Hours 

Closed 

    7     12     15     17 

1. The number of trains in this table only considers FEC and AAF rail traffic. Tri-Rail Trains will operate over a separate 
mid-level movable bridge which requires a separate evaluation of estimated closure times for the number of 
trains/day proposed by Tri-Rail (60 trains per day  in the Tri-Rail Coastal Link EA) and an estimate of vessels taller 
than 21 feet requiring an opening to pass through this part of the channel. 

2. This report also recommends that AAF Passenger Rail service should run on the proposed Mid-Level Bridge along 
with Tri-Rail commuter service.  

 
Even if the increase in freight traffic is not realized fully, the paramount question remains – what will be the impact of the 
Coastal Link project, which goal is to bring passenger rail to the FEC line?  For comparison, the Tri-Rail passenger rail now 
runs at 40-50 trains daily.      
 
4. Impacts on navigation and the marine community   
 
The impact on navigation is an increase in delays caused by the bridge closures which at present are approximately 2.5 
hours per day which would increase to approximately 12 hours or more per day (best case scenario from above). The 12 
hours per day is based on a single one direction train movement over the bridge. The possibility of combined movements 
one in each direction will be discussed later in this report.  
 
Negative impacts on the marine community and navigation resulting from the reduced time allowed for navigating the 
New River are:  
 

• Additional cost of fuel resulting from slowed or stopped navigation.  
• Additional time delay related cost for tow services required for larger vessels.  
• Increase in travel time to reach destination points.  
• Additional cost of crew time.  
• Cost of time related delays to commercial and fishing operations.  
• Loss of revenue to the various providers of services to the marine community i.e., marinas, repair facilities, yacht 
sales etc. resulting from mariners seeking more convenient locations.  
• Loss of value to property resulting from mariners and the marine community seeking more readily accessible 
locations.  

 
5. Engineering recommendations  
 
The engineering challenge is to mitigate negative impacts of unreasonable bridge closure. Under the NEPA (EIS) process, 
credible engineering comments filed with the Federal government will elicit responses from the applicant.  Though AAF 
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dismissed several options such as tunneling, elevated tracking or separated tracks in its EA, those options and others 
should be advanced again if the project’s impact, together with future Coastal Link impacts, is to be mitigated.   
 
Viable options that need to be discussed in the DEIS should include the following possible means of mitigating negative 
impacts:  
 

• Revisit earlier proposals to elevate over the New River at the FECR crossing.  From a recent field observation,8 
the other bascule bridges spanning the New River offer overhead clearance of between 17 and 21 feet above the 
mean water level. 9    
• Revisit earlier proposals to tunnel under the New River at the FECR crossing.  
• Shift some of the proposed rail operations to an adjacent rail corridor i.e., CSX or Tri-Rail. 
• Combine train movements to occur simultaneously in two directions thereby reducing the number of closures 
required.  
• Shift train movements to off peak periods i.e. after midnight affording more daylight time for navigation to 
transit the waterway.  
• Optimize train lengths to reduce the number of train movements.  
• Provide a full time bridge operator at the bridge to reduce the initial 5 minute countdown period required by 
the current remote operation of the bridge.  
• Improve the waterway using contributions from AAF/FECR/FECI which would aid navigation permitting easier 
faster passage along the waterway.  
• Investigate the possibility of constructing a new movable bridge at an elevation less than the required 55 feet 
for a fixed bridge that would permit both freight and passenger operations on a suitable approach grade, thereby 
reducing the number of openings required to pass smaller vessels.  
• Investigate providing a parallel high level fixed bridge adjacent to the existing FECR Bridge to accommodate all 
AAF passenger operations while keeping freight operations on the existing bridge.  
• Investigate improvements in the machinery and power requirements for the existing bridge to reduce the time 
required to open and close the bridge.  
• Investigate replacing the movable bridge with a different type movable bridge that would require less time to 
open and close.  
• Investigate any combination of the above suggested measures which would be of benefit. 
 

Some of the above recommendations have been included in the draft DEIS in similar form. 
 
Included in this report are suggested alternates for mid-level movable bridges for combined passenger rail operations for 
AAF and Tri-Rail and a high level alternate for a fixed and a movable bridge with approach viaducts for combined AAF and 
Tri-Rail Passenger and commuter rail operations. The suggested alternates have examined the Tri-Rail Environmental 
assessment and found that the proposal for a two track mid-level movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC New River 
Bridge is not feasible within the existing ROW. The width of the framing for the existing bridge which is centered on the 
FEC ROW leaves insufficient room on either side to construct a new double track bridge. Our investigation concludes that 
it is possible to build two separate movable mid-level bridges one on each side of the existing bridge. This needs to be 
evaluated and included both in the AAF DEIS and the Tri-Rail EA and EIS. 
 
The alternates investigated and recommended by this report to be included in the AAF and Tri-Rail documents are: 
 

 Mid-Level Movable Bridges (21 foot vertical clearance above MHW in the closed position) 

 Fixed High Level Bridge (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW)  

                                                
8 Observed by Jim Karas, March 2014 boat tour.  
9 This does not consider sea level rise predictions of 9 to 24 inch water level increase by the year 2060 as discussed 
elsewhere in this report.   
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 Fixed High Level Bridge with a movable span permitting tall masted vessels to pass thru without having to step 
their masts. 

 
 
 
 
Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternate 
 
A mid –Level movable bridge carrying all proposed AAF passenger rail and Tri-Rail commuter traffic has the capability of 
reducing the number of openings required for a low level bridge such as the existing FEC New River Bridge. The Existing 
bridge is situated such that the vertical clearance is 4’ at MHW. This permits only rowboats, canoes, kayaks and small 
motor boats to pass without requiring an opening. A mid-level bridge or set of bridges would allow passage of vessels 
having a height of 21 feet or less at MHW to pass without requiring an opening, and is consistent with the nearby 
downtown moveable road bridges.  The other distinct advantage is that the existing bridge FEC bridge need only carry 
freight operations and could conceivably be left in the open position for longer periods.  
 
 
High Level Fixed Bridge Alternate  
 
The High level fixed bridge alternate (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW) would carry all proposed AAF passenger rail 
and Tri-Rail commuter traffic. This alternate while it would greatly reduce the number of required bridge openings 
however limits passage to only those vessels that require less than 55 feet of vertical clearance. Sail boats with masts taller 
than 55 feet would not be able to pass without stepping their masts. This alternate was included in our evaluation however 
it is not recommended as many tall masted vessel owners lying west of the FEC New River Bridge would no longer be able 
to pass through this part of the channel without having to step their mast. If the process to step the mast were required 
perhaps only one time during the boating season this would not present a major hardship. However it was determined in 
the vessel study conducted by Envirocare Solutions International that many of these tall masted sail boats are berthed at 
locations west of the existing FEC bridge and frequently navigate this part of the river to the Intracoastal Waterway and 
the Atlantic Ocean. Likewise they return to their home berth also on a frequent basis. It is for this reason that we do not 
recommend this alternate. 
 
High Level Fixed Bridge with a Movable Span 
 
This alternate is the best alternate that provides the least impact on navigation and would serve FEC’s freight operation’s 
needs on the existing FEC movable bridge and AAF’s and Tri-Rails passenger and commuter rail needs on the high level 
movable bridge. While Bridge openings would be required for most vessels at the existing FEC bridge the number of 
closures would be limited only to the freight operations as passenger rail would operate over the high level bridge. The 
number of openings at the high level bridge also are less in number than for the Mid-Level movable bridge alternate as 
the 55 feet of clearance provided in the closed position allows most vessels except the tall masted vessels to pass without 
an opening thereby maximizing use of the bridge in the closed position for rail operations. This alternate is therefore the 
recommended alternate to accommodate future rail traffic and have the least impact on navigation. 
 
Appended to this report are several exhibits for the alternates presented. 
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Re: All Aboard Florida - Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
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Dear Mr. Winkle: 

On November 18, 2014, the City of Vero Beach submitted comments regarding the All 
Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement (copy attached). Since that time 
we have received comments from three local groups that we would like to have included 
with our submittal as attachments. These comments are from: 

1. The Indian River County Chamber of Commerce; 
2. The Indian River County Train Impact Coalition; and 
3. Ruth Stanbridge, Research Historian. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Monte K. Falls, PE 
Public Works Director 

Cc: James R. O'Connor, City Manager 
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DATE:  November 5, 2014 
To:   Federal Railroad Administration 
FROM:  Penny Chandler, President 

Indian River County Chamber of Commerce 
   1216 21st Street 
   Vero Beach, FL 32960 

772-567-3491 
   director@indianriverchamber.com  
RE:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
PROJECT: “All Aboard Florida” 
 
Overall DEIS review summary and comments: After review of the DEIS for 
All Aboard Florida (The Project), we believe it is inadequate. The information 
regarding Indian River County, Florida and its communities that will be impacted 
by All Aboard Florida – Sebastian, Gifford, Vero Beach as well as the county 
along or near the railroad is incomplete. 
 
Support information and appendices are missing from the report. Reputable 
local historians and cultural heritage experts from Indian River County were 
never contacted.  The DEIS attempts to pass off contacts used in the southern 
portion Phase 1 of the project (Palm Beach to Miami) as representing and 
commenting on Indian River County. This is unacceptable, the representation is 
inaccurate, and the study not at all reflective of our cultural heritage information. 
 
The document is inadequate in addressing primary concerns of the project on 
our cultural heritage sites, mitigation during demolition and construction of the 
San Sebastian Bridge, wildlife, social justice and the treatment of the Gifford 
community, and businesses. Many of the assumptions made in the DEIS are 
unsupported. Some statements in the report are in conflict with statements 
made in other parts of the report. Some of what is in the report does not match 
what has transpired in discussions with All Aboard Florida representatives in our 
community. For instance, the Gifford community was not told about the impacts 
the All Aboard Florida project will have in their community. 
 
Indian River County is a “Donor” county to this All Aboard Florida project. There 
are no direct positive economic benefits to Indian River County, Sebastian, 
Florida, or Vero Beach, Florida and including the Gifford community.   
 
The Indian River County DEIS community meeting held on November 5, 2014 
at the Indian River State College, Mueller Center was a representation of those 
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items that All Aboard Florida desired to discuss and not necessarily those items 
of critical importance to the members of the Indian River County community. 
The project maps that were displayed by Federal Railroad Administration at this 
community meeting did not even have the names of the towns in Indian River 
County that will be impacted by All Aboard Florida project! For the record, those 
towns are Sebastian, Florida and Vero Beach, Florida. 
 
Photo of map on display at public meeting is shown below: 
 

 
 
 
 
We urge that the Federal Railroad Administration, the All Aboard Florida 
consulting firm, and All Aboard Florida principals Final EIS incorporate 
provisions that will address the issues outlined in this DEIS response document 
and in every other DEIS response document provided by all agencies, 
organizations, individuals, and governments in Sebastian, Florida, Vero Beach, 
Florida and Indian River County, Florida. 
 
 

COMMENTS AND CONCERNS 
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From the Summary 
S-18 last paragraph, states that “The Project will not adversely affect (“use”) 
and public parks, recreation areas, or wildlife refuges. Collectively, these 
properties are protected under Section 4(f) of the department of transportation 
Act, as are historic properties.” On page S-19 the text continues stating that 
“The existing N-S Corridor bisects two of these Section 4(f) recreation 
resources” and names “Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Jonathan 
State Park.”   
RESPONSE: It fails to recognize that historic Pocahontas Park, the 
Heritage Center and the Vero Beach Community Center which are all 
located in an historic park. The document does not include any input from 
local authorities at Indian River County, Sebastian or City of Vero Beach. 
 

• How will the consulting group address the obvious lack of 
communication with the Cities of Vero Beach and Sebastian, Indian 
River County government and local knowledgeable organizations 
and individuals? 

 
S-19 Visual and Scenic Resources states that “veiwsheds along “N-S Corridor 
would remain primarily unchanged.”  
RESPONSE: This area of the document addresses mostly those areas 
along SR528 while barely noting the railway immediately adjacent to US 1 
that runs from Titusville (in Brevard County) through Wabasso (in Indian 
River County).  
 
See map and information below and on next page of Indian River Lagoon 
National Scenic Byway which was taken directly from U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration website for “America’s 
Byways. According to this U.S. Department of Transportation website: 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/byways/byways/16199/maps 

Indian River Lagoon National Scenic Byway 
National Scenic Byway • Florida 

Length 150.0 mi / 241.4 km 
Time to Allow Take four hours to drive or two days to enjoy the byway. 

Fees 
There are no fees to drive the byway; however, some of the state and 
federal lands charge park fees. 

The Indian River Lagoon National Scenic Byway gives access to a National Estuary 
providing habitat to more species than anywhere in North America. History buffs, bird 
watchers, anglers, surfers, swimmers, boaters, and vacationers will find excitement at a 
national seashore, wildlife refuges, state park, museums, the Kennedy Space Center, 
beaches, and waterways. 
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Continued Response: Our County’s economy is deeply rooted in a thriving 
eco-tourism industry.  The Indian River Lagoon is a tourism generator 
from activity on the lagoon itself to the Scenic Byway mentioned here. 
According to Florida Atlantic University Harbor Branch, the lagoon 
“stretches along 40% of Florida’s east coast and yields an estimated $3.7 
billion annual economic impact for the state.”  

• All of the above information should be included in the EIS. 
• “viewshed” impacts should be acknowledged and mitigation named. 

 
Section 4:  Affected Environment  
Land Use and Transportation 
Section 4 Appendices have been omitted from the DEIS. 

• Why?  
• How will this be corrected?  
• Public opinions on certain sections are difficult to make without 

appropriate support information. 
Omitted appendices: 

• 4.1.1-A Existing land use maps 
• 4.1.3-A USCG cooperating agency acceptance 
• 4.1.3-BUSCG jurisdictional determination 
• 4.1.3-C Navigation discipline report 
• 4.2.4-A Potential contaminated sites aerial photographs 
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• 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination meeting notes August 12, 2013 
•  4.3.3.-A Characteristic plant species 
• 4.3.5-A EFH assessment 
• 4.3.6-A Rare species survey reports rare species consultation areas 
• 4.4.2-A Minority populations 
• 4.3.6-B Poverty populations 
• 4.4.5-A SHPO consultation materials 
• 4.4.5-B Cultural resources proximate to the project corridor 
• 4.4.6-A Noise and vibration contours  

 
Physical Environment 
4.3.3 Natural Environment/Wetlands 
The DEIS does document direct and indirect impacts to wetlands, protected 
species, and habitats. 
RESPONSE:  However,  

• the DEIS is inadequate for proper review because no N-S Corridor 
FLUCCS maps or habitat and wildlife impact area maps were 
provided at a proper scale to verify conflicts between the proposed 
railroad improvements and the habitat type or associated species.   

• There was no wetland maps shown to verify were track expansions 
and passing lanes would conflict with isolated wetlands. 

 
4.4.5 Cultural Resources 
Table 4.4.5-2 Certified Local Government/Local Informant Contacts Regarding 
Potentially Locally Designated Cultural Resources.  
RESPONSE:  

• No one from the public or private sector in Indian River County, City 
of Sebastian or the City of Vero Beach was contacted for 
information regarding cultural resources.  

• County authorities were completely overlooked. 
• This table names Brevard, St. Lucie and Palm Beach County only.  
• This is incomplete and inadequate information. 
• Who will be contacted in Indian River County to provide this 

information? 
• How will the consultants incorporate this information into the EIS? 

 
Further, 4-122 states “Normally, archeological and other below ground 
resources will be affected by ground disturbing activities…” as compared with 
above ground and that survey methods differ because of those differences. At 
the bottom of 4-122 it addresses the N-S Corridor and says” the Area of 
Potential Effect was limited to the footprint of subsurface activities within the 
existing approximately 100 foot wide FECR Corridor. The historic resources 
APE included the N-S Corridor as well as 150 feet on either side of the N-S 
Corridor to allow for consideration of indirect impacts.”  
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RESPONSE: *Archeological Site Significance:  The Old Vero Ice Age Site 
is west, east and under the FEC tracks. Recent excavations by 
Merceyhurst at a location immediately adjacent to the railroad have 
uncovered meaningful artifacts and information from the “Vero Man” Sites 
that continue to support that people and a large variety of extinct animals 
were in Vero 12,000 to 14,000 years ago. The local continued 
archaeological activities are essential for providing further information 
about the earliest inhabitants of the world as well as Florida.  In the future, 
we believe the positive impact on the scientific community, as well as on 
Florida, Vero Beach and the region, will be profound.  

This archeological site has been found eligible as a national historic site. 
The site will also most likely be considered as a potential World Site as a 
bone etched with a mammoth found near this site and was authenticated 
to be over 12,000 years old demonstrating that humans and animals 
coexisted in Florida during prehistoric times. The art has been declared by 
top anthropologists as the “oldest, most spectacular and rare work in the 
America’s.” 

Other archeological findings have been made at additional sites along the 
FEC tracks going northward from the Merceyhurst site at the Main Relif 
Canal through Gifford (“Gifford Bones” site) and into Sebastian.  

Plans for this AAF project have not been developed to a point where our 
community can comment. As a result, we do not know what impacts there 
will be on specific archeological sites. For instance, there has been no 
bridge plan for the area at the location of the Old Vero Ice Age Site. 

• The “Gifford Bones” site is not addressed or identified. Therefore 
no mitigation is issued. Should be included in the report. 

• Impacts and the mitigation of impacts from All Aboard Florida on 
these areas is not addressed but instead completely overlooked or 
ignored.  Site identification, impacts of All Aboard Florida laying 
added tracks and the additional vibration and mitigation of same 
needs to be noted in the final report. 

• Other sites along the track ridge are known. How will these 
important sites be accessed for archeological study? 

• Sites along the canals and the bridges are at most risk. How will 
these be handled during Phase 2? 

• How do we make further comments about this if the bridge plans for 
the location of this archeological site are not complete and available 
to the public? 

• How will information about the archeological sites in Indian River 
County be included in the EIS? 

COMMENTS 
4.4.5.1 Methodology 
Page 4-124 
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Consultation 
This page recounts meetings between AAF and SHPO. It appears there were 
several determinations established: 

• March 28, 2013 SHPO meets with AAF and determines that the need to 
coordinate with historic preservation planning representatives for the West 
Palm Beach to Orlando phase of the project “was not warranted.”  

• DEIS states that five public “scoping” meetings were held and that those 
meetings “provided adequate opportunity for consultation.” 

• “SHPO determined that no additional separate Section 106 meetings were 
necessary.” 

• Evidently “scoping” meetings were held in other counties but not in Indian 
River County.  And, in Indian River County there were no public notices for 
“scoping” meetings outside our county. 

• Appears the only archeological site identified in the DEIS in the way of the 
Project is located in Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge. 

• We learned that Janus research contacted five CLGs and local informants. 
NONE in Indian River County. We understand these “determinations” went 
on before the DEIS was released. 

 
Response:   Indian River County was completely ignored in this part of the 
process.  Local representation was totally dismissed without further 
consideration or notification to local representatives. There were no 
“scoping” meetings held and no publicly advertised “scoping” meetings in 
Indian River County while there were dozens of such public notices in Ft. 
Lauderdale, Orlando and Miami.  This oversight completely undermines this  
part of the Section 106 (National Historic Preservation Act), Section 4(f) 
Federal Transportation Act, and the EIS process.   

• How will FRA and AAF address and correct this oversight?  
• How will Indian River County be included at this point in the overall 

DEIS process? 
• It appears that, at the highest levels, the "standard" NEPA process 

was somehow mixed with the "integrated" method.  To our 
knowledge, this is the first time this has been done. Why? 

• We are very concerned about the lack of outreach to [only] CLGs 
and [certain] local informants and believe this denigrates the DEIS 
process and intent of benchmarked historic preservation 
guidelines.   

 
Section 5:  Environmental Consequences 
Land Use, Transportation and Navigation 

5.1.1 While the DEIS indicates little or no adverse impacts and states that 
Indian River County supports efforts for passenger rail,  
RESPONSE: It does not indicate the passionate opposition Indian River 
County Government, Sebastian City Government, Vero Beach 
Government, and others have for this project which is not simply about 
“passenger” rail service but also to deliver increased freight services and 
the impacts of that freight service on the community.  
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• Indian River County adopted a resolution opposing All Aboard 
Florida and does not believe the Project fits into the planning for 
this community. 

• Indian River County Chamber of Commerce endorses the County’s 
resolution opposing the project. 

 
On page 5-5 the DEIS states “The MCO Segment and N-S Corridor under 

the Action Alternatives would not bisect any privately owned properties…” 
RESPONSE: However, the project will completely bisect the City of Vero 
Beach, its residents and its medical and business services. 

 
On page 5-6, Table 5.1.2-1 regarding grade crossings refers to the highest 

volume intersections in Indian River County at Oslo Road and SR 60 east and 
west.  Page 5-12, Table 5.1.2-4 indicates that passenger rail will travel at 106.6 
mph through Indian River County which includes these 3 highly traveled 
intersections/crossing. Page 5-8 mentions that freight will see an increased 
length in trains but states that there will be “minor” roadway closures and 
“minimal” impacts to existing conditions.  
RESPONSE: These statements fight with one another and it is clear there 
will be significant negative impacts to crossings themselves,  delays in 
traffic due to crossing closures, and significant impacts all of the above 
will have on our residents, public safety equipment, employees, goods 
being transported, school bus and Senior Resource GoLine public bus 
schedules, and visitors traveling east and west in our community. 
 
Although the DEIS is triggered only by the All Aboard Florida passenger 
rail request for a RIF loan, the DEIS does note that FEC freight traffic (once 
the FEC line is double-tracked and the Panama Canal is opened) will 
increase.  Vibration levels as indicated in the Table 5.1.2-4 clearly state 
that current number of freight is 22 per day traveling at 54.2 mph and the 
proposed passenger will be 32 trains per day t(to start) at 106.6 mph. 

• The vibration issue should reflect the identification of the additional 
freight and mitigation measures should be identified. 

 
Senior Resource Association public bus GoLine:  Increased rail crossing 
closures may present an obstacle in adhering to transit schedules.   

• Will FEC and All Aboard Florida be required to coordinate with all 
public and private local fixed route providers in the corridor to 
minimize these impacts?  

 
48% of Indian River County population is over the age of 50.  Increased rail 
crossing present a concern for this population to be on time for medical 
appointments.  There is an added risk component to rail crossing since 
the horns will be on a static pole with reduced horn sound.  Individuals 
with decreased hearing abilities and other handicaps will be at a greater 
risk in an attempted crossing when a train is approaching.  
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• How will this disability issue be handled by AAF? There is not 
mention in the DEIS.  

 
Physical Environment 
5.2.2 Noise and Vibration 
Page 5-39 states there will be “minor vibration impacts along the N-S Corridor 
due to the increase (approximately doubling) of vibration events as a result of 
adding passenger train service to the existing freight operations.” 
RESPONSE:  This is not accurate. Existing freight today is 8-10 trains 
daily. Add to 32 proposed N-S passenger trains totals 40-42 trains daily. 
Table 5.1.2-4 on page 5-12 shows clearly that by 2019 there will be 22 
freight trains daily. That does not even consider the number of trains 
following the opening of the Panama Canal and even more trains to 
accommodate the Port of Miami.  

• Using the number reflected in Table 5.1.2-4 the total trains daily 
would be a minimum of 52 trains (not 42 as stated)  

 
Along the Vero Beach section of the tracks, the Indian River County 
Chamber of Commerce has a new (C.O. 2009) 2-story, $1.5 million 
structure used a community visitor center and business center. There are 
also multiple cultural historic facilities/tracts which include the Old Vero 
Ice Age Site (*archeological site), the historic Vero Beach Train Station, 
Heritage center building, and the historic City of Vero Beach electric plant. 
The argument we have heard is that these structures are already impacted 
by train traffic. However, today that traffic is 8-10 trains each day not 42 or 
more which will put additional vibration on these structures. 

• How will new and old structures be impacted by the additional 
vibration from the increased number and length of freight trains as 
projected in the DEIS document? 

As stated above in the 4.4.5 response –  

*Archeological Site Significance:  The Old Vero Ice Age Site archeological 
excavation site is immediately adjacent to the FEC tracks on the east side. 
However, the archeological site itself is east, west and under the existing 
track bed. Recent excavations have uncovered meaningful artifacts and 
information from the “Vero Man” Sites that continue to support that 
people and a large variety of extinct animals were in Vero 12,000 to 14,000 
years ago. The local continued archaeological activities are essential for 
providing further information about the earliest inhabitants of the world as 
well as Florida.  In the future, we believe the positive impact on the 
scientific community, as well as on Florida, Vero Beach and the region, 
will be profound.  

This archeological site has been found eligible as a national historic site. 
The site will also most likely be considered as a potential World Site as a 
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bone etched with a mammoth found near this site and was authenticated 
to be over 12,000 years old demonstrating that humans and animals 
coexisted in Florida during prehistoric times. The art has been declared by 
top anthropologists as the “oldest, most spectacular and rare work in the 
America’s.” 

There are additional documented archeological sites located in the 
northern, northeastern and mid sections of Indian River County. The DEIS 
has not dealt at all with any archeological finds in Indian River County. 
And there have not been contacts made with those in Indian River County 
who are knowledgeable to comment.  

• How will the consultant address the remaining archeologically 
significant sites within Indian River County and describe mitigation 
of damages to those sites? 

• Other response questions on this topic are named in response 
above 4.4.5 

 
Natural Environment 
5.3.6.2 Environmental Consequences 
It is specifically stated that “scrub jay meta-populations were not fully 
evaluated.”  
RESPONSE: Scrub Jays are vulnerable to mortality due to collisions with 
moving vehicles.  This is inadequate for proper review and decision 
making. Habitat loss, incidental take, and mitigation should also have 
been discussed.   

• Why wasn’t this information fully evaluated?  
• It is necessary that the Final EIS and the All Aboard Florida project 

substantively address Scrub Jay mortality and incidental take due 
to collisions with train sets in the Final EIS? 

 
The DEIS relies on mitigation banking for wetland impact compensation.  

• There are not available mitigation banks in all water management 
basins, therefore if there are areas of isolated wetland impacts in 
some areas of the project no mitigation is available as proposed.  

• This is inadequate and lacking in information as presented. 
 
5.3.3 Wetlands 
Page 5-81-91 
This section addresses and identifies wetland governing regulations and 
discusses the types of impacts. Several instances where it states minor or no 
impacts.   
 
 
 
RESPONSE: 
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• The consultant needs to address/confirm available appropriate 
wetland mitigation banks for each wetland type per impact basin 
individually. 

 
5.4 Social and Economic Environment 
Page 5-48 states in the first paragraph that the project will result “in an increase 
in future noise levels and the potential for noise impacts.”  
RESPONSE:  It is our opinion that this will result in increased difficulty to 
maintain and operate businesses efficiently and effectively at or within 100 
feet of all crossings/intersections of the railway. The increased noise and 
vibration will be coupled with additional noises and vibrations from 
sounds emitted from the wayside horns.  

• There are no maps available and no back up provided in the DEIS 
that demonstrate the amount of land owned by FEC. 

 
About 100 yards from the US 1 Ponce de Leon intersection in Vero Beach 
are over 150 residents, mostly elderly who will also be inflicted with noise 
from the wayside horns.  
 
The DEIS further states that “the Project will not displace any businesses (page 
5-127)” and that the “Project would have beneficial regional economic impacts 
from increased economic activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and 
associated spending.”  
 
RESPONSE:  Economic Impact: 
As an example, the pet store (Cindi’s Pet Center) located at 721 US 1, Vero 
Beach is immediately adjacent to the 7th Street crossing. The shop will 
most likely need to be relocated or will close due to the increased noise 
and vibration impacts on fish, reptiles, birds and dogs. 
 
5.4.1 Communities and Demographics, 5.4.1.1 Environmental 
Cosequences 
Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that “would not result in residential displacement, 
neighborhood fragmentation or loss of continuity between neighborhoods.” 
RESPONSE:   While this statement may be true in 2014, Table 5.1.2-4 
clearly shows an increase to the total number of trains to 54 daily in 2019 
(4 years from now).  This table also shows that the 32 passenger trains are 
moving through Indian River County at speeds over 106.6mph  and freight 
at 54.2 mph in 2019. Of particularly concern are the elderly drivers and 
those who depend on foot or bicycle to cross over the tracks to get to 
medical appointments and go to their place of employment.  

• The argument that the rail line has already been in place and 
creates no changes simply is not acceptable when both the number 
of trains and the speed at which they will travel more than doubles 
by FEC estimates by 2019. Does not compare apples to apples. 
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• How will these facts presented in the DEIS (above) not change 
neighborhood continuity? 

• What will be the impact on property values and desirability of 
neighborhoods near the tracks? 

 
5.4.1.2 Indirect and Secondary Impacts  
On page 5-123 the DEIS the writer describes population and transit growth in 
South Florida. It goes on to state that All Aboard Florida would be an 
improvement to address roadway congestion and increase the ability to 
transport people between major South Florida cities. 
RESPONSE: This section only addresses issues from West Palm Beach 
through Miami. Statements made in 5.4.1.2 do not reflect the northern 
Phase 2 past of the project.  While this may be true between Palm Beach 
and Miami, it is not at all factual for Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie and 
Martin Counties. There are no stops in any of these four northern route 
counties. These four counties are “donor counties” with no immediate or 
near-future consideration for any benefit but will encounter tremendous 
loss of mobility, peace and quiet and quality of life with an additional 32-
passenger trains and estimated doubling of freight. 
 
5.4.2 Environmental Justice 
Page 5-123 it is stated that this section describes the potential effects to 
minority and low-income populations Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that “would 
not result in residential displacement, neighborhood fragmentation or loss of 
continuity between neighborhoods.” 
 
RESPONSE: Again, this statement does not hold up and will no longer be 
factual when an additional 32 passenger trains a day are blowing through 
Indian River County at speeds of 106.6mph in 2019. (Table 5.1.2-4)   
 
According to the local history book “Hibiscus City”, When Henry Flagler 
built the rail line there was a dispute with the John T. Gifford family over 
land Flagler wanted for his railroad. To retaliate for the delay of the 
desired rail extension, Flagler’s surveyors named a small labor camp, an 
exclusive Negro community, “Gifford.”  Today, Gifford remain a largely 
non-Hispanic black and low-income population (average annual wage 
$20,373 2012 U.S. Census) with many struggles. The area has maintained 
2 and 3 tracks and is the only area of Indian River County that continues 
to see long delays from stopped trains.  
 
Within yards of the tracks through Gifford are- 

• a number of homes within 50-yards of the tracks,  
• nearby schools,  
• a medical center,  
• and businesses and employment located in close proximity to the 

railroad tracks.  
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The additional passenger and freight trains that are anticipated will have 
an increased negative social impact on this small black community and as 
stated on page 5-48 of the DEIS in the first paragraph – “this project will 
result “in an increase in future noise levels and the potential for noise impacts.”  
 
Representatives of the Gifford Progressive Civic League are very 
concerned about the additional trains, both freight and passenger, and the 
on-going impact this will have on all emergency services to and from their 
small community.  Currently, this area of the county already has more 
than one track and experiences longer delays and trains stopping than is 
experienced in other parts of Indian River County. 
 
Neighborhoods within the Gifford community, and for that matter 
elsewhere in the County, have developed their own “unofficial crossings.” 
A number of school children considered “walkers” cross the tracks to 
attend school in Gifford.  

• How will the DEIS and AAF address these “unofficial neighborhood 
crossings”?  

 
Children have been fascinated with trains and speed for decades. Starting 
with “Thomas the Train” children love trains!  Children within any part of 
our community have grown accustomed to the speed of the local freight 
trains. They can judge their “timing” with approaching freight trains 
moving 35-45 mph. It is a fact that looking down the tracks it is extremely 
difficult for pedestrians to judge how quickly the passenger rail will 
approach going speeds 80-100mph and faster.  
 
There is nothing in the DEIS that we can find that describes how AAF will 
provision for safety in these crossing areas. It is recognized that all areas 
along the tracks can not be fenced.  

• How will AAF accommodate for children and other pedestrians in 
those “unofficial pedestrian crossing” areas? 

 
In order to comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Federal 
desegregation of schools, school districts are divided by zones.  Gifford 
children are bused (long-runs) to accommodate Federal desegregation 
regulations and to raise the numbers of African American children 
attending other neighborhood schools.  This causes a disproportionate 
effect to Gifford students more so than other neighborhoods outside of 
the Gifford community. Intersections at 45th and 49th Streets are of 
concern because the children are bused over these intersections twice 
daily in order to reach their designated out of neighborhood school for 
Federal compliance reasons.  

• What special care will be used by AAF at those intersections to 
mitigate for the possibility of accidents with school buses? 
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5.4.3 Economic Conditions 
While the DEIS page 5-127 says the Project will not reduce municipal property 
taxes that is yet to be seen. The DEIS only addresses properties acquired by 
AAF.  
RESPONSE: Florida East Coast and All Aboard Florida are not in the 
position to determine if property values or property taxes would decrease. 
Property values are driven by the marketplace which will determine what 
the private sector will be willing to pay for properties near the tracks and 
that will have an impact on those privately owned properties. 
 
The DEIS further states that “the Project will not displace any businesses (page 
5-127)” and that the “Project would have beneficial regional economic impacts 
from increased economic activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and 
associated spending.”  
RESPONSE:  This is a broad and generalized statement in which the DEIS 
consultant is referring to the southern portion Palm Beach to Miami 
segment of the N-S project corridor.  

• This statement does not apply to Martin, St. Lucie or Indian River 
Counties. 

 
There are no stops, no appreciable economic activity, no tax revenues, no 
jobs, and no appreciable associated spending that will occur in Indian 
River County. All increased economic activity and the benefits from such 
activity will occur from Palm Beach to Miami. And all employment from 
additional laying of tracks, in all areas of the project are temporary. 
 
The results of a recent survey of our Chamber of Commerce membership 
shows that- 

• 68% of our businesses believe their business operations will be 
negatively impacted by the Project. 

• 59.4% believe that their customers coming to their business will be 
negatively impacted. 

• 60.3% strongly oppose All Aboard Florida 
 
 “...freight traffic on the FECR (Florida East Coast Railroad) Corridor is predicted 
to increase. FECR operated 24 daily trains in 2006 and had projected growth of 
5-7% between today and 2016. However, due to delays in the expansion of the 
Panama Canal and other factors, it is now expected that freight operations will 
increase from the current number of trains (now 8 to 10 daily) to 20 trains per 
day by 2016, and at a 3% annual growth after 2016.”  
 
RESPONSE: 71% of business survey respondents say the added 32 passenger 
train a day will have a negative impact on our country. 
 
Some comments from our business members- 
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• “If these statistics are accurate I believe it will increase traffic and 
wait times for east/west motorists.” 

• “Rail service is key to the success of any port - you can't move 
boats on land. So I believe that this really is about increases in 
freight. They won't run 32 passenger trains a day if only a dozen or 
so people are on them.” 

• “Traffic to and from my store will be held up numerous times daily 
as the trains pass thru Vero.” 

• “My business property is next to the RR tracks -- Noisy -- distracting 
-- DANGEROUS to allow 100+ MPH train where 55 MPH is currently 
the speed limit. 55 MPH is fast enough.” 

• “Time allowances getting to and from our clients will be negatively 
affected for all outbound business associates.” 

 
As stated earlier- 
RESPONSE:  Economic Impact: 

• As an example, the pet store (Cindi’s Pet Center) located at 721 US 
1, Vero Beach is immediately adjacent to the 7th Street crossing. The 
shop will most likely need to be relocated or will close due to the 
increased noise and vibration impacts on fish, reptiles, birds and 
dogs. 

 
Table 5.4.3-1 Summary of Economic benefits-  
Page 5-128 under Action Alternatives A, C, and E states “The Project would 
increase fede5ral, state, and local government revenues and have other direct 
economic benefits to local populations.” (References Washington Economics 
Group) 
RESPONSE:  

• There are no direct economic benefits to Indian River County.  
• The information in this table is inadequate and does not support a 

“direct economic benefit” at local levels for those counties that do 
not have a stop or long-tern employment relating to the Project. 

• We recommend that the consultant provide a similar table showing 
the DIRECT benefits county by county from “increased economic 
activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and associated spending” 
as stated on page 5-127 of the EIS. 

 
5.4.5 Public Health and Safety 
This section addresses removing cars from highways i.e. “fewer vehicle crashes 
and fewer air emissions” page 5-131.  
RESPONSE: Our business community survey respondents reported that- 

• 70.1% stated that the Project will create vehicle and pedestrian 
safety issues 

• 63.4% have concerns about emergency services access. 
• 39.4% local ability to deal with potential rail accidents. 
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5.4.5 Cultural Resources 
Page 5-137, bottom of page, states “The Project would have no direct or 
indirect effects (noise, vibration, change in setting) to the historic resources 
located adjacent to the N-S Corridor. It further states, page 5-138, that “All 
cultural resource investigations were conducted in accordance with Section 106 
of the NHPA and its implementing regulations for protection of Historic 
Properties (36CFR part 800).” And ends with “The methodology for the balance 
of the N-S Corridor was consistent with that used in the 2012 EA.”   
Response:  

• The above referenced paragraph describes how the MCO segment 
and the E-W Corridor was addressed by SHPA in consultation with 
FRA. It refers to the EA which was done for Phase 1 West Palm 
Beach to Miami not Phase 2 Martin County through Brevard County.  

• This is inadequate as Pahe 1 and Phase 2 are not equal 
comparisons but very dissimilar. 

 
In Indian River County there are the Old Vero Ice Age Site and other 
archeological sites as already reported. Historic sites including the 
Holstrom property (house and barns), and others. 

• Halstrom property (house and barns) on National Register of 
Historic Places 

• No one from Indian River County was consulted for information. 
• In the “North-South Corridor” info, no mention of sites in Indian 

River County. 
• Appears all communication was with SHPO.  

o Why was no one contacted in this part of Pahe 2? On page 5-
141 it notes Phase 1 of the project from Miami to West Palm 
Beach. 

• Hobe Sound and Fort Capron mentioned but no sites in Indian River 
County. 

• This section is incomplete and inadequate. 
 
Not acknowledged or discussed in the DEIS: 

• Old Town Sebastian Historic District East*  
o on National Register of Historical Places (2003).   

• Old Town Sebastian Historic District West*:   
o on National Register of Historical Places (2004) 

• Why were impacts of vibration, noise, safety, and viewsheds not 
included in DEIS? 

 
Section 6:  4(f) Evaluation 
6.4.2 St. Sebastian River Bridge The applicant indicated the Sebastian River 
Bridge Table 1-1 is located in Brevard County. 
RESPONSE:  The bridge is also partially located in Indian River County 
and will have environmental impacts in Indian River County.  

• Demolition and construction impacts should be addressed. 
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A shell midden site is reported in or adjacent to this bridgehead.  

• How will AAF work in and around this archeological site? 
 
This bridge is determined eligible for NRHP by SHPO 
 
6.4.1.4 Measures to Minimize Harm and Mitigate Impacts 
This section discusses AAF will conduct historic research, prepare an Historic 
American Buildings Survey,  Historic American Engineering Record and consult 
with SHPO prior to demolition.  
 
RESPONSE: The St. Sebastian River is a tributary of the Indian River 
Lagoon. The Indian River Lagoon has for the last several years been the 
issue of highest importance to all the N-S corridor counties from Brevard 
through Martin County. Any construction of new bridges to replace the 
existing historic structures will cause unintended negative ecological 
impact to the San Sebastian waterway and its habitat for fish and other 
wildlife in the vicinity.  Therefore, will have negative impact on the Indian 
River Lagoon.  
 
For the sake of those in our communities who are concerned about 
environmental impacts that will include negative impacts on our eco-
tourism, this section of the EIS should include a detailed description of 
how AAF will mitigate environmental damages to the river bottom, fish 
and wildlife habitats in and around the bridge location and how mitigation 
and minimization of harm will be handled during all phases of bridge 
construction.  
 
Areas of the EIS rely on mitigation banking for wetland impact 
compensation.  There are not available mitigation banks in all water 
management basins. For instance, the eastern part of Indian River County 
is in Basin 22 St. Johns River Water Management District and has no 
freshwater wetland mitigation bank currently operating. There is not a 
currently authorized Basin 22 mitigation bank, and so there are no 
mitigation credits available to offset impacts to freshwater wetlands within 
this basin. 
 
If there are areas of isolated wetland impacts in some areas of the project 
no mitigation is available as proposed.  This is inadequate as presented. 
 
See map inserted below: 

Basin22 .pdf
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This section of the report should reflect that it can reasonably be expected 
that adverse impacts to manatees will result from St. Sebastian River 
bridge demolition/construction, as well as the increased frequency and 
speed of proposed AAF rail traffic.  The C-54 canal (historic West Prong of 
the St. Sebastian River) is a major warm water aggregation area for 
manatees; thus, the bridge site is in an area of high manatee use. The 
DEIS states that during demolition and construction of the St Sebastian 
Bridge, siltation barriers will be used around the construction site that 
would not impair manatee movement.  

• Additional mitigation and caution may be required to allow the 
manatees to access warmer water in the event of cold weather. 

• An aerial overlay should be provided onto the Track Chart 3.3-B4 
• When asked at the public meeting held in Indian River County “how 

will mitigation be described in the final EIS?, the consultant at that 
station indicated “all of this will be addressed in the project 
permitting process.” That means he expects this to bypass the EIS 
and go straight to permitting further demonstrating that the public 
meeting was no more than an FRA dog and pony show. This should 
be addressed in the EIS. 

 
Demolition and Construction Noise: When source levels are greater than the 
thresholds, there are impacts to the organisms. That can be calculated and 
should demonstrate the distances to which those effects may extend.  

• How will noise vibrations via water be addressed and mitigated for in 
regard to damages to habitat and breeding of species of fish and 
breeding within this waterway?  

• What are the statistics of the level of noise and vibration carried from 
the bridge construction areas in the St. Sebastian River into the Indian 
River Lagoon?  

• How will AAF research and accommodate for cumulative sound 
exposure from pile driving noise and vibration during the construction 
of the new bridge?  

• How will AAF determine if noise from the installation of piles has the 
potential to negatively effect fish, turtles, and manatee?  

• How will these source levels be compared to known thresholds?  
• How far will the harmful noise and vibration travel before attenuating 

below threshold values? 
• Please gather information and explain in the EIS: How will rust from the 

demolition will be mitigated? 
 
Section 7: Mitigation Measures and Project Commitments 
7.2 Project Commitments 
7.2.11.1 West Indian Manatee Mitigation Measures 
RESPONSE: This section of the report should reflect that it can 
reasonably be expected that adverse impacts to manatees will result from 
St. Sebastian River bridge demolition/construction, as well as the 
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increased frequency and speed of proposed AAF rail traffic.  The C-54 
canal (historic West Prong of the St. Sebastian River) is a major warm 
water aggregation area for manatees; thus, the bridge site is in an area of 
high manatee use. The DEIS states that during demolition and construction of 
the St Sebastian Bridge, siltation barriers will be used around the construction 
site that would not impair manatee movement.  
 

• What additional mitigation and caution will be utilized to allow the 
manatees to access warmer water in the event of cold weather?  

• How will the manatees be protected from rust and other debris that 
may come from the demolition of the existing bridge structure? 
 

Map clearly shows Manatee Viewing Area - 
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From: Falls, Monte
To: Nichols, Nancy
Subject: FW: TIC response to FRA DEIS
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 2:27:09 PM
Attachments: TIC_draft_to_DEIS.docx

 
 

From: sisustarfish@aol.com [mailto:sisustarfish@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 1:37 PM
To: graves.amelia@gmail.com
Cc: Vonada, Joyce; Falls, Monte
Subject: TIC response to FRA DEIS
 
November 26, 2014
 

 

 

Federal Railroad Administration

1200 New Jersey Avenue

SE Room W38-311

Washington, DC 20590

 

Attn: John Winkle
 

 

Dear Mr. Winkle:
 

The Indian River Neighborhood Association is a non-profit, non-partisan organization

dedicated to quality of life matters throughout our County.

 

Earlier this year we brought together organizations and local governments

experiencing significant concerns about impacts from All Aboard Florida

which represents the establishment of high speed passenger and expanded freight

rail services proposed to run through our County without stopping.
 

We formed the Train Impact Coalition (TIC) and for your information a list of

participants is included below. Our singular purpose was to protect our

communities from any potentially negative impacts by All Aboard Florida. Our intent

was to do so by inserting our concerns, as allowed by law, into the federal process

which would release the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 

 

The DEIS has now been released.  We have studied it and find it very deficient

identifying impacts to our communities. All our comments are presented in the

attachment.  

 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to your

response addressing our concerns. Please do not hesitate to contact me for any

additional information.

mailto:/O=CITY OF VERO BEACH/OU=COVB/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ENGR/CN=MFALLS
mailto:NNichols@covb.org

RESPONSE TO DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

    ALL ABOARD FLORIDA- Intercity Passenger Rail Project

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY TRAIN IMPACT COALITION 

         Author Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association

				November 26, 2014

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~    

MISSING APPENDICES 

To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 34 appendices are required:   



Appendix  No.  Description        
Appendix 1.1-A 1 FONSI 
Appendix 1.1-A2 FONSI Exhibits 
Appendix 3.3-A Fort Lauderdale Re-Evaluation Documents 
Appendix 3.3-B Alternative A Track Plans 
Appendix 3.3-C Grade Crossing Details 
Appendix 3.3-D Alternative C, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-E Alternative E, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary 
Appendix 4.1.1-A Existing Land Use Maps 
Appendix 4.1.3-A USCG Cooperating Agency Acceptance 
Appendix 4.1.3-B USCG Jurisdictional Determination 
Appendix 4.1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report 
Appendix 4.2.4-A Potentially Contaminated Sites Aerial Photographs 
Appendix 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination Meeting Notes, August 12, 2013 
Appendix 4.3.3-A Characteristic Plant Species 
Appendix 4.3.5-A EFH Assessment 
Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey Reports 
Appendix 4.3.6-B Rare Species Consultation Areas 
Appendix 4.4.2-A Minority Populations 
Appendix 4.4.2-B Poverty Populations 
Appendix 4.4.5-A SHPO Consultation Materials 
Appendix 4.4.5-B Cultural Resources Proximate to the Project Corridor 
Appendix 4.4.6-A Recreation Resources 
Appendix 5.2.2-A Noise and Vibration Contours 
Appendix 5.2.2-B Noise Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.2-C Vibration Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.3-A Farmland Soils, Completed NRCS Forms 
Appendix 5.2.4-A Risk Evaluation Summary Table 
Appendix 5.3.1-A Bridge Crossing Maps 
Appendix 5.3.4-A Floodplain Impacts 
Appendix 5.3.6-A Section 7 Meeting Notes 
Appendix 5.3.6-B Section 7 Consultation Materials 
Appendix 8.1-A NOI 
Appendix 8.1-B Scoping Report              				
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT

On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight traffic with little to no explanation.   A clarification is requested.   

To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight transport, including both full and partial capacity.  Any assumptions should disclose the methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates. 

1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR 

No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track. 

Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using established parameters and mathematical models.  This information and the final double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to measureable impacts on adjacent properties.

Upon release of such information the process must allow public comment time.  



1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY

The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information. 

The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by law or special expertise.  

When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were all denied.  This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS.  

 

8.1 SCOPING 

No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise.  

This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the NEPA process. 
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT   and   5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES   

St. Sebastian River and Bridge

The Army Corps of Engineers fails to identify the southern leg of the St. Sebastian River Bridge in Indian River County.  The entire Bridge is stated to be due for demolition and replaced with 2 new single-track bridges. 					

This Bridge crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian River County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian Conservation Area is immediately south. 

These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway.

These sections also neglect study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction. 

The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying waterway or the endangered species.  Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues. 



4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority community of Gifford which existed well before the tracks were placed.  

Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to and from work.  There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is used by local residents to draw drinking water.  

Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students.

The DEIS contains no local knowledge. Such knowledge should be identified and incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service.  There must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits.  
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4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 

As proposed, there are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings.  

The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors. 

No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are considered.  To be credible the DEIS must identify and analyze such impacts and include consideration of alternatives and benefits.   

					

5.4.1 COMMUNITIES  

There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks. 

Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to the addition of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services. 

Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services.  The DEIS lacks such study.    

A credible analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit. 

					

5.4.4 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities.

There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no log of variable crossing closures with incident.   

There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations. 

The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information.
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES  

Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones Sites.       

The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may soon be considered a World Site.

Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA	

Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the County with some immediately in the rail corridor. 

The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services. 

																	~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~                                     

In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in Indian River County.  

By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects with consideration of beneficial outcomes.   

The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines.  
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Sincerely,
 

Honey Minuse, Chair Executive Committee,

 Indian River Neighborhood Association

        27 Starfish Drive

        Vero Beach, Florida 32960

 

cc: Army Corps of Engineers
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Penny Chandler, Indian River County Chamber of Commerce

Beth Mitchell, Sebastian Chamber of Commerce

Gifford Progressive League, Joe Idlette III

Ruth Stanbridge, Indian River County Historical Society

Vicky Gould, Main Street Vero Beach

Randy Old, Vero Man Ice Age Site

Sandra Rawls, Vero Man Ice Age Site

Bill Aufiero, Vero Man Ice Age Site

Rebecca Rickey, Heritage Center

Nick Schaus, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA)

Robert Schaedel, Architect

Judy and Jim Gallagher, Sebastian Property Owners Association

Carol Barry, Sebastian liaison (IRNA)

David Hunter, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA)

Mary Kiernan, Sebastian liaison (IRNA)

Karen Disney-Brombach, Indian River County School Board elected official

Jane Schnee, Friends of St. Sebastian River

Tom Gruber, Engineer

Buzz Herrmann, Friends of St. Sebastian River

Jeff Luther, Indian River County Sheriff's Department

Barbara Hoffman, Cultural Council

Sam Zimmerman, Indian River County Planning and Zoning Commission Chair

Bill Cannon, Canaveral Groves

John Debus, Treasure Coast Progressive Alliance

Sue Olson, Micco Homeowners Association

Chelle Woods, Micco Homeowners Association

Jan Black, Micco Homeowners Association

Andrea Coy, Sebastian, City Council Member

Joe Griffin, Sebastian City Manager

Frank Watanabe, City of Sebastian

Cynthia Watson, City of Sebastian

Peter O'Bryan, Indian River County, County Commissioner



Dylan Reingold, Indian River County, County Attorney

Kate Cotner, Indian River County, Assistant County Attorney

Amelia Graves, Vero Beach, City Council Member

Jim O'Connor, Vero Beach City Manager

Monte Falls, City of Vero Beach

Dan Dexter, City of Vero Beach

Dan Lamson, Executive Director, Indian River Neighborhood Association

Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association  

 



RESPONSE TO DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

    ALL ABOARD FLORIDA- Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY TRAIN IMPACT COALITION  

         Author Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association 

    November 26, 2014 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~     

MISSING APPENDICES  

To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an 
accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 
34 appendices are required:    
 
Appendix  No.  Description         
Appendix 1.1-A 1 FONSI  
Appendix 1.1-A2 FONSI Exhibits  
Appendix 3.3-A Fort Lauderdale Re-Evaluation Documents  
Appendix 3.3-B Alternative A Track Plans  
Appendix 3.3-C Grade Crossing Details  
Appendix 3.3-D Alternative C, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet  
Appendix 3.3-E Alternative E, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet  
Appendix 3.3-F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary  
Appendix 4.1.1-A Existing Land Use Maps  
Appendix 4.1.3-A USCG Cooperating Agency Acceptance  
Appendix 4.1.3-B USCG Jurisdictional Determination  
Appendix 4.1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report  
Appendix 4.2.4-A Potentially Contaminated Sites Aerial Photographs  
Appendix 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination Meeting Notes, August 12, 2013  
Appendix 4.3.3-A Characteristic Plant Species  
Appendix 4.3.5-A EFH Assessment  
Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey Reports  
Appendix 4.3.6-B Rare Species Consultation Areas  
Appendix 4.4.2-A Minority Populations  
Appendix 4.4.2-B Poverty Populations  
Appendix 4.4.5-A SHPO Consultation Materials  
Appendix 4.4.5-B Cultural Resources Proximate to the Project Corridor  
Appendix 4.4.6-A Recreation Resources  
Appendix 5.2.2-A Noise and Vibration Contours  
Appendix 5.2.2-B Noise Impact Tables  
Appendix 5.2.2-C Vibration Impact Tables  
Appendix 5.2.3-A Farmland Soils, Completed NRCS Forms  
Appendix 5.2.4-A Risk Evaluation Summary Table  
Appendix 5.3.1-A Bridge Crossing Maps  
Appendix 5.3.4-A Floodplain Impacts  
Appendix 5.3.6-A Section 7 Meeting Notes  
Appendix 5.3.6-B Section 7 Consultation Materials  
Appendix 8.1-A NOI  
Appendix 8.1-B Scoping Report                   
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT 

On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight 
traffic with little to no explanation.   A clarification is requested.    

To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and 
crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight 
transport, including both full and partial capacity.  Any assumptions should disclose the 
methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates.  

1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR  

No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned 
immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track.  

Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using 
established parameters and mathematical models.  This information and the final 
double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to 
measureable impacts on adjacent properties. 

Upon release of such information the process must allow public comment time.   

 

1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY 

The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information.  

The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and 
documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise.   

When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, 
Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were 
all denied.  This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS.   

  

8.1 SCOPING  

No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no 
record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian 
River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise.   

This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts 
to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the 
NEPA process.  
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT   and   5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES    

St. Sebastian River and Bridge 

The Army Corps of Engineers fails to identify the southern leg of the St. Sebastian River 
Bridge in Indian River County.  The entire Bridge is stated to be due for demolition and 
replaced with 2 new single-track bridges.       

This Bridge crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian River 
County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian 
Conservation Area is immediately south.  

These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered 
and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The 
waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway. 

These sections also neglect study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and 
bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction.  

The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying 
waterway or the endangered species.  Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA 
issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues.  

 

4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE  

The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority 
community of Gifford which existed well before the tracks were placed.   

Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to 
and from work.  There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and 
from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events 
due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by 
members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. 
Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is 
used by local residents to draw drinking water.   

Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing 
closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students. 

The DEIS contains no local knowledge. Such knowledge should be identified and 
incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts 
from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service.  There 
must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits.   
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4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS  

As proposed, there are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed 
passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the 
tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or 
travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, 
retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings.   

The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel 
interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real 
estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors.  

No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are considered.  
To be credible the DEIS must identify and analyze such impacts and include 
consideration of alternatives and benefits.    

      

5.4.1 COMMUNITIES   

There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no 
acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks.  

Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in 
close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely 
ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to the 
addition of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services.  

Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific 
attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services.  The DEIS lacks 
such study.     

A credible analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit.  

      

5.4.4 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 

The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities. 

There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear 
materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no 
log of variable crossing closures with incident.    

There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and 
Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations.  

The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate 
any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information. 
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES   

Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such 
sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human 
presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones 
Sites.        

The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical 
sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. 
They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or 
potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may 
soon be considered a World Site. 

Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any 
additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA  

Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the 
County with some immediately in the rail corridor.  

The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate 
action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services.  

             
    ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~                                      

In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in 
Indian River County.   

By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects 
with consideration of beneficial outcomes.    

The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order 

to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines.   
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MEMORANDUM and LETTER REPORT 
 
Date: November 29, 2014 
 
From: Ruth Stanbridge, Research Historian 
   
Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement - All Aboard Florida Project.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Proposed Project.  The following is submitted and specifically 
directed to the Consultation and Cultural Resources of the above DEIS as it relates to the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 and Federal Department of Transportation Act (FDTA) Section 4 (f).  
 

COMMENTS 

From the beginning, the citizens of Indian River County and other Treasure Coast Counties were assured by both 
the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) and All Aboard Florida (AAF) that all concerns would be answered and the 
Draft Environmental Statement (DEIS), when released, would be complete and creditable.   

After reviewing this DEIS over the past few weeks, the determination has to be made that this document is not 
complete and far from creditable.  It is solely lacking in the most basic information and details, especially in the 
identification and discussion of the cultural resources of Indian River County.   

The DEIS Summary is the first indication that there has been no consideration given to cultural resources of Indian 
River County.  There are no acknowledgements of the significance cultural resources or historic districts that are 
located in or immediately adjacent to the FECR Railway Historic District.  There was no text, table, or report in the 
DEIS to note that a true cultural resource assessment has been done for APE of the N-S Corridor.  There is, 
however, a bold statement on page S-18 that says that “The Project would have no direct or indirect effect (noise, 
vibration, and change in setting) in the historic resources located adjacent to the N-S Corridor.”  That statement is 
ridiculous!   

A proper survey and discussion of cultural resources (including archaeological sites) cannot be found in the 
Affected Environment (Chapter 4), or Environmental Consequences (Chapter 5), and is totally missing from 
Chapter 7 (Mitigation and Project Commitments).  That is unacceptable!  
 
Because these resources have not been identified or acknowledged in the DEIS, is it presumed that there are no 
“environmental consequences”?   This DEIS is flawed.  It has created confusion and bewilderment not only for the 
public but for the local governments and cities trying to review the document.  Again, this DEIS is unacceptable and 
a failure of the FRA and their consultants who were tasked to write a complete and creditable document. 
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As early as July 2013, FRA was being assured by AAF and their consultants that SHPO “was comfortable that AAF 
has properly consulted with them and that, at this point, [there are] “no adverse effects” to cultural resources 
from this project." [8 July 2013 letter - 4.4 .5 A2].   Again, this was another bold statement made more than two 
months before the release of the DEIS and months away from the end of the commenting period.    

 

FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE:   

(1) In the letters of March 28, 2013 [4.4.5 A1] and July 8, 2013 [4.4.5 A2] FRA determined “that the 
coordination with local preservation planning representatives used in Phase I was “not warranted in 
Phase II” and that “coordination with local entities was not required …”  

(2) Also,  FRA agreed “not to use the ‘substitution approach’ to streamline the NEPA and NHPA Section 106 
consultation process” which meant that the “standard Section 106” method would be used - 8 July 2013 
letter [4.4.5 A2]  

(3) In these same pre-DEIS meetings, the determination was also made and concurred with at the highest 
level that coordination with local planning representatives was "not warranted" (see page 4-124).   
 

These pre-DEIS letters between FRA, AAF, and SHPO were summarized in the DEIS paragraph on page 4-124 and 
became part of the document.  They also set the stage for what happened in Indian River County and other local 
governments.   

No contacts were made with local government (cities or county), historical or heritage organizations or individuals 
in regard to information or input on cultural resources.  No scoping meeting was held in the County. The City of 
Vero Beach and the City of Sebastian both located along the APE of the N-S Corridor were not contacted.  Neither 
the Indian River County Historical Society nor the Sebastian River Historical Society was asked for information on 
cultural resources.  The planning staff of two Cities and those of Indian River County were never called.  Even the 
County Historian (duly appointed by the Indian River Board of County Commissioners) and who has worked closely 
with the Department of State, Bureau of Historical Preservation, for over thirty years was never asked for 
information. 

SHPO, when contacted on October 15, 2014 by email about these pre-DEIS determinations, responded that “An 
agency official may use the process and documentation required for the preparation of an EA/FONSI or an EIS/ROD 
to comply with section 106 in lieu of the [standard 106 process] if the agency official has notified in advance the 
SHPO/THPO and the [Advisory] Council that it intends to do so”.   

Whatever method was used - the “standard Section 106 process” method or the streamlined and flexible 
“substitution” approach – local public participation and involvement is guaranteed, but FRA’s determinations in 
the early pre-DEIS meetings compromised this coordination and consultation. 
 

(4) Table 4.4.5.2 (page 4-125) – This Table explains that 4 Certified Local Governments (CLG), 1 urban 
planner, and 1 archaeologist were contacted. 
 

The Orlando-WPB Corridor is well over two hundred miles long and runs through 6 counties with a dozen or so 
large and small local city governments, at least another dozen or so planners with each city and county, many local 
historical societies, preservationists, and knowledgeable local people, yet only 6 contacts were made with only 3 
responses?    
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A Certified Local Government cannot be a substitute for “local government”, consulting parties, consulting 
agencies or local preservationists in regards to Section 106.  The urban planner in the St. Lucie County cannot be 
substituted for the urban planner in Indian River County.   FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE! 

FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE CULTURAL RESOURCES:   

(1) In Section 4.4.5 Cultural Resources:  Most of the historical properties and archaeological sites in Indian 
River County located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the railway corridor were not 
acknowledged, surveyed, or discussed in this DEIS.  These resources were omitted or simply dismissed 
from the Section.  Therefore, no analysis could take place. 

 

The entire Section (pages 4-120-132) was alarming, no detail discussion of historical buildings and structures 
appeared and no cultural resource assessment report was included.  The most shocking was that no recognition 
was given to two National Register Historical Districts in the City of Sebastian that are located in or immediately 
adjacent and on either side of the FECR Linear Historic District.  Not only are these National Register Districts in or 
immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor there are over 40 buildings or structures within their 
boundaries with many of them in the APE and several are individual properties potentially eligible or already listed 
on the National Register. 

Throughout the length of the county in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, there are a number 
of other single historic properties potentially eligible or already listed on the National Register.   These were not 
acknowledged in any way.  They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and will have impacts from noise, vibration, 
and safety issues, yet they are not listed or discussed in the entire document.   

The “three architectural/historical resources” mentioned on page 4-129 of the DEIS are only identified in the 
Tables that follow this statement.  The railroad corridor, the bridge, and a railroad platform are slated for 
reconstruction activities or demolition.  No other cultural resources were listed or acknowledged in the text or 
Tables with the text. 
 
In the separate Appendix 4.4.5-B3 which shows the “proximate” of cultural resources in relationship to the N-S 
Corridor APE, there are some resources identified only by their FMSF#s identification.  There is no refer, no 
discussion, or other acknowledgement of these resources in the DEIS text.  Again, there is no Cultural Resources 
Assessment Report (CRAC) or Table attached to this DEIS.   
 
The DEIS also failed to acknowledge or identify several very important archaeological sites located in or 
immediately adjacent and within the N-S Corridor.  These sites are of major significance and have national 
implications and, even, international importance - unforgiveable!   Another failure of this DEIS. 
 

(2) Archaeological Resources (4-131) – Under this portion of the DEIS only one archaeological site in Indian 
River County is reported in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  This one site is a shell 
midden not evaluated by SHPO while several more archaeological sites in the Corridor were Ignored 
and/or dismissed.   

 
One of those missed is a site in or immediately adjacent to the bridge landing of the St. Sebastian River Bridge 
(FMSF#8BR3062/8IR1569) near Roseland.  This is the St. Sebastian Bridge that will be demolished as part of this 
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Proposed Project.   Again, this site listed on the Florida Master Site File was not acknowledged, surveyed, or 
investigated.   
 
Two sites with major potential were also ignored or dismissed.  Neither the Vero Man site (FMSF#8IR09) nor the 
Gifford Bones site (FMSF#8IR07 and FMSF#8IR08) were mentioned.    Both are potentially eligible for National 
Register status.  
 
The Vero Man site has gained both National and International attention.  In fact, the excavation at the Vero Man 
Site is now going into its second season. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is well aware of the 
potential of this site.  Again, this is a total failure of the DEIS in not properly addressing cultural resources along 
the N-S Corridor and not actively coordinating with local government and local people! 
 
 
FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE IMPACTS TO CULTURAL RESOURCES: 
 
In Section 4.2.2 and Section 5.2.2, impacts to cultural resources are discussed.  Unfortunately, this DEIS has 
not recognized or acknowledged these resources (including the archaeological sites) and therefore, 
discussion of the “environmental consequences” and impacts has been limited.  Vibration, noise, and safety 
issues are major concerns. 
 

(1) Table 4.2.2-1 separates noise-sensitive land uses into Categories.  Category I lists National Historic 
Landmarks as one of the “significant outdoor uses”. 
 

In Indian River County there are two National Register Historic Districts and a number of single historic properties 
listed on the National Register or potentially eligible that falls within this Category. These are in or immediately 
adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, but, again, they were not identified, acknowledged, or discussed in the 
text or anywhere in the DEIS document.  They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and there will be 
environmental consequences from noise, vibration, and safety issues.  
 
 Located in Pocahontas Park (page 4-141) are two historic buildings which are considered community centers (one 
is on the National Register and another potentially eligible). The Park is listed in Table 4.4.6-2 and is considered 
under Section 4 (f) and Section 6 (f).    The historic buildings are not acknowledged in the Table as part of the Park. 
In fact, their existence is not acknowledged anywhere in the text - only as a FMSF# on Map 45 [4.4.5-B3].   
  
These community centers and Pocahontas Park host hundreds and hundreds of people per day, yet the DEIS failed 
to discuss or acknowledge these buildings and their uses.  In fact, the Park, itself, was misidentified as being owned 
and managed by Indian River County, but Pocahontas Park is a city park in Vero Beach and has been since 1913. 
Impacts from noise, vibration, and safety issues are major concerns. 
 
A historic farmstead consisting of a house museum (listed on the National Register), barns, and a future as an 
educational center was totally dismissed.  There is no mention made of this property in the document.  This 
Farmstead would be considered under Section 4(f) and is a unique property with over 100-acres of conservation 
and preservation land including several rare and endangered species onsite.  Its eastern boundary is located in or 
immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  Again, this entire historic farmstead with barns was 
omitted from discussion as well as impacts from noise, vibration, and safety issues. 
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(2) The FRA did determine that the N-S Corridor would result in “long-term noise and vibration with adverse 

impacts to residents and properties”. (page 5-39) 
(3) They also determined that “the ground-borne vibration already exceeds the criteria” (page 5-51).   The 

N-S Corridor is consider a “heavily used rail corridor” (more than 12 trains per day) with additional 
impacts if the trains double (FRA 2012a). 
 

Again, vibration, noise, and public safety are major concerns to all the cultural resources in or immediately 
adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  Since these cultural resources were not acknowledged, recorded, and are 
missing from the DEIS records and since public involvement was non-existence, no adverse impacts were discussed 
or recorded. 

With the only plans – the 30% plans – available, there was inadequate information to review in regards to impacts.  
Sixty percent (60%) plans were requested but NOT provided while the ninety percent (90%) plans will not be 
available until weeks after the DEIS deadline for comments has passed.  Plans at 60% are considered standard in 
any construction project, but for reasons unknown, the FRA and AAF determined that those plans were not 
necessary for this DEIS.   Failure to acknowledge impacts! 

There are no way local governments, owners of these properties, preservationists, and the general public will have 
to accurately address impacts to these resources without information, data, and plans!  Failure to acknowledge 
impacts! 

SUMMARY 

This “reconstruction” proposal by AAF will add “new” modern infrastructure, additional high speed passenger 
trains, and increased freight.  Impacts of vibration and noise to cultural resources were NOT addressed in this DEIS.  
Safety issues in and around these cultural resources were NOT discussed.  This DEIS simply did NOT acknowledge 
or recognized these resources and so they presumed they must NOT exist as far as “consequences” from this 
Proposed Project. (See Cultural Resources, pages 4-120-132 and Table 4.2.2-1- Noise and Vibration – page 4-35) 

But these cultural resources do exist and will be impacted not only by the current Proposed Project, but any future 
increase in rail freight.  This freight issue may rapidly increase “if and when” the passenger service proves to be a 
financial burden. The practical use of this “new” modern infrastructure would then be to return to a freight 
corridor.  History has a way of repeating itself and in 1968 - passenger service was discontinued on the FEC Railway 
and freight increased - so it could happen again!      

What recourse will the public have to address impacts from increased freight when the passenger service 
decreases or is discontinued?   The FRA must find language to add to any final document that will allow the issue 
of substantially increased in freight service to be re-visited and re-evaluated.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
All Aboard Florida representatives have promoted this Proposed Project to the public as a “restoration”.  This term 
was actually used by one of the agencies, but this is not a restoration.  A “restoration” would “restore” passenger 
service with the trains moving at a slower rate of speed with the original stops “restored” along the way.  Again, 
this is not a “restoration” this is a “reconstruction” with modern tracks, new and upgraded bridges, and NO stops 
at small and restored railroad stations. 
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Whether it is a restoration or reconstruction, there are many local citizens, organizations, and governments along 
this Corridor that are highly displeased and very disappointed with the Federal Rail Administration and how this 
DEIS was handled.  There is also amazement that an Agency with the reputation of the FRA would allow an 
Environmental Impact Statement, so poorly done, to be released, even, as a “Draft” document. 
 
This DEIS does not represent the goals and objectives of Section 106 and Section 4 (f) nor does it adhere to the 
criteria that the Federal Rail Administration or any other Federal government agency must have to move forward a 
Proposed Project of this scope.   
 
The deficiencies in this document are just too much to overcome in an amendment, or, even, in a supplement.  By 
rejecting this DEIS, as it is written, there will be an opportunity to move forward with a “new” document and a 
realistic timeframe that follows the proper and official guidelines.  This will guarantee local governments and the 
public their right to participate from the beginning and not be “allowed” in at the end!  
 
FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE  

 FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE CULTURAL RESOURCES 
         FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE IMPACTS 

 
 
 



There are inadequate data on the potential for wildlife mortality associated with the increase in train 

speeds, and traffic. Simply identifying the presence of a species does not protect that species and the EIS 

does little to address protection or preservation. 

I urge you to consider convening a team of independent experts who will properly address and assess 

the impacts to our native environs and wildlife before this project is allowed to move forward. As an 

ecorogist with over 30 years of experience in South Florida I will gladly volunteer my time to this cause. 

&C~~ 
Charles W. Barrowclough, Executive Director 

Treasured Lands Foundation 

P.O. Box 2596 

Stuart, FL 34995 
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December 01, 2014 

Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590. 

Re: AAF Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Winkler: 

I'm writing to specifically comment on habitat impacts and wildlife impacts of the Draft AAF 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) The EIS is rather incomplete in its identification of both plant and 

animal species that are associated with the project area and in many cases, is lim ited to, and identified 

as, desktop review. The values of local knowledge and field verification have been completely dismissed. 

The EIS is nothing more than a complication agency data and cursory review. A project of this magnitude 

deserves the devotion of time and resources to allow for adequate review of potential impacts. 

Additional concerns lay in the lack of attention to the true impacts on native habitats and wildlife. Litt le 

attention is paid to fragmentation of habitats, wildlife corridors, or disruption of critical flyways . The 

proposed project travels through numerous preserves, parks, and sanctuaries. The "edge effect" of 

expanding the corridor can have significant detr imental impacts to native habitats by the introduction of 

adventitious non-native plant species that commonly colonize these areas. 

Another major area of concern are the impacts associated with traveling thought State and Federal 

Parks and Preserves, especially areas adjacent to the Savannas State Preserve, and those areas where 

the project bisects the Hobe Sound Wildlife Refuge and Johnathon Dickenson State Park. These areas 

represent the last vestiges of a once expansive Scrub Community, home to countless listed and endemic 

species including the only Florida endemic bird species, the Florida Scrub Jay. These areas are managed 

with fire to maintain the scrub jays preferred nesting height of 1 to 3 m. These are low-flying birds often 

swooping from the nest to access acorns in open areas of the scrub ... a recipe for disaster when you add 

high speed rail traffic. This is only one example of many incidences that can occur and have a potential 

to be adversely impacted by this project 

P.O. Box 2596 Stuart , FL 34995 phone· 772.6 4 7.9076 

~ 
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OF MARTIN COUNTY 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington , DC 20590 

December 2, 2014 

Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The Guardians of Martin County , Inc. , a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a safe 
and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for Martin County residents for more 
than a decade , objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently 
proposed and configured and submits comments with respect to the following categories 
evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and 
Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic Conditions , 
Environmental Justice , Navigation , Public Health & Safety , Threatened and Endangered 
Species , Wetlands and Water Resources. 

Introduction 

Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on Page 
4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West Palm Beach 
and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections. 

Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando , Martin 
County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at high speed 
through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause 
economic harm and create safety , environmental , noise , and navigation hazards that Martin 
Count y residents do not currently face. 

The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to "disclose the environn1ental 
consequences " of the proposed AAF project "and to inform decision-makers and the public 
of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or 
human environment." The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF 
fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate , incomplete , and inaccurate information 
that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully 
evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project. 

• PROTECTING THE MARTIN COUNTY DIFFERENCE SINCE 2003 • 

THEGUARDIANSOFMARTINCOUNl'Y.COM and SAVEMARTINNOW.COM 
P.O. Box 1489, Hobe Sound, FL 33475 I (772) 546-7480 

A COPY OF THE OFFICIAL REGISTRATION AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAfNED FROM THE DIVISION OF CONSUMER SERVICES BY CALLING 1-800-435-7352 
WITHIN THE STATE. REGISTRATION DOES NOT IMPLY ENDORSEMENT, APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION BY THE STATE. 

© 2013 THE GUARDIANS OF MARTIN COUNTY, A NOT-FOR-PROFIT 501 (c)3 ENTITY. 
REGISTRATION# CH30115 



Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts) 

AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin County. 

Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated municipalities which are 
crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-
105). 

The City of Stuart, which is the County's largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 15,975) and is the 
County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on 
municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an 
incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is 
literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted. 

Many of the City's cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR 
tracks. 

Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in detail. 

The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of Communities and 
Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest incorporated municipality in the County 
and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The 
omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS 
evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and 
veracity of the entire proposed EIS. 

Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project on communities 
is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF "would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing 
a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities." (DEIS 5-135) 

Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any community within the N
S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a single "transportation option" provided 
by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to "enhance mobility and 
livability" in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises 
severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life
threatening risks. 

Economic Conditions 

Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections - that section east of the 
FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks - the project creates a severe threat to the economic 
survival of small businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access. 

Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are located adjacent to 
or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks is not assured by the project, 
threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas 
of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of 
Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East Stuart. 



Martin County has five "community redevelopment areas" (CRAs) which will be impacted by the 
project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden 
Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs 
are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate 
economic development and stability within the communities where they are established. The DEIS fails 
to consider the project's negative impacts to Martin County's CRAs, such as the effect of lower 
property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance 
and maintain CRA operations. 

The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary construction work in 
creating new infrastructure in Martin County. 

The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the project (DEIS S-
17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and residents in the project area, 
especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks. 

Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or permanent. It is likely 
some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic that will block access to their businesses 
and create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks. 

Environmental Justice 

The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations in Martin County 
that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the AAF project. 

The County's minority and low-income populations are, as in many other communities, situated closest 
to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR tracks. 

The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. East Stuart hosts 
two at grade crossings - at Florida Street and AlA (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and AlA. The 
tracks separate a densely populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for 
residents - especially children - to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a day. One 
of the most beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden 
Child Care Center, which provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is 
located in the immediate vicinity of the project. 

Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where public schools, 
athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls' Club are located in close proximity 
to the project. These communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are 
disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the more affluent 
communities within the County which are not located as near the FECR tracks. 

Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-income, minority, 
and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the 
FECR tracks to access emergency medical care. 

Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County (and also one of 
the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments objecting to the project noting that 



emergency responders throughout Martin County already "face a unique burden from existing freight 
traffic" on the "rail line [which] slices through the center of' the community. 

Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the emergency access 
burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin 
Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout 
the community are brief, "seconds can truly mean the difference between life and death." 

In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad tracks is common 
and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these residents. 

Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further depressed by the 
proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train traffic will disproportionately impact 
low-income and minority communities located closest to the FECR tracks. 

Navigation 

Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to navigation caused 
by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and accurately address these concerns. The 
Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters throughout 
the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation. 

The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the number of vessels 
which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments submitted by Martin County include 
accurate counts of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting 
more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates. 

Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge opening will affect 
boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties that lie to the west of the bridge. 
Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and 
more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project. 

Public Health & Safety 

The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be hampered by the project 
throughout Martin County. 

Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall's Point, there will be increased 
delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical center located across the FECR 
tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide 
fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic 
and crossing closures. 

Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the event of an 
emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All 
evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events that 
require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays. 

Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in low-income and 



minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each 
day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross 
the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with 
high-speed passenger trains approaching. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and inaccurately states that no 
such species will be affected by the project. 

The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, which is the site 
of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of 
Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be 
impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen (Cladonia perforata) located within the right-of-way and 
Curtiss' milkweed (Asclepias curtissi). 

The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within the N-S Corridor 
that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. 
The gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel 
between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds. 

Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as gopher tortoise 
on site. 

More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative impacts since the 
park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped 
in the western part of the park during closures. 

The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues. 

Wetlands and Water Resources 

As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and water resources 
resulting from the proposed project. 

Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential impacts to the 
Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. 
The DEIS brushes off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks 
eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological 
complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory birds that 
travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-way. 

Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or addressed by the 
DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without acknowledging Martin County's special 
protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the project's 
wetlands impacts. 

Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; however, the 
Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been requested by the Guardians of Martin 



County, Inc., as well as Martin County and other governmental agencies. 

It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life will be severe as a 
result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing 
up to navigate through the bridge. 

Conclusion 

The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure 3 .2-1 ), 
which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin County residents and communities. 
The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand , citing speculative 
issues such as "the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into" a shared use agreement for 
existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative poses "the 
highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and protected species." (DEIS 3-7) 
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed. The DEIS is 
replete with inaccurate , out-dated , speculative , and subjective material that appears to have been 
deliberately skewed by the drafters to supp011 an unsustainable , critically flawed project. 

The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth Management 
Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was 
prepared by the Martin County "Division of Community Planning. " (DEIS 4-4) There is no such 
agency within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth 
Management Department. 

Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate information is provided that 
truly reflects the AAF project 's impacts on the population and communities along the projected route. 

Sincerely , 

~u/. 
Peter H. Conze, Jr., President 
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc. 
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com 
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock , Esq . 
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc. 



Mr. John Winkle 

October 27, 2014 

Page Three 

Regarding noise impacts, we note on Page 5-39 of the DEIS, "The project would result in long

term noise and vi.brat.ion adverse impacts to residents and. propertie$ primarily along the N-S 
, • ) • ,: • j , • • i ;_ . ; • : .... ' i , ! I 

Corridor." Mitigation.to eliminate thi,s is based pn an A.AF commitment to install wayside horns, 
' ,' • ' ! • •' , , .'l J ; ,_' ' • ' I ' , • , • >, , ' , 

but no documenta.tion confirms this. Note also though that.construction noise at the "human . ,. ' . ' .. ',: . •' •\. ., 

annoyance" level would impact 6~3 residential and 61 institutional impacts (p.5-54) in the N-S 
' . ) . ' . '. ., ~ ' ' . l . 

Corridor. Again, we. find .no documentation regarding how such impacts are to be mitigated. In 

addition, it remai.ns unclear as to the local gov~rnment costs associated with installation and 
- • I ' • • ' ' , ' i ' 

maintenance of "quiet zones". 

Although the prdpdsed passehger service would not transport hazardous materials (Table 

5.2.4-1) as wduld the increasing freight activity, we found nothing that recognized the potential 

impacts for a passenger/freight collision or a freight accident/derailment in the North-South 

Corridor. Given the projected population increases in this corridor, it would seem prudent to 
. \I,· . ',1-...;, : .,· . ·'·. :· ·. 

either restrict the transport of hazarapus rniiterialsor. identify addition'al safety measures now 

prior to any increase i~ 'freight and passenger service. 
j. J (: ' ~ 

We have heard repeatedly about the impacts of.the existing freight trains, curr:entlyrunning 12 

times/day in this area. With an average length of more than 1:.5 miles and projected increas~s 

coming due to the PANAMAX improvements, accommodating this incr.ease while adding 

passenger service can ohly mean additional delays for the public and service vehicles. The DEIS 

acknowledges this without providing any details as to why this will be manageable. The fear 

expressed by many of our members is that the second track being constructed for passenger 

service could also accommodate significantly more freight trains which would bring even longer 

delays at intersections. We were unable to identify any safeguards that address this very real 

concern. 

1000 Friends is involved with ongoing efforts to deal with climate change in. a. variety of venues, 

especially sea level rise. While the DEIS acknowledges the need to address this through 

construction standards, it simply says that such construction will be subject toUSACE permit 

requirements. We would like to know what such standards involve and how they would 

ultimately be impleimented. 



November 26, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

THOMASJ.LANAHAN 
415 GLENBROOK DRIVE 

ATLANTIS, FL 33462 
HOME 561 ·968·4640 

T JLANAHAN@AOL.COM 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-3 l 1 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

A review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and other information provided to date by All 
Aboard Florida (AAF) regarding their project on the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) shows that the 
project will provide a very beneficial transportation option to central and southeast Florida. However, the 
benefits of the project and the impacts to the communities along its route are not proportional in all cases, 
especially between n011hem Palm Beach County and Cocoa. These areas will experience the disruptions 
of the project (noise, grade crossing gate closures, bridge closures) without any tangible benefit to them 
since no stops are proposed between West Palm Beach and Orlando. 

A suitable mitigation measure for this issue exists - the proposed project to bring Amtrak intercity service 
to the FEC corridor between Jacksonville and West Palm Beach as part of an additional train or trains 
between New York and Miami. This new service proposes new stops in St. Augustine, Daytona Beach, 
Cocoa, Melbourne, Ft. Pierce, Vero Beach, and Stuart. The underlined cities are all impacted by AAF but 
receive no service from AAF. By facilitating the Amtrak project, AAF could mitigate this issue by 
providing a transportation option for these communities. To accomplish this, the following conditions are 
recommended: 

1. Study of the impacts of the AAF project segment between West Palm Beach and Cocoa should 
include the potential of 4 Amtrak trains per day (2 northbound and 2 southbound) and those 
impacts managed as part of the AAF project. 

2. Use of the FEC corridor between a connection with CSX Transportation in Jacksonville and the 
Northwood connection with CSX in West Palm Beach shall be provided at a reasonable access 
charge commensurate with the rates used historically by other railroads for current Amtrak trains. 

In conclusion, the proposed AAF project is a good improvement for transportation in Florida that 
becomes a great improvement, fair to all Floridians, with the incorporation of the above suggested 
conditions. 



stop the train 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room V-38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 24, 2014 

Dear Sir. 

I am writing regarding the proposed All Aboard Florida passenger rail project. 

As someone who lives along the path of the proposed project, we object very 
stongly to the effects this will have on our quiet community and the entire 
eastern corridor. 

The best solution lies to the west along the I-95 or FL turnpike which has 
abundant ROOM for this and would bring the train in even faster without 
creating such dangerous situation as this added traffic and additional 
"train effects'', This was approved in 2000 by the Florida voters as a 
high speed bullet train. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours,_ j~~~L/2 

~a-bAAYt: 1 ~ 
Tony and Carol Balbuze 
817 Sapodilla Dr 
Barefoot Bay, FL 32976 

Page 1 



October 6, 2014 

Mr. J9hn Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington , DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

Ronald l. Boo~, P. R 
. lAW omm 

PRorm1onAl AHOCIATIOn 

I would like to express my strong and unequivocal support for All Aboard Florida. This project 
will re-:establish passenger rail between two of the State's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service will have beneficial social and economic impacts for the 
millions of residents that traveJ along the State's East Coast. I have lived in South Florida for 
sixty (60) years and this is a need long overdue . 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state , the influx of 
cars on our roads will increase dramatically . The project will remove up to 3 million vehicles on 
ttie road per year . The re-introduction of passenger rail along the FEC translates to less 
congested roads in the South Florida and between South and Central Florida, which are some 
of the most dangerous in the country, and result in increased productivity for train passengers . 
We need other transportation choices . In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement , I found the following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial 
impact on the passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation ." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in 
Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

RLB/gf 

~m . . 
D NMbour Centre -18851 n.L 29tn Avenue, foite 1010 -Aventura, florida 33180 -Telepnone (305) 935°1866 -rax (305) 935-9737 
D 10~ We1tJefferrnn ltreet -Tallanauee, rlorida 32301 - (850) 22~-3427 



October 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would 
re-establish passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic 
impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, 
the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up 
to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along 
the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South 
and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and 
result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation 
choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the 
following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the 
passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation." 

Fforida has become one of the most populated, and once again, rapidly growing 
states in the US. At the present time, 700 people move to the state each day, and 
we know our highway systems will not accommodate it all. The All Aboard Florida 
project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in Florida. 

Sincerely, 

Philip W. Hanegraaf 
Aurora, IL 
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To Whom It May Concern; 

You may not be aware of this, but Barefoot Bay, where you want to run this All Aboard Florida, 

is more or less of a retirement community, with a lot of elderly people. While the All Aboard Florida 

might be a good idea for some areas, I think it is really NOT a great idea for Barefoot Bay. We need 

pretty constant access to fire trucks and ambulances, especially as these are modular homes. If one of 

these homes goes up in flames they go QUICKLY, and the All Aboard Florida could cause the whole 

house to go down because the fire truck couldn't get to it. Also, I am afraid with so many trains running 

through here all day long, any ambulance that someone might need, could be delayed, possibly causing 

a death, that could have been avoided, had the trains not delayed the ambulance. 

Would it be possible for you to find another place for your All Aboard Florida? We would truly 

appreciate it, and we would feel ever so much safer. Thank you. 

Buddy and Jackie Harper 

914 Laurel Circle 

Barefoot Bay, Florida 32976 

(772) 664- 6759 



John Winkie, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room V-38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkie, 

November 23, 2014 

I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail 
project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded 
to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 

The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as "will 
be mitigated". No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise,vibration, 
air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains 
will have on our natural habitats and wildlife. There has been a serious attempt by 
AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at 
area forums. Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving 
forward,many people believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their concerns. 
That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local 
officials concessions and/or stations "sometime in the future". 

The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior 
residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts 
of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the 
delivery of emergency services. Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and 
access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at 
crossmg. 

Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern. Add 32 daily high speed trains, 
PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade 
Level) and we have an accident waiting to happen. 

Also, not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. 
Sebastian River railroad bridge. AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of
way. While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east 
and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community. Among the 
issues "to be mitigated" are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual 
winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. 



-2-

The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue. No mention is made 
concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District 
or that the River is a tributary of - and included in - the National Indian River 
Lagoon Estuary , a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of 
restoration. 

Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and 
no one rides it. It's called Amtrak. 

I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental 
Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed 
facts that truly justify this proposal. Better yet, tell them to move their train west. 
Florida voters approved an amendment to the states constitution in 2000 author 
izing a high speed "bullet" train adjacent to Florida's Turnpike. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ 
Carol Donohue 
831 Sapodilla Drive 
Barefoot Bay, Fl. 32976 



------------------------~----------------------------

September 22, 2014 

John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to express my concerns regarding All Aboard Florida and its plans to expand both passenger 
and freight trains from Miami to Orlando. 

The location is all wrong. This area of Florida east coast is heavily populated and the impact of the trains 
will be harmful to the environment and the citizens who live along or close to the tracks. I have no 
objection to trains per say, but let them build new rail lines west of Rte 95 and/or the Florida Turnpike. 

I live in a community where when the gates are shut, there are long delays. Ambulances, police and fire 
services are already disrupted by the trains, but adding more trains is NOT the answer. Move the trains 
and I would assume there would be more widespread acceptance. 

I have written to politicians in this area and have not heard any response that is credible and I will 
continue to express my opposition to this train service. 

This project is disgraceful and is being FORCED UPON US by major companies whose goal is pure profit 
and it would appear that it is being aided by the Federal Railroad Administration. 

Please reconsider your position. 

~~k~ 
Mary Ell,fn Davis 

929 Spruce St. 

Barefoot Bay, Florida 32976 



stop the train 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room V-38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 24, 2014 

Dear Sir. 

I am writing regarding the proposed All Aboard Florida passenger rail project. 

As someone who lives along the path of the proposed project, we object very 
stongly to the effects this will have on our quiet community and the entire 
eastern corridor. 

The best solution lies to the west along the I-95 or FL turnpike which has 
abundant ROOM for this and would bring the train in even faster without 
creating such dangerous situation as this added traffic and additional 
"train effects'', This was approved in 2000 by the Florida voters as a 
high speed bullet train. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours,_ j~~~L/2 

~a-bAAYt: 1 ~ 
Tony and Carol Balbuze 
817 Sapodilla Dr 
Barefoot Bay, FL 32976 

Page 1 



October 6, 2014 

Mr. J9hn Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington , DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

Ronald l. Boo~, P. R 
. lAW omm 

PRorm1onAl AHOCIATIOn 

I would like to express my strong and unequivocal support for All Aboard Florida. This project 
will re-:establish passenger rail between two of the State's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service will have beneficial social and economic impacts for the 
millions of residents that traveJ along the State's East Coast. I have lived in South Florida for 
sixty (60) years and this is a need long overdue . 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state , the influx of 
cars on our roads will increase dramatically . The project will remove up to 3 million vehicles on 
ttie road per year . The re-introduction of passenger rail along the FEC translates to less 
congested roads in the South Florida and between South and Central Florida, which are some 
of the most dangerous in the country, and result in increased productivity for train passengers . 
We need other transportation choices . In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement , I found the following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial 
impact on the passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation ." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in 
Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

RLB/gf 

~m . . 
D NMbour Centre -18851 n.L 29tn Avenue, foite 1010 -Aventura, florida 33180 -Telepnone (305) 935°1866 -rax (305) 935-9737 
D 10~ We1tJefferrnn ltreet -Tallanauee, rlorida 32301 - (850) 22~-3427 



BAREFOOT BAY 
RECREATION DISTRICT 

December 3. 2014 

Gentleman: 
I am the current Chairman of the Barefoot Bay Recreation District (BBRD) 

Board of Trustees, which governs the community of Barefoot Bay Florida, located 
in south Brevard County, and represents more than 5000 residents, the majority of 
which are very concerned about the impact of All Aboard Florida (AAF) to our 
community and our standard of living. 

Some of our resident concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger 
rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have 
forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment 
are as follows: 

The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as 
"will be mitigated." No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, 
vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 
passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife. There has been a 
serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts 
or partial truths at area forums. Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 
segment is 1noving forward, many people believe there is nothing we can do to 
resolve their concerns. That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments 
and promise local officials concessions and/or stations "sometime in the future." 

The new AAF tracks will bisect Barefoot Bay, a community of mostly retired 
and senior residents, and will mean increased train activity could virtually cut off 
the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions and be a serious 
impediment t9 the delivery of emergency services. Neighbors will be separated 
from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by 
increased delays at railroad crossings. 

Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern for our residents and when 
you add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to our road 
crossings, which are at grade level, you create an accident waiting to happen. 

Also,. not adequately addressed by AAF is the demolition and replacement of 
the St'. Sebastian River railroad bridge. The AAF states the bridge will remain in 
its right-of-:-way and while that may be true, the tracks are being moved east and at 
landfall, will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community, one of our 
southern neighbors. Among the issues, "to be mitigated", are the impacts of 
bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an 

Mailing Address: (772) 664-3141 
625 Barefoot Boulevard, Building "F" (772) 664-1928 
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BAREFOOT BAY 
RECREATION DISTRICT 

endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue ano 
no mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River 
Management District or that the St. Sebastian River is a tributary of , and included 
in, the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance 
and already in critical need of restoration. 

In conclusion, I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due 
diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal. It is also worth 
mentioning that Florida voters approved an amendment to the state's constitution 
in 2000 authorizing a high speed "bullet" train adjacent to Florida's Turnpike and 
actually, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando 
and no one rides it. It's called Amtrak. 

J7;;urs, 
Thomas Guin th r, 
Board of Trustees Chairman , 
Barefoot Bay Recreation District 

Mailing Address: (772) 664-3141 
625 Barefoot Boulevard, Building "F" (772) 664-1928. 
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To Whom It May Concern; 

You may not be aware of this, but Barefoot Bay, where you want to run this All Aboard Florida, 

is more or less of a retirement community, with a lot of elderly people. While the All Aboard Florida 

might be a good idea for some areas, I think it is really NOT a great idea for Barefoot Bay. We need 

pretty constant access to fire trucks and ambulances, especially as these are modular homes. If one of 

these homes goes up in flames they go QUICKLY, and the All Aboard Florida could cause the whole 

house to go down because the fire truck couldn't get to it. Also, I am afraid with so many trains running 

through here all day long, any ambulance that someone might need, could be delayed, possibly causing 

a death, that could have been avoided, had the trains not delayed the ambulance. 

Would it be possible for you to find another place for your All Aboard Florida? We would truly 

appreciate it, and we would feel ever so much safer. Thank you. 

Buddy and Jackie Harper 

914 Laurel Circle 

Barefoot Bay, Florida 32976 

(772) 664- 6759 



John Winkie, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room V-38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkie, 

November 23, 2014 

I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail 
project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded 
to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 

The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as "will 
be mitigated". No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise,vibration, 
air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains 
will have on our natural habitats and wildlife. There has been a serious attempt by 
AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at 
area forums. Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving 
forward,many people believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their concerns. 
That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local 
officials concessions and/or stations "sometime in the future". 

The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior 
residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts 
of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the 
delivery of emergency services. Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and 
access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at 
crossmg. 

Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern. Add 32 daily high speed trains, 
PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade 
Level) and we have an accident waiting to happen. 

Also, not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. 
Sebastian River railroad bridge. AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of
way. While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east 
and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community. Among the 
issues "to be mitigated" are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual 
winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. 



-2-

The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue. No mention is made 
concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District 
or that the River is a tributary of - and included in - the National Indian River 
Lagoon Estuary , a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of 
restoration. 

Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and 
no one rides it. It's called Amtrak. 

I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental 
Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed 
facts that truly justify this proposal. Better yet, tell them to move their train west. 
Florida voters approved an amendment to the states constitution in 2000 author 
izing a high speed "bullet" train adjacent to Florida's Turnpike. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ 
Carol Donohue 
831 Sapodilla Drive 
Barefoot Bay, Fl. 32976 



------------------------~----------------------------

September 22, 2014 

John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to express my concerns regarding All Aboard Florida and its plans to expand both passenger 
and freight trains from Miami to Orlando. 

The location is all wrong. This area of Florida east coast is heavily populated and the impact of the trains 
will be harmful to the environment and the citizens who live along or close to the tracks. I have no 
objection to trains per say, but let them build new rail lines west of Rte 95 and/or the Florida Turnpike. 

I live in a community where when the gates are shut, there are long delays. Ambulances, police and fire 
services are already disrupted by the trains, but adding more trains is NOT the answer. Move the trains 
and I would assume there would be more widespread acceptance. 

I have written to politicians in this area and have not heard any response that is credible and I will 
continue to express my opposition to this train service. 

This project is disgraceful and is being FORCED UPON US by major companies whose goal is pure profit 
and it would appear that it is being aided by the Federal Railroad Administration. 

Please reconsider your position. 

~~k~ 
Mary Ell,fn Davis 

929 Spruce St. 

Barefoot Bay, Florida 32976 



stop the train 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room V-38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 24, 2014 

Dear Sir. 

I am writing regarding the proposed All Aboard Florida passenger rail project. 

As someone who lives along the path of the proposed project, we object very 
stongly to the effects this will have on our quiet community and the entire 
eastern corridor. 

The best solution lies to the west along the I-95 or FL turnpike which has 
abundant ROOM for this and would bring the train in even faster without 
creating such dangerous situation as this added traffic and additional 
"train effects'', This was approved in 2000 by the Florida voters as a 
high speed bullet train. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours,_ j~~~L/2 

~a-bAAYt: 1 ~ 
Tony and Carol Balbuze 
817 Sapodilla Dr 
Barefoot Bay, FL 32976 

Page 1 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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for years been paid by our communities out of out tax monies . Why should we do this for a supposedly 
"private" enterprise that detracts from our Q\lality of life and giyes u~ no benefit? . _ 
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Another area of concern for the project as a whole are the places where the rail crosses rivers via draw
bridges. If such bridges malfunction it can take days to fix them. If people are depending on these trains 
for dependable transpo.rtation they may we,lLbe.upsetaNhe delays. After all, we are no longer in•the 19th 
century. The report notes that under storm conditions trains may just have to be cancelled. Again it 
seems this train will be of no service to the residents of Florida. If a major's'torm came, making it ''.., •;,,-; · 
necessary to evacuate areas suph as s,. florida, the tra~ .~ woµld ~e .unlikely ~o ht:!P, and p~rhap~ might 
hinder leaving the area. As \!Veil; too many delays .and break~downs would give the AAF bad publicity 
and deter train use, perhaps extensively. The project\voulcl'b 'e'seen ·as a boondogg'te and consequently be 
even more likely to fail. · · 

These are major considerations. Unless they can be satisfactorily answered, I recommend not approving 
this project. 

;~;e:~ ~ 
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Cocoa, Florida 329 
November 24, 2014 
Re: AAFDEIS 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

I have reviewed the DEIS for All Aboard Florida's proposed passenger rail project. I am a longtime 
resident of Brevard County Florida. 

A number of areas seem inadequately addressed in the report and for me cast doubt on the feasibility of 
the project. It seems unworthy of public support. 

Traffic issues stand out. Appendix 2.1 states "The Project is intended to alleviate the growing 
congestion of the regional highway system while not 
creating new or substantial delays to existing local transportation networks." The report states our traffic 
is expected to double by 2040. 
This project does nothing to alleviate local traffic from Cocoa to West Palm Beach. It will contribute to 
congestion by having trains block major intersections in busy, established and growing communities 
along the main U.S.1 artery. The report obfuscates the likely numbers on the traffic back-ups by not 
explaining or putting into length measures such as "feet" or "miles" the "queue line" figures. If they are 
in "feet" the analysis showed many intersections with queue lengths approaching a mile and "LOS" (wait) 
times of well over a minute. I could not find any analysis for Brevard County intersections. With the 
figures given for our neighboring counties, even if the actual train passage were only seconds, the back-up 
of waiting traffic would likely spill beyond the turn-off lanes and block through-highway commuter 
(U.S.1) traffic. The intersection closure times listed are inconsistent. For 2011, based on actual figures, 
they are given as: 28.5m.p.h. av. speed for freight trains with 195 sec. av. time to clear the intersection 
and 240 seconds to both activate crossing gates & have the train clear the intersection. In the 2016 plan 
the freight speed is listed as 53.8 miles per hour and 103 seconds to clear the intersection (not counting 
crossing gate times.) Why is the speed of freight trains almost double? For passenger trains with average 
speed of 98.1 m.p.h. the clearing time is stated as 6 seconds. Regardless, the approach to the intersection 
requires close to 40 seconds gate closing and opening time. The issue here is not clearance but that traffic 
signals at intersections have to prevent cars' approach into that intersection sooner. When the existing 
turn lanes from the highway are of limited length traffic is likely to back up into the highway. Is AAF 
going to pay for expanding such highway turn-off lanes? 

With traffic blockage of main roads traffic can no longer be "through" traffic. Thus the intent of new 
road improvement such as U.S.1 in Cocoa is rendered useless. Tax money has been wasted to improve a 
road that will have more blockage and congestion, rendering it obsolete before it is even completed. 

Safety is an issue of course. It has not been adequately addressed in terms of this road blockage, which 
itself has been poorly examined. Our safety and hospital services are often on the "other" side of the RR 
and U.S.1. They will be blocked by more trains. 

Finally, there are taxation issues. With so much more frequent use of the crossings by trains more upkeep 
will be needed. These costs for maintenance and "rebuilds" (average cost $100,000 per intersection) have 



Jacob E. Lippman 
11733 Grove Ridge Lane 
Boynton Beach, FL 33437 

December 4, 2014 

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

.. 
...,,. 

As you are well aware, All Aboard Florida is a proposed railroad expansion providing passenger 
service between the South Florida cities of Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach to 
Orlando. Thirty-two passenger trains a day are proposed in addition to increased freight traffic. 

I am sure you are aware of the opposition to this from private and commercial boaters regarding 
the increased bridge openings over heavily used waterways as well as from communities 
through which the high speed trains would pass 

South Florida is a heavily populated area. The area through which the high speed trains will 
pass is basically one extended urban area, a single city, stretching through Dade, Broward and 
Palm Beach counties. There are many heavily travelled roadways crossing the existing Florida 
East Coast Railway tracks over which All Aboard Florida will run, utilizing grade crossings. 

Before any final approval is given for this project (for which there really is no need since 
underused passenger service on other tracks is already available from the three South Florida 
cities to Orlando), representatives of your Agency should visit some of the grade crossings 
where the new high speed passenger trains will be travelling. I suggest starting off by taking 
a look at the crossing at Atlantic Avenue in Delray Beach, FL, at a time when the existing 
freight traffic rolls through at about half the speed of the proposed passenger trains. And 
while there, they might enjoy some of the many delightful restaurants within a few yards of the 
tracks. I am sure they will then be convinced of the stupidity of this project. 

But if it must be built, the only way to build All Aboard Florida is to duplicate the kind of elevated 
tracks which carry the Amtrak Acela from Washington to Boston several times a day. I believe 
there are only about a half dozen grade crossings on this entire route. And as for the boat 
traffic, building new railroad bridges high enough to accommodate it, making bridge openings 
unnecessary, is the only real solution. 

If indeed All Aboard Florida is ever built, passenger service will probably be abandoned after a 
few months anyway due to lack of customers, and the improved tracks devoted entirely to 
freight traffic, which is what I've heard the project is really all about in the first place. And the 
Federal Railroad Administration will have egg on its face for not doing its job by helping the 
scam known as All Aboard Florida to come to fruition. 



Miami Aqua-culture, Inc. 
805 N. Federal Hwy., Boynton Beach, FL 33435 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 
December 2, 2014 

Miami Aqua-culture, Inc. owns property directly adjacent to the FEC rail lines in Boynton Beach, Florida. 

We operate both a retail business and an import/export business from this location. We are therefore 

directly impacted by the proposed all Aboard Florida project planned for our back yard. I have reviewed 

the Environmental Assessment written exclusively by AAF contractors, the FONSI written by the FRA in 

response to the unsolicited and self-serving EA, and now the required DEIS written under the direction 

of the FRA. There are many contradictions, distortions of fact and failed methodology which leaves this 

current DEIS, in our view, non-compliant with both the spirit and the legal requirements of NEPA. The 

following issues need to be addressed for the final EIS to have any credibility as a rigorous and true 

evaluation of the overall Environmental Impact of this project. 

Failure to perform a comprehensive and independent, critically reviewed analysis of the 

project from Miami to Orlando. 

When the EIS was announced on April 15, 2013 in response to a large loan request from AAF, it was 

quite clear that it would cover the entire project, and possible alternatives, from Miami to Orlando. This 

declaration was unambiguous, and a direct requirement of NEPA. However, the summary and 

introduction of the DEIS makes it clear that FRA administrators, including John Winkle, purposely 

substituted a self-serving Environmental Assessment (EA) written entirely by AAF 2 years earlier to 

describe impacts of the project from Miami to West Palm Beach. At the time the EA was written, AAF 

was not seeking any approvals or funding for the FRA. As a result the FRA took that document at face 

value without any critical review or independent verification of the assertions or conclusions it 

contained. Mr. Winkle and the FRA have repeatedly pointed to the FONSI issued by the FRA January 31, 

2013 based solely on the EA. They claim that finding of no impact as the legal basis for refusing to 

review and re-analyze the project from Miami to West Palm Beach in this DEIS. But in fact on page 6 of 

the introduction to the FONSI, the FRA makes very clear that " ... neither the EA nor this FONS! address in 

any way the environmental impacts associated with the development of passenger rail in the larger 

corridor between Miami and Orlando or how the impacts might be appropriately be identified and 

evaluated should a federal approval or a funding role through the FRA be identified in the future." 

The refusal of the FRA to properly evaluate this project in the DEIS as required by the NEPA invites a 

legal challenge. It also brings into question the credibility and impartiality of the FRA to conduct a truly 

independent review as required by law. If the DEIS will concentrate solely on the Phase II from West 

Palm Beach to Orlando as some have suggested, then any proceeds from a resulting loan must also 

Telephone: (561) 364-5999 Fax: (561) 364·7748 



exclude any improvements in Phase 1 or re-financing of $450 million in private bonds used in Phase 1 

construction. 

Failure to properly analyze freight impact. 

AAF has maintained that they are strictly a passenger railroad. As a result they demand that this DEIS 

only look at the impacts of 32 passenger trains per day schedule. But AAF will share these tracks with 

their parent company, FEC Railways, a freight company. In their EA, AAF claimed a freight increase of 

only 5% over the next few years. But Gov. Rick Scott and the president of the FEC have publicly claimed 

that freight will more than triple on the FEC tracks by 2016. This is directly the result of double tracking 

and a Positive Control System (PTC) upgrade paid for by AAF but now required for all passenger trains 

and freight lines that carry hazardous goods. In your own introduction to The DEIS, the FRA 

acknowledges that freight trains will become longer and increase to 20-22 per day (2 per hour). 

However, nearly all your impact evaluations are based on the current 10-12 trains per day, at least in the 

Miami to West Palm analysis. This is a fundamental flaw and should require a review or a mitigation 

limit of 12 freight trains per day. 

Failure to properly analyze noise and air pollution. 

At the time this DEIS was released, AAF had announced its selection of a Siemens model high speed train 

only a few days before. This DEIS, like the deeply flawed EA 2 years earlier, could only make unfounded 

claims and assertions about how much noise and pollution the proposed train would make. In both the 

EA and DEIS the claim is that overall noise and pollution would actually decrease over current levels by 

adding 32 passenger trains and additional freight trains each day. This does not pass the 'laugh test" or 

seem credible in any way. The reduced pollution claim appears to come from an assumption that 91% 

of all AAF passengers will come from existing, dirtier forms of transportation. This assumption is 

contradicted by AAF's own claims that this project will bring millions of new visitors to South Florida. 

The small numbers projected to come from Amtrack, Tri-rail or plane traffic will not be enough to 

reduce their operations or associated noise and pollution. It is highly unlikely that the auto passengers, 

who make up 69% of the AAF riders, will actually give up their cars for a more expensive train travel that 

will also require locating parking in downtown traffic and locating ground transport on arrival at their 

destination city, for only a minor savings in time. 

In the case of noise, the DEIS does not describe the actual dBA of the passenger train traveling at 80-110 

mph or the associated locomotive. It does claim that a diesel train traveling at 50 mph will be about 88 

dBA and a locomotive horn will be about 110 dBA. Without hard data, we can assume that a high speed 

train will exceed 100 dBA. Even removing the horn noise, the train itself will only be slightly quieter. All 

of these levels are in excess of local noise ordinances, which every other private business must abide. 

And in fact on 1-95 roadway, the Department of Transportation requires sound mitigation to protect 



homes and businesses impacted from the noise of cars traveling 55-70 mph on a smooth roadway. We 

should expect at a minimum the same noise protection through the rail corridor, or slower speeds. 

Failure to properly analyze traffic congestion and safety concerns. 

The current DEIS does not look at traffic or safety issues in my area, relying instead on the earlier EA. In 

Boynton beach, Delray Beach, Stuart, Jupiter and many other towns the FEC tracks run right through the 

middle of downtown. In the earlier EA, AAF looked not only at the interruption to local traffic due to the 

train passing, but also the queue interval. This was described as the time spent in a line of backed-up 

traffic after a train has passed. The EA found that during rush hour the queue interval resulted in a LOS 

factor F, the worst ranking for both passenger and freight trains. They then created a "weighted 

average" of the queue interval over the course of an hour, assuming 1 passenger train and 1 freight train 

per hour. By doing so, they were able to claim an average LOS of factor Dor E, just barely acceptable. 

But of course, in reality, there will be 3 or 4 trains per hour. Using the queue data in the EA, this would 

result in 12-15 minutes of traffic delay per hour on average in more populated areas compared to the 2-

4 minutes claimed in the DEIS. 

This is important for police and emergency responders. There are no hospitals east of the FEC railway 

between West Palm beach and Boca Raton. There is only 1 fire/rescue station in Boynton Beach on the 

east side to serve several beachside communities. In our personal discussions with the Boynton Beach 

Fire rescue chief, the AAF project is a potential disaster waiting to happen in terms of EMS response 

time. Lives will be put at risk unless mitigation (such as an overpass) is planned. These fears are echoed 

in many communities. Yet the DEIS contains no interviews with EMS officials. And since a finding of 11no 
impact" has been declared, there are no mitigation plans proposed. 

On another safety note, AAF proposes to operate highly dangerous equipment through heavily 

populated neighborhoods with little or no security or safety precautions for the general public or 

wildlife. On the 1-95 or Alligator Alley roadway, nearly every foot is protected with a chain link fence to 

deter wildlife or people from wandering onto the road. In contrast each year several dozen people die 

on the unprotected FEC tracks. This can only be expected to increase without mitigation. Any other 

private company operating such dangerous equipment would be required to provide at least basic 

protection. The FRA, an agency that claims dedication to safety, is requiring none. 

Failure to analyze devastating economic impact on local communities. 

It is taken as an article of faith that the AAF project will create jobs and millions of dollars for South 

Florida business. But in reality, with the exception of real estate development controlled by AAF in 

Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, there is very little projected benefit from this project to 

smaller communities. In fact, residents and businesses throughout the corridor will suffer tremendously 

and are already suffering now as plans develop. Within the past 6 months since AAF announced plans to 



proceed aggressively, 17 businesses have left or closed operations in downtown Boynton Beach. This 

does not count over a dozen that left earlier in the year and another dozen of new retail space that has 

never been rented. Developers have pulled out of projects near the railroad or have demanded higher 

cash incentives from local governments to locate near the AAF tracks. This contrasts with full occupancy 

further west in Boynton Beach, more than 500 feet from the railway. In its EA, AAF claimed that growth 

in the corridor would increase at less than 1% per year for the next 20 years. They claimed that this is 

because the entire corridor is overbuilt with no room for expansion (obviously false) and that the area 

has shown negative growth for the past 5 years all the way from Miami to West Palm. Property values, 

rental value and taxable value all continue to drop directly because of the railroad plans. None of this 

was covered in the DEIS. For most of South Florida communities, this project is an unmitigated disaster. 

In conclusion the most disturbing thing about the DEIS is the obvious way that the FRA is cheerleading 

for the private company All Aboard Florida. Rather than doing everything it can to protect the people of 

South Florida and taxpayers across the nation, the FRA has failed in its responsibility to act in a fair and 

responsible manner. We hope you will take these items into consideration and completely re-evaluate 

this project in the way that was required at the start. 

s~~ 
Daniel and Janice Spotts, 

Owners 

Miami Aqua-culture, Inc. 
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THE 11 IRIUP, LLC 
October 27, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please accept this letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project. This new intercity, 
express passenger rail service will have significant economic benefits for the state of Florida 
through the creation of jobs, generation of economic impact and tax revenues and increased 
number of mobility options. The project is receiving international interest and positions Florida 
as a global competito.r., ,_ 

Although the system's current route is confined to central and south Florida, the economic 
benefits have statewide implications. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement states that 
All Aboard Florida is set to have $6.48 in direct economic impact to Florida's economy over 
the next eight years and generate $653M in federal, state, and local governments revenue 
through 2021. The project will create over 10,000 jobs on average per year through the rail 
line construction, and over 5,000 jobs on average per year after the rail line construction is 
completed through 2021. 

All Aboard Florida underscores Florida's relevance as a mega-region and as the first private, 
intercity passenger rail system in the entire nation. Supporting this projects means supporting 
Florida's economy, creating of thousands of jobs, and imprdving the quality of life for our 
state's residents. 

Sincerely, 

Ivy Fradin, anaging Member 
The BG Group, LLC 

1140 Helland Drive Ste 19 ,oca Raton. Fl 33481 561-998-7997 Fax: 561-998-8815 email: Hans@bgdemolidon.c1m 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave . SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington , DC 20590 

October 2, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle , 

The All Aboard Florida project would negatively impact a significant portion of Florida that would gain nothing from the 
project at all. 
The negatives include : Increased traffic delays 

Traffic safety and public safety issues 
Emergency vehicle traffic delays 
Quality of life issues that would impact local economies 

Please do what you can to prevent this from happening. 
Public funding is not appropriate for this project. Similar projects were found to be not cost effective and were 

abandoned. 

Alexandra Z. Comer 
8590 Germany Canal Road 
Ft. Pierce, FL 34987 
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October 5, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Normand and Veronica Blais 
4108 Silverstone Drive 
Fort Pierce, FL 34947 

1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

RE: IMPACT OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Mr. Winkle, 

We are residents of the town of Fort Pierce, Florida and would like to make you aware of our 
very deep concerns for high-speed rail traffic all along the area known as the Treasure Coast. 

1. SAFETY: This is terribly unsafe in these heavily populated towns. Please look at the 
accidents that have happened already with slow moving trains along our coast. 

2. ECONOMY: This is not 1914 but 2014 people, small businesses, homes and business 
buildings have settled here, close to the tracks with no inkling that a high speed train 
would want to disrupt our way of life. Our new parking garage in town is within feet of 
the railroad tracks and any vibrations it will cause. 

3. ECONOMY: The economical impact would be too great to allow this. The value to over 
3,000 homes near the railroad tracks (that was mentioned in the report) would be 
devastating. We live 7 miles from the tracks in Fort Pierce and can hear the railroad horn 
blow when crossing the roads. Imagine living closer with several trains a day crossing. 
No one would want to buy those homes. Their value would plummet. 

4. QUALITY OF LIFE: For our own situation, we settled here for our retirement years to a 
smaller town on the coast of Florida. That is what we were looking for, peace and quiet, 
and a place close to the water to go fishing and go to the beach. That is what most of our 
neighbors were looking for too. This high-speed train will ruin that for so many of us and 
we cannot afford to make any changes now. 

5. SAFETY & COSTS: The railroad bridges over the water are too old for a high speed 
train so the reconstruction of those alone would be prohibitive and our boat traffic is 
another reason to not approve this travesty. Our boaters need to be considered as part of 
our economic welfare and their quality of life. 

6. We are not against progress, we are against a few individuals making a profit at the 
expense of the greater population. We would not have any problem with this train being 
located west of the interstate and turnpike and not through our coastal towns. 

Please consider these reasons and help us stop this poor excuse for progress. I would also 
respectfully like to suggest a slow train ride through the area to see for yourself the impact that 
will be felt. 

S. i.nc:rely, /~, 
[-w'~" ./ 

t/ l t.. - ,-"' 

Normand and Veronica Blais 



October 27, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administrat ion 
1200 New Jersey Avenue , SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington , DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

305 south andrews ave. suite 301 

fort lauderdale, fl 33301 

954.463.6574 

G 954.463.8412 

www.ddaft l .org 

As the Executive Director of the Downtown Development Author ity, I would like to express my 
strong support for All Aboard Florida. The 235-mile system will utilize the existing 100+ year old 
existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor to connect Central and South Florida, generating 
billions of dollars in economic impact and resulting in tremendous benefits to the environment. 

Florida is poised to welcome more than 100 million visitors this year and projected to become 
the third most populous state in the nation. We must introduce additional transportation options 
as mc:ke peopie visit and move to our state. As stated in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the passenger rail transportation 
network between Orlando and West Palm Beach (and Miami) by providing potential customers 
with an alternative means of transportation ." 

All Aboard Florida will create over 10,000 jobs and generate $653 million in federal , state, and 
local tax revenues . Specifically in Broward County , the project will create 488 rail line jobs ; 
$54.8 million in labor income ; $152.6 million in total economic impact ; and $15.6 million in 
federal, state, and local tax revenue. 

This project will have many environmental benefits as well. According to the Draft 
E1w ironmental Impact Statement, there will be "significant reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions and fuel consumption " as a result of the project 's implementation. All Aboard Florida 
will also "provide a net regional air quality benefit as compared to the No-Action Alternative ." 

For all of these reasons and _ more, I support All Aboard Florida and look forward to the 
overwhelming benefits our residents , businesses and tourists will reap as a result. 

Chris Wren 
Executive Director · 

Chairman: John Ropes Vice-Chair: Michael Weymouth Secretary: Dennis O'Shea Treasurer: Tim Petrillo 

Board Members: D. Fredrico Fazio · Bill Bodenhamer, Jr. · Gregory Durden Executive Director: Chris Wren General Counsel: John Milledge 



October 27, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would 
re-establish passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic 
impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, 
the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up 
to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along 
the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South 
and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and 
result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation 
choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the 
following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the 
passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation 
challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

Sincerely, 

ugaard 
Fort Lauderdale; Florida 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 u~s. Deportment · of Trcinspo"rtdtioh 
Fecleral Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed L/ 
project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. &}ov cl 5; .:ZO I T 
Comments: 

--~ O~--
If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 ~ts.: Deportment 
of Trahsportatl¢n 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P 0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
AN,rA 0tl1t-eNeR-:SrA-Rck 

Address 
/oJ7=2s 9.:3 tJ-lf' st 

FEt-L5/l1ERE FL 329~8' -5~0t 
email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 

cQ LuLi ( )C ,'n:1 kl2Lj (3 ~ lf.sou...--!h · /1~ . 

' ~ f ' , -. 

' ! 't· , ·. 



CC: Mr. John Wilkes 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

To Whom It May Concern: 

As an owner of property both in Delray Beach and Stuart, Florida that directly 
abut the railroad tracks where the All Aboard Florida train will run, I 
am STRONGLY OPPOSED to initiating this service. Currently with the trains that 
are now running, the train traffic is loud, the vibrations shake the buildings and 
the car track crossing is made difficult. To dramatically increase this traffic will 
negatively impact my property values and quality of life. 

Furthermore, I have intelligent reservations whether the train service will be of 
substantial benefit in providing access to the Orlando area. The 'COST" to our 
communities is too great!!! 

Patricia H. Sullivan 
Astor Condominium Delray Beach, Florida 
225 NE 1st St Unit 311 
Delray Beach, FL 33444 

975 Flagler Avenue Unit 402 
Stuart, Florida 34994 

Patricia.sullivan@gmail .com 

561-350-9479 



Monday, October 27, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave.S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C., 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Gentlemen, 

This letter is sent to record my objection to the high speed rail program promulgated by 
All Aboard Florida. It must not be allowed to proceed. 

The fable of "THE KINGS NEW CLOTHES" lives again with All Aboard Florida. The 
promoters of this new fable want all of us to believe their fantasy by describing so called 
benefits without real proof that a need for a new passenger rail system exists. With 
competing transportation services of Amtrak, buses and private automobiles already 
existing, the ridership estimates are highly exaggerated and in a short time after its 
inauguration, the whole thing will collapse as a financial house of cards. Failure of 
Americas rail passenger service provides a historical record of what will happen. And 
then the junk bond holders will go screaming to the Federal Government to bail them out 
leaving American tax payers on the hook for billions. 

In addition, there are other troublesome aspects of ABF's proposal: 
1) This group has absolutely no experience in running a railroad. Rookies that have 

the ability to degrade public safety and economic viability are a hazard to us all. 
2) Amtrak and the local TriRail service (between Miami and West Palm Beach) are 

very careful to reduce their speeds through local communities that run up the 
entire east coast of Florida. My observation here in Delray Beach is that they are 
traveling between 25-30 miles per hour to meet safety and passenger stop 
requirements. There is no way to let a high speed train run on the tracks on the 
east coast without closing all crossing gates for miles. 

3) High speed trains running through congested urban and suburban communities 
pose an extreme risk for accidents. People know what to expect with the existing 
train traffic and still get killed at the crossings. Many more will die if a high speed 
rail system is allowed. 

4) Communities such as Jupiter, Stuart, Jensen beach and others depend on 
coastal water ways to get to the Atlantic Ocean. Who will pay for upgrades to all 
of the low bridges and road work when the 32 trains per day clog boat traffic and 
vehicle traffic? Emergency responders have already registered potential delay 
times getting to hospitals. 

Again, for the reasons noted above, All Aboard Florida must not be allowed to proceed. 
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Vice Chair 
Nelson Penalver 
Vice Chair 
Carolina Rendeiro 
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November 3, 2014 

John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 

CO RA L GABLES 

••• • • CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

Developing Business• Building Community 

Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

It is my pleasure to write you on behalf of Coral Gables Chamber of Commerce, whose mission is 
to foster and enhance the economic interests of the Coral Gables Community. 

All Aboard Florida will provide an · opportunity for relief of the growing challenges we face in 
mobilizing people to and from some of our most populous cities, including Miami . It will provide 
tourists, business and leisure travelers with a convenient, cost-effective travel solution. 

Our Chamber has previously endorsed this project, and thus I wish to add our voice to the growing 
support of many Floridians who understand the importance of this project and what it means for 
Florida's economy: $6.4 billion in direct economic impact over the next eight years; $653 million in 
federal, state and local government tax revenue through 2021, over 10,000 jobs on average through 
rail line construction (mid 2014 - 2016), and over 5,000 jobs on average per year after rail line 
construction is completed through 2021. 

As the initial stages of construction on the project begin, you can count on our Chamber to provide 
All Aboard Florida with any assistance. I take great pride in saying that the Coral Gables Chamber 
of Commerce is indeed ALL ABOARD. 

cc: Dori Robinson 
The Honorable Rick Scott 
The Honorable Bill Nelson 
Secretary Ananth Prasad, P.E . · 
Linda Knudsen, Chair of the Board 
Fredric Ariola, Chair of Government Affairs 

224 Catalonia Avenue• Coral Gables, FL 33134 • Ph: 305-446-1657 • Fx: 305-446-9900 
www.coralgableschamber.org • e-mail: info@coralgableschamber.org 



Robert DeSalvio • Eileen DeSalvio 

October 28, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

3200 N. Highway AlA• Apt SlO•Fort Pierce• FL 34949-8807 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or business in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 



David L. Dale 
4701 S. Indian River Drive 
Ft. Pierce, FL 34982 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I attended the FRA meeting at the Port St. Lucie Civic Center on November 61
h. First let 

me express my dismay at the way the meeting was structured. There was no opportunity 
to let others know my opinion except to put a piece of paper into a black box. 

But the most revealing thing was that one could not tell the difference between FRA and 
AAF representatives. They both just touted the supposed benefits and downplayed the 
very real deficiencies of the plan. Very disappointing. At the least I had hoped that the 
FRA people would be neutral. 

The damage to those ofus who live in the affected areas (or should I say infected areas) is 
well known. The greatly increased noise, vibration and pollution, the delay in response 
time for ambulances and fire trucks, the drop in property values, the devastation to the 
vitally important marine industry, etc, etc. 

In addition to these there is one other that has been largely overlooked and that is the 
danger to wildlife (the trains will pass through five preserves and state park refuges) 
both to their lives (they are accustomed to trains going 50 MPH, not 110 MPH) and to 
their breeding habits. Any wildlife biologist will testify that the vast increase in vibrations 
and noise will have a negative effect on breeding. This was completely glossed over. 

The animal population in these preserves include a number of federally designated 
endangered and protected species such as the bald eagle, the scrub jay ( about which the 
Audubon Society has already expressed concern), gopher tortoises, alligators and others 
possibly even including Florida panthers, of which there have been a number of credible 
sightings. 

AAF may even be violating the federal laws that protect these species and if so the FRA 
will be complicit in this violation. 

I urge you to reject the AAF application for the. $1.6 billion in taxpayer funds. To inflict 
this damage on us and then wantus, as taxpayers, to pay for it surpasses all belief. This 
is akin to forcing prisoners to dig their own graves. 

~~ 
David L. Dale 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

1701 Gulfstream Avenue 
Apartment 723 

Ft. Pierce, FL 34949 
December 2, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing to express the opposition of my family and me to the current plan by All 
Aboard Florida (AAF) to provide passenger train service between Miami and Orlando. Our 

concerns are many, including but not limited to: public safety, health, environmental, economic, 
navigation, marine industries, municipal budgets, noise/vibration, community cohesion, and 
quality of life. 

We are well aware of the benefits of mass transit and support it as a way to ease our 
congested roads. That said, we do not support AAF as currently proposed. It offers nothing to 
the Treasure Coast. It won't ease congestion in our area, because AAF will travel through, but 
no~ stop, in this region. Flying through the Treasure Coast 32 times a day, AAF offers this 
region none of its services or benefits, but it requires that we absorb all of its harmful effects. 
Hundreds of thousands of people and the land on which they live and work get all of the 
negatives and none of the positives. That should not be allowed to take place. There are 
reasonable alternatives. 

We live in Ft. Pierce, in an area that is ori the east side of the tracks. Our citizens are 
mostly people of modest means. Many are elderly; many are minorities. They will not be able 
to utilize AAF, but they will have to absorb its negative effects. This is an old city that still has 
small businesses and residents housed in quaint, historic buildings surrounding the railroad 
tracks. They will be damaged. All of our public services, schools, shopping, etc. are located on 
the other side of the tracks. Our towns will be cut in half, with constant delays, inadequate 
crossings, and costly maintenance. 
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Although we are residents of Ft. Pierce, the above described factors will be present in the 
other counties around us who will have AAF rolling through, but not stopping for passengers or 
freight. Individuals who own homes or businesses in the area will see their property values 
plummet and business revenues decline. Tourism is a major factor here, but AAF will bring us 
no tourists. 

In short, the disruption and environmental damage from AAF will have a huge negative 
impact on our people and the economy of the Treasure Coast. The draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) is incomplete, misleading, and ignores the facts about the negative effects of 
AAF on our region. If it is true that the report was funded by AAF, then its inadequacy comes as 
no surprise. In short, the decision-making process reflects a flawed system, in which it appears 
that the outcome is predetermined. This is unfortunate, as it results in public cynicism. A 
common view is: "Money talks. This is a done deal. Nobody cares about our region." 

As for specific observations about the draft EIS, I incorporate by reference in this letter 
the various comments that have been already presented to you from the City of Fort Pierce, the 
County of St. Lucie, elected representatives and municipal authorities, as well as numerous civic 
organizations from across our region. Please consider my and their comments in preparing your 
final report. 

There must be a better way to bring passenger train service to south and central Florida. 
There are reasonable alternatives that must be explored. As currently proposed, AAF is a bad 
deal for the Treasure Coast. It requires our region to absorb all of its negatives but receive none 
of its benefits. We are a large region with a large population. Please do not ignore us. Many 
unanswered questions remain. Please help us get the answers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

~r-?h~-
Dan M. Cushman 



Diane Caldwell 
······················································································································································· 

.November 9, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to express my concerns regarding the "All Aboard Florida" high speed railway project slated 
for deployment in my area in the near future. 

I am concerned that trains traveling through the area at 110 MPH will pose a danger to the residents . 

I am concerned that the 16 round trips (32 total speed throughs per day) will snarl traffic, and those of us 
who have to work for a living will spend our lives waiting for trains to finally go past. You say the 
inconvenience to auto traffic will be minimal. What ifthere is a breakdown? What ifthere is vandalism to 
the train tracks causing a derailment? The delays could be lengthy. Under the current train system, I have 
to wait 10 minutes for regular trains to go by. How long will I have to wait in the future? Will I have to 
pack a tent, sleeping bag, non-perishable food and emergency water just to make a trip from home to the 
mall in the next county? 

I am concerned that emergency vehicles (police, fire, and ambulance) will not be able to assist those who 
are in need due to endless waiting for trains to get through town. How many people will die courtesy of the 
All Aboard Florida trains? 

As far as the "homeland security" aspect of"All Aboard Florida", that is nonsense . If the people 
responsible for the security of the nation want to insure traffic flow through the state, and are concerned 
terrorists might attack 1-95, the LAST place to put high speed rail is right next to 1-95! Anyone with an 
ounce of sense would realize the best place to run this boondoggle of a train would be in the center of the 
state where it would only inconvenience the occasional cow, and some scrub palms trees. 

The reaction to this dubious project might be more positive if there were ANY benefit accruing at all to the 
people living on the east coast of Florida whose lives, towns and roads are going to be demolished by the 
endless procession of 110 MPH trains. 

We do not want these trains . Please do not bring them to Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River Counties. 

Thank you 



TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Amy Boyd 
3790 Spinnaker Court Fort Pierce, FL 34946 

It is not just a little problem of impatient "yachties" waiting. As illustrated by Barbara Cook, The St. Lucie River 

is not just another Florida river. It stands apart from the New River and Loxahatchee River and Miami 

River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some county roads. It is the equivalent of 

the Panama Canalfor vessels transiting via the Okeechobee Waterway from the Atlantic Ocean to the 

Gulf of Mexico. Just as the Panama Canal is the only way to get from the Atlantic to the Pacific without 

going around notorious Cape Horn, the Okeechobee Waterway is the only way for vessels to transit 

from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean without going south around the Florida Keys (for shallow

draft vessels) or Key West (for deep-draft vessels). 

The railroad trestle across the St. Lucie River in Stuart is the motor vehicle equivalent of a traffic bottleneck closing 

Interstate 95, possibly for the ,majority of each daylight hour, considering All Aboard Florida plans of 32 transits per 

day, with most, if not all, during daylight hour$. In its closed position~ the trestle allows passage of boats that require 

clearance. of less than of 6_.2 feet, only the tiniest of poats .. The trestle is not just another, modern drawbridge. It is an 

ancient 100-year-old mechanism that opens and closes with the speed of a backward-facing turtle. It thus requires 

closures commencing well in advance of any approaching train, with sufficient advance time to alert and. slow 

commercial barge traffic to complete passage prior to commencing its downward path. The Environmental Impact 

Statement says a closure cycle takes 15 minutes. That is not what I and others have measured,.from red light to green 

light to coordination with opening the old Roosevelt vehicle bridge afe~ feet to the west of the trestle. Every time I have 

passaged the trestle, it takes 30 minutes to complete an open-and-close cycle, measured.from the time the trestle red light 

heralds an approaching train, when vessels must halt their approach and when the old Roosevelt bridge tender will no 

longer open on request, including the time when the train passes sufficiently far to permit commencement of the closing 

process, to the time the green light once ag~in alloi6s passage of vess~ls ~nd the old Roosevelt.Bridge tender will once 

again open on request "after vehicle traffic clears". 

The plan is for 32 All Aboard Florida mostly daylight-traveling trains. Add that to the current 22.freight trains. Even 

assuming all the.freight trains travel at night (which they do not), at 30 minutes per eventthat·is.16 hours when boat 

traffic cannot passage! That is more daylight hours than there are in December. That effectively closes down Florida's 

Panama Canal completely t<? the thousands of.vessels.that pass through the St.Lucie Lock on their passage.from the Gulf 

of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean. Those vessels inclu~e the new yachts that manufacturers bring to and.from the boat 

shows in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, St. Pete, Newport and beyond, the many commercial barges, the yachts of cruisers and 

snowbirds headed home or to the Bahamas or to the Gulf on their way to Mexico, Texas and other states north and west, 

as well as the many casual recreational local boaters who live on the west side of the trestle. 



It is not just about impatient yachties having to wait. The Okeechobee Waterway is a lifeline for Florida vessels 

transiting behveen the Gulf and the Atlantic, a lifeline that All Aboard Florida threatens to choke to its 

waterway death. 

Sincerely, 
Amy Boyd 



Dear Mr. John Winkle, 

117 South Indian River Lane 
Fort Pierce, FL 34982 
October 12, 2014 

How can there be a honest, clean and believable - "Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DETS)" for All Aboard Florida. All 
Aboard Florida has picked the group and paid the people who will write the 
statement. There should have been an independent group, with no 
strings attacked. Of course it is going to say what they "All Aboard Florida" 
want it to say. This additional R/R line will not only hurt our environment, but 
also hurt many of the citizens who live in the community, through which those 
tracks will so terrible violate. The loud noise and rumbling of the earth is a 
real violation of those small quite communities, there are a lot of better ways 
to spend our hard earned tax dollars. This just is not Right!! 

Can you please help, do the right thing and don't allow them to 
get the 1.6 billion dollars of tax payer's money. 

Keep it out of the politicial arena. Please. 



great~ " 
fort lauderdale 

alliance I gg~1~Wd 
Life. Less taxing . 

November 10, 2014 

John Winkle 
Transportation lnduat,y Analyst 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New JerMy Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

110 East Broward Blvd. 
Suite 1990 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301 

954 .524 .3113 I local 
954 .524 .3167 I fax 
800 . 7 41 .1420 I toll free 

It la my pleasure to write on behalf of the Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance, the official public/private partnership 
for economic development in Broward County. Our mission 19 to focus on creating, attracting, expanding and 
ratainlng high-wage Jobs and capital inveltment In our region, develop more vibrant communities, and improve 
the quality of tlfe for our area's cttizens. 

All Aboard Florida Is a welcome relief to the growing chaflenges we face in mobilizing people to and from some 
of ou~ .~t ~o~.~~-~ ~O _provide tourists, business and leisure travelers alike with a convenient, cost
eff~ ~ ~~~: '.}'.~project will be able to move large numbers of people, reducing the need for 
add~?Sr,~~·:~::~r already congested highways. We understand there are concema In regard to 
boat~:~ the. ~~YI.~ ~ta._AII Aboard Florida trains wffl traverse, and we believe those concema can 
bt addre,sect and ahbillcl t,e;· 1 We ·a1ao understand there are concerns from residents along the corridor that 
should be taken into account as wall, and/~ ~~;.~i9:con~~ and attention to their concerns that 
must be a vital part of the process. 

We also understand the Importance of thla project and what It means for Florida's economy: $6.4 bUflon In direct 
economic Impact In the next 8 years; $65~,.mUI~ In federal , state, and local government tax revenue through 
2021, over 10,000 jobs on average through rait line construction (mid 2014 - 2016), and over 5,000 jobs on 
average per,y; ar. after rail line con tructlon I completed through 2021. 

Therefore, I am writing to express support for the project and to offer any assistance the Alliance can provide in 
helping this project be a win for the residents and businesses of Florida. 

'• • • ·· .J ;:.::: ;., ! : ., . ·• :·: ' ,' :! " I , , . • • :: 

Alliance: Partnership for Economic Growth 
i •. i ·,:: ; ·. ~ ·:-- Broward County's Official Economic Development Partnership 
'.• ·. . .' ·: .·.· . •. · www.gfl .alltar.1c:e .. org ::1 '-"" · 1·. ;_:, 

~-. ' . . ~.: < ·: ':::'. ;: •·'; ; : - .· .. 



10/27/2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would 
re-establish passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic 
impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, 
the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up 
to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along 
the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South 
and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and 
result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation 
choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the 
following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the 
passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation 
challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey A Pearson 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 



greater FORT LAUDERDALE 

November 7, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administrator 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

CONVENT ION & VISITORS BUREAU 

It is my pleasure to write on behalf of the GFLCVB, whose mission is to increase 
hotel room nights and economic development to the economy of Broward 
County. 

I want to thank you for allowing our staff to learn more about All Aboard Florida 
and inviting us to witness the unveiling of the Fort Lauderdale train station. 

The key to building a balanced transportation network rests in healthy intrastate 
cooperation. All Aboard Florida offers potential relief to the growing challenges 
we face in mobilizing people to and from our destination. It could provide 
tourists, business and leisure travelers alike a travel solution within Florida. 

As the initial stages of construction begins, our industry wishes you great success 
as you resolve any remaining issues and move toward completion in 2021. 

Best Regards, 

Sr. VP, Greater Fort Lauderdale Convention & Visitors Bureau 

100 East Broward Boulevard , Suite 200 , Fort Lauderdale , FL 33301 • (954) 765-4466 • fax (954) 765-4467 



Carol Yanaros 
1639 'Ilmmb Point Dr 
Fort Pierce , FL 34949 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave . SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington , DC 20590 

October 2, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle , 

The All Aboard Florida project would negatively impact a significant portion of Florida that would gain nothing from the 
project at all. 
The negatives include : Increased traffic delays 

Traffic safety and public safety issues 
Emergency vehicle traffic delays 
Quality of life issues that would impact local economies 

Please do what you can to prevent this from happening. 
Public funding is not appropriate for this project. Similar projects were found to be not cost effective and were 

abandoned. 

Alexandra Z. Comer 
8590 Germany Canal Road 
Ft. Pierce, FL 34987 

... ;~'.-~-· ' --- •') .'._,. 

(" ,1 



October 5, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Normand and Veronica Blais 
4108 Silverstone Drive 
Fort Pierce, FL 34947 

1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

RE: IMPACT OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Mr. Winkle, 

We are residents of the town of Fort Pierce, Florida and would like to make you aware of our 
very deep concerns for high-speed rail traffic all along the area known as the Treasure Coast. 

1. SAFETY: This is terribly unsafe in these heavily populated towns. Please look at the 
accidents that have happened already with slow moving trains along our coast. 

2. ECONOMY: This is not 1914 but 2014 people, small businesses, homes and business 
buildings have settled here, close to the tracks with no inkling that a high speed train 
would want to disrupt our way of life. Our new parking garage in town is within feet of 
the railroad tracks and any vibrations it will cause. 

3. ECONOMY: The economical impact would be too great to allow this. The value to over 
3,000 homes near the railroad tracks (that was mentioned in the report) would be 
devastating. We live 7 miles from the tracks in Fort Pierce and can hear the railroad horn 
blow when crossing the roads. Imagine living closer with several trains a day crossing. 
No one would want to buy those homes. Their value would plummet. 

4. QUALITY OF LIFE: For our own situation, we settled here for our retirement years to a 
smaller town on the coast of Florida. That is what we were looking for, peace and quiet, 
and a place close to the water to go fishing and go to the beach. That is what most of our 
neighbors were looking for too. This high-speed train will ruin that for so many of us and 
we cannot afford to make any changes now. 

5. SAFETY & COSTS: The railroad bridges over the water are too old for a high speed 
train so the reconstruction of those alone would be prohibitive and our boat traffic is 
another reason to not approve this travesty. Our boaters need to be considered as part of 
our economic welfare and their quality of life. 

6. We are not against progress, we are against a few individuals making a profit at the 
expense of the greater population. We would not have any problem with this train being 
located west of the interstate and turnpike and not through our coastal towns. 

Please consider these reasons and help us stop this poor excuse for progress. I would also 
respectfully like to suggest a slow train ride through the area to see for yourself the impact that 
will be felt. 

S. i.nc:rely, /~, 
[-w'~" ./ 

t/ l t.. - ,-"' 

Normand and Veronica Blais 



October 27, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administrat ion 
1200 New Jersey Avenue , SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington , DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

305 south andrews ave. suite 301 

fort lauderdale, fl 33301 

954.463.6574 

G 954.463.8412 

www.ddaft l .org 

As the Executive Director of the Downtown Development Author ity, I would like to express my 
strong support for All Aboard Florida. The 235-mile system will utilize the existing 100+ year old 
existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor to connect Central and South Florida, generating 
billions of dollars in economic impact and resulting in tremendous benefits to the environment. 

Florida is poised to welcome more than 100 million visitors this year and projected to become 
the third most populous state in the nation. We must introduce additional transportation options 
as mc:ke peopie visit and move to our state. As stated in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the passenger rail transportation 
network between Orlando and West Palm Beach (and Miami) by providing potential customers 
with an alternative means of transportation ." 

All Aboard Florida will create over 10,000 jobs and generate $653 million in federal , state, and 
local tax revenues . Specifically in Broward County , the project will create 488 rail line jobs ; 
$54.8 million in labor income ; $152.6 million in total economic impact ; and $15.6 million in 
federal, state, and local tax revenue. 

This project will have many environmental benefits as well. According to the Draft 
E1w ironmental Impact Statement, there will be "significant reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions and fuel consumption " as a result of the project 's implementation. All Aboard Florida 
will also "provide a net regional air quality benefit as compared to the No-Action Alternative ." 

For all of these reasons and _ more, I support All Aboard Florida and look forward to the 
overwhelming benefits our residents , businesses and tourists will reap as a result. 

Chris Wren 
Executive Director · 

Chairman: John Ropes Vice-Chair: Michael Weymouth Secretary: Dennis O'Shea Treasurer: Tim Petrillo 

Board Members: D. Fredrico Fazio · Bill Bodenhamer, Jr. · Gregory Durden Executive Director: Chris Wren General Counsel: John Milledge 



October 27, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would 
re-establish passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic 
impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, 
the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up 
to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along 
the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South 
and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and 
result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation 
choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the 
following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the 
passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation 
challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

Sincerely, 

ugaard 
Fort Lauderdale; Florida 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 u~s. Deportment · of Trcinspo"rtdtioh 
Fecleral Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed L/ 
project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. &}ov cl 5; .:ZO I T 
Comments: 

--~ O~--
If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 ~ts.: Deportment 
of Trahsportatl¢n 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P 0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
AN,rA 0tl1t-eNeR-:SrA-Rck 

Address 
/oJ7=2s 9.:3 tJ-lf' st 

FEt-L5/l1ERE FL 329~8' -5~0t 
email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 

cQ LuLi ( )C ,'n:1 kl2Lj (3 ~ lf.sou...--!h · /1~ . 

' ~ f ' , -. 

' ! 't· , ·. 



CC: Mr. John Wilkes 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

To Whom It May Concern: 

As an owner of property both in Delray Beach and Stuart, Florida that directly 
abut the railroad tracks where the All Aboard Florida train will run, I 
am STRONGLY OPPOSED to initiating this service. Currently with the trains that 
are now running, the train traffic is loud, the vibrations shake the buildings and 
the car track crossing is made difficult. To dramatically increase this traffic will 
negatively impact my property values and quality of life. 

Furthermore, I have intelligent reservations whether the train service will be of 
substantial benefit in providing access to the Orlando area. The 'COST" to our 
communities is too great!!! 

Patricia H. Sullivan 
Astor Condominium Delray Beach, Florida 
225 NE 1st St Unit 311 
Delray Beach, FL 33444 

975 Flagler Avenue Unit 402 
Stuart, Florida 34994 

Patricia.sullivan@gmail .com 

561-350-9479 



Monday, October 27, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave.S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C., 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Gentlemen, 

This letter is sent to record my objection to the high speed rail program promulgated by 
All Aboard Florida. It must not be allowed to proceed. 

The fable of "THE KINGS NEW CLOTHES" lives again with All Aboard Florida. The 
promoters of this new fable want all of us to believe their fantasy by describing so called 
benefits without real proof that a need for a new passenger rail system exists. With 
competing transportation services of Amtrak, buses and private automobiles already 
existing, the ridership estimates are highly exaggerated and in a short time after its 
inauguration, the whole thing will collapse as a financial house of cards. Failure of 
Americas rail passenger service provides a historical record of what will happen. And 
then the junk bond holders will go screaming to the Federal Government to bail them out 
leaving American tax payers on the hook for billions. 

In addition, there are other troublesome aspects of ABF's proposal: 
1) This group has absolutely no experience in running a railroad. Rookies that have 

the ability to degrade public safety and economic viability are a hazard to us all. 
2) Amtrak and the local TriRail service (between Miami and West Palm Beach) are 

very careful to reduce their speeds through local communities that run up the 
entire east coast of Florida. My observation here in Delray Beach is that they are 
traveling between 25-30 miles per hour to meet safety and passenger stop 
requirements. There is no way to let a high speed train run on the tracks on the 
east coast without closing all crossing gates for miles. 

3) High speed trains running through congested urban and suburban communities 
pose an extreme risk for accidents. People know what to expect with the existing 
train traffic and still get killed at the crossings. Many more will die if a high speed 
rail system is allowed. 

4) Communities such as Jupiter, Stuart, Jensen beach and others depend on 
coastal water ways to get to the Atlantic Ocean. Who will pay for upgrades to all 
of the low bridges and road work when the 32 trains per day clog boat traffic and 
vehicle traffic? Emergency responders have already registered potential delay 
times getting to hospitals. 

Again, for the reasons noted above, All Aboard Florida must not be allowed to proceed. 
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December 2, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railway Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 
Subject: All Aboard Florida, Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please accept for consideration these comments regarding ecological components 
of the Draft EIS, which are provided on behalf of the Guardians of Martin County, 
a non-profit environmental conservation organization based in Maiiin County. 

Our review of the DEIS and its appendices has revealed that, in spite of its heft, the 
DEIS is shockingly lacking in details regarding ecological impacts. The DEIS 
relies heavily on desk-top analyses and, in its current state, provides insufficient 
information on the extent of impacts on terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems and the 
federally-listed and state-listed flora and fauna which inhabit them. Perhaps the 
detail is lacking due to the DEIS being written at the time when engineering and 
construction plans were at the 30% design stage, but significantly more detail is 
waiTanted before the full impacts of the project can be determined. Areas of 
concern which are described in greater detail in the attached explanation, include: 

~ Impacts on threatened and endangered species and their habitats, including 
publicly-owned conservation lands; 

~ The inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis; 

~ Impacts on wetlands, rivers and navigation; and 

~ Consistency with Martin County's Comprehensive Growth Management 
Plan 

The inadequacies and inaccuracies m the DEIS must be addressed before the 
project can be evaluated .. 

• PROTECTING THE MARTIN COUNTY DIFFERENCE SINCE 2003 • 

THEGUARDIANSOFMARTINCOUNTY.COM and SAVEMARTINNOW .COM 
P.O. Box 1489, Hobe Sound, FL 33475 I (772) 546 -7480 

A COPY OF THE OFFICIAL REGISTRATION AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE DIVISION OF CONSUMER SERVICES BY CALLING 1-800-435-7352 
WITHIN THE STATE. REGISTRATION DOES NOT IMPLY ENDORSEMENT, APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION BY THE STATE. 

© 2013 THE GUARDIANS OF MARTIN COUNTY, A NOT-FOR-PROFIT S01(c)3 ENTITY. 
REGISTRATION# CH30115 



J. Winkle, December 2, 2014 Page 2 

The Guardians of Maitin County request that a second draft of the EIS be developed and 
published for public review and comment after comments on the DEIS are received and 
reviewed and updates made after the 90% design plans are integrated into the DEIS. 

Thank you for your consideration, and please feel free to contact me if you or your staff 
have any questions regarding the information and details provided. 

Sincerely, 

D. Greg Braun 
Certified Environmental Professional 

Registration# 03040418 
Science Advisor to the Guardians of Martin County 

cc: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov 
AAF comments@vhb.com 
John. Winkle@dot.gov 
Andrew. W.Phillips@usace.army.mil 
David.Keys@noaa.gov 
Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil 
Allan.Nagy@faa.gov 
James.Christian@dot.gov 
Benito. Cunill@dot.gov 
Gavin.I amesg@epa.gov 
Mueller .Heinz@epa.gov 
John Wrublik@fws.gov 
Charles Kelso@fws.gov 
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Comments by the Guardians of Martin County on ecological components of the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 

All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 

December 2, 2014 



1.0 General Comments on the DEIS and Process 

The Guardians of Martin County recognize the need to have a thorough, complete and 
independently-produced Environmental Impact Statement to serve as the basis for 
determining the environmental impact of any project. Our review of the DEIS for the All 
Aboard Florida passenger rail project is that, in spite of its heft, it is deficient in providing 
detailed assessment of existing conditions and is inadequate in determining the impacts of the 
proposed project. 

In the following pages, numerous examples are provided of specific circumstances in which 
we have first-hand knowledge that far exceeds the information provided in the DEIS. Based 
on the gap between our knowledge of the local environment and the information that is 
presented in the DEIS, we can only assume that similar deficiencies exist for other counties 
through which the proposed project traverse. The following comments should therefore be 
taken as examples of the need to make wholesale and thorough updates to the DEIS. 

It appears that the combination of the DEIS being written to 30% complete design plans and 
the analyses being primarily desk-top investigations have led to the release of a DEIS that 
lacks the detail necessary to accurately determine the impacts of the proposed project. We 
request that, upon completion of the current public comment period, the development of 90% 
complete design and the review of comments on the DEIS, a second draft of the EIS be 
developed and released for public review and comment. The current deficiencies are too far
ranging to allow for an accurate accounting of compliance with NEPA. 

2.0 Impacts on Threatened Species, Endangered Species, and their Habitats 

2.1 Flora 

Over 50 plant species that are designated by the federal government and/or the State of 
Florida as Endangered or Threatened are documented to occur in Martin County (Table 2). 
Many of these occur in the scrub, scrubby flatwoods and wetlands habitats that exist along the 
existing FEC rail corridor. Detailed field surveys and mapping of listed endangered and 
threatened plant species is warranted due to the presence of existing native vegetative 
communities located within the existing rail corridor that is proposed to be widened. 

The presence of the existing FEC railway presents a key issue in the management of several 
parcels of publicly-owned conservation lands in the Treasure Coast area, most notably 
Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and the Savannas 
Preserve State Park. With the acknowledgment that ecosystems in Florida have evolved as 
the direct result of natural disasters, including fire and hurricanes, in general, land managers 
of these properties have done an excellent job in managing their acreage with the thoughtful 
use of fire as a management tool. Many individual endangered and threatened plants succumb 
to shading and competition from other species if land is protected from fire. 
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From 2010 through 2012, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection went through 
an intensive process to update the management plan for Jonathan Dickinson State Park 
(JDSP), culminating in the adoption of the updated plan in June 2012. A copy of the 
approved plan can be accessed at: 

http://www.dep.state.fl.us/parks/planning/parkplans/JonathanDickinsonStatePark.pdf 

The updated plan includes descriptions of notable flora and fauna, including threatened and 
endangered species. In recognition of the requirement to manage upland ecosystems using 
fire, the management plan separates the 11,000-acre property into approximately 100 
management units and designates those units that are to be managed with fire (See Mgmt. 
Plan Table 1 ). 

Because the existing single-rail FEC railway presently bisects Jonathan Dickinson and 
provides only one at-grade crossing, many of the management units necessarily abut the rail 
c01Tidor. Smoke management is a key feature in applying fire as a management technique, 
and the presence of the existing railway at its present level of use already affects the ability of 
land managers to perform their duties. 

A substantive omission in the DEIS is the lack of attention on the extent to which the 
proposed passenger rail project, with its 32 high-speed passages per day through the park will 
affect the ability of managers of conservation lands to continue to manage their properties 
with fire. Any reduction/restriction in the use of fire will adversely affect the populations of 
numerous fire-dependent threatened and endangered species. Considerable attention should 
be expended in the EIS in accurately identifying potential impacts and mitigating them to the 
greatest extent possible. 

Because this omission has occurred in the DEIS at a prope1iy as substantial as 11,000-acre 
Jonathan Dickinson State Park, it appears that this issue has also not been addressed at other 
conservation lands through which the proposed passenger rail project traverses ( e.g., Savannas 
Preserve State Park). The EIS should be revised to appropriately address the potential impacts 
of the project on land management activities at JDSP, the Savannas and all other public 
conservation lands through which it traverses. 

A generalized fire management memorandum of understanding should be developed and used 
as template in coordinating with the owners/managers of conservation lands through which 
the rail corridor traverses. 
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Figure 1: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Management Zone Map 

Source: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Land Management Plan 

3 

Existing FEC rail line 

(and location of 
potential double-track 

and/or triple-track) 



Another example of the inadequacy of the DEIS analysis on ecological issues is its lack of 
attention to plant species such as the Perforate Reindeer Lichen (Cladonia perforata), a 
federally-listed endangered plant species whose presence was given scant mention in the 
DEIS. This species, which was designated by the federal government as Endangered in 1993, 
is merely mentioned in Section 5 - Environmental Consequences (P 5-114 "found adjacent to 
the railroad corridor") and Table 4.3.6-3. In reality, the total world-wide population of this 
federally-designated Endangered Species is restricted to a few highly fragmented populations 
in four counties in Florida. Because the DEIS acknowledges that the majority of the work on 
ecological issues was a "desk-top assessment", the extent to which populations of this species 
are being affected by the existing FEC railway, and the extent to which double-tracking, 
triple-tracking and the increased frequency of use might effect this species is entirely 
unknown. 

The DEIS is similarly deficient in its lack of detail regarding the proximity of the existing rail 
corridor to individual Asimina tetramera plants, another federally-designated endangered 
plant species that is known to be present in the scrub community. The entire worldwide in
situ population of this species is restricted to Paola sand substrate in Martin and Palm Beach 
Counties, through which the rail project traverses. An accurate determination of the potential 
impact of the proposed rail project on this species cannot be determined based on the limited 
data provided in the DEIS. Issues regarding the abundance of this species, its spatial 
distribution in relation to the rail corridor, the effect of the proposed project on its pollinators 
and the extent to which the proposed rail project will affect movement of the fruits/seeds by 
the wildlife that consumes it, are examples of the level of detail that must be identified and 
addressed in the EIS in order to determine the potential impact on this endangered species. 

Similarly, the DEIS provides insufficient information regarding the presence, abundance, 
spatial distribution and potential impacts on Acanthocereus tetragonus, the triangle cactus, a 
state-listed threatened species which is known to be present in close proximity to the existing 
FEC corridor in the Savannas Preserve State Park (a 5,400 acre facility that is not even 
mentioned in Section 4.3.5.2. regarding Preserves, Wildlife Sanctuaries and Wildlife 
Corridors). Neglecting to include a conservation parcel that extends for approximately 10 
miles from Jensen Beach to Fort Pierce, and through which the existing railway traverses, 
provides insight into the lack of thoroughness in the DEIS. In a situation that parallels the 
inadequacies of the DEIS in dealing with scrub management in JDSP, it is apparent that 
authors of the DEIS failed to consult managers at the Savannas and/or to familiarize 
themselves with the content of the approved management plan for this conservation property. 

Detailed field surveys are warranted for all federally-listed and state-listed threatened and 
endangered species that occur in the vicinity of the proposed project - without the results of 
these surveys, potential impacts cannot be accurately identified, site-specific avoidance and 
mitigation alternatives cannot be identified and appropriate monitoring protocols cannot be 
established. 
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2.2 Fauna 

A related oversight in the DEIS is the lack of thorough treatment of the potential impacts of 

the proposed rail project on scrub-dependent animal species, including Florida Scrub-jays, 

gopher tortoises and gopher frogs. 

The information contained in Appendix 4-3 indicates that desktop and field surveys have been 

conducted for some species (e.g., scrub-jays). The DEIS fails, however, to identify the extent 

to which the proposed project will affect this species, other than saying that the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service has been convinced by AAF representatives that the project will not 

adversely affect them. Detailed surveys for Scrub-jays that have been conducted at Jonathan 

Dickinson State Park at a substantially higher level of intensity than those that were done by 

AAF's consultant clearly show that the existing FEC railway bisects the home range territory 

of several families of scrub-jays at JDSP (Figure 2). 

Failure to analyze the extent to which adding additional lanes of track and/or adding 32 high

speed train passages per day through an individual jay clan's territory renders the 

Environmental Impact un-supportable by facts and inconsistent with the intent and goals of 

the National Environmental Policy Act. 

The DEIS includes information that scrub-jays responded to play-back calls by flying across 

the existing railway corridor and that the approach of an on-coming train caused scrub-jays to 

take evasive action. The DEIS fails to identify and evaluate the extent to which the increase 

in frequency of use of the railway, the potential double-tracking and/or triple tracking through 

JDSP and the approach of high-speed trains will affect scrub jays. It is suspected that 

construction and operation of the proposed project will result in reduced scrub-jay nest 

productivity and potential abandonment of some home range territories in JDSP, but the 

absence of detail in the DEIS prevents the potential impacts on this species from being fully 

known. 

Simultaneously, the DEIS is deficient in its treatment of Scrub-jays in the vicinity of 

Seabranch Preserve State Park in east-central Martin County. Scrub-jays were documented by 

state park biologists to occur at Seabranch during surveys in 2014, and it is likely that the 

home-range territory of the jays at Seabranch includes the golf course at Mariner Sands, a 

residential golf-course community which is located to the west of the existing FEC rail 

corridor. The extent to which the proposed project will create a barrier to scrub-jay movement 

between Seabranch and Mariner Sands cannot be determined based on the total absence of 

information on this topic in the DEIS. 
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Figure 2 - Results of 2014 Scrub-jay surveys at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

Base map source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection; rail location identified for 

clarity 
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The results of detailed scrub-jay surveys are available for conservation lands in addition to 
JDSP and Seabranch Preserve State park ( e.g., Savannas Preserve State Park, preserves in 
Indian River County). Prior to release of the final EIS, comprehensive scrub-jay data must be 
obtained and analyzed in order to accurately assess impacts, identify potential avoidance and 
minimization techniques ( e.g., reduced train speeds where jay territories are traversed). Only 
after these steps are completed can site-appropriate monitoring protocols be identified. 

Gopher Tortoises and their Commensals 

The DEIS is similarly unacceptably deficient in its presentation and discussion of gopher 
tortoises, a reptile that is designated by the State of Florida as a threatened species. Without 
field surveys for this species having been conducted, the magnitude of potential impact of the 
proposed project on this species is unclear. The DEIS does not even provide an order of 
magnitude estimate of numbers of this species that will be affected - dozens, hundreds, or 
thousands along the full route of the proposed project? 

The obvious need for this type of inf01mation is in order to accurately determine the locations, 
frequency, placement and design of wildlife crossings. The absence of data in this regard has 
resulted in the preposterous dete1mination that no wildlife crossings are proposed or 
warranted anywhere along the 195-mile north-south stretch of proposed project. 

The existing FEC rail corridor presently poses an obstacle to the movement of gopher 
tortoises and other species, most notably in areas where the railway bisects conservation 
properties. To eliminate or reduce railway-related mortality of gopher tortoises and other 
wildlife, wildlife underpasses and/or crossings are necessary. Numerous studies have shown 
the effectiveness of wildlife underpasses in preventing wildlife mortality and allowing 
movement of wildlife across transportation corridors. The locations, sizes, frequency and 
design of both the crossings and any necessary exclusionary fencing can only be determined 
after thorough wildlife surveys have been conducted. Upon completion of detailed wildlife 
surveys, revised plans that show the locations and design specifications of wildlife crossings 
and exclusionary fencing and/or other mortality-reducing alternatives should be provided, 
analyzed in the EIS and opened for public review and comment. 

The burrows of gopher tortoises are well-known for the habitat they provide for a myriad of 
other wildlife, including federally-listed species (e.g., indigo snakes), state-listed species (e.g., 
gopher frogs) and non-listed species (e.g., opossums). Failure of the DEIS to accurately 
assess the impact of the project on gopher tortoises necessarily results in the failure to 
accurately assess the potential impact of the project on commensals. Application of the 
Eastern Indigo Snake key to determine the degree of effect is inappropriate until more 
thorough wildlife surveys, habitat mapping and wildlife hazard mitigation options are 
identified and evaluated. Analysis of impacts on gopher frogs is particularly warranted in 
conservation areas where the existing rail corridor separates seasonally-used habitats (i.e., 
posing a potentially fatal obstacle for the movement of gopher frogs from dry-season habitat 
in tortoise burrows to rainy-season ponds and wetlands). 
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The descriptions above highlight specific examples in which the DEIS is woefully deficient 
and inadequate in the level of detail that is needed in order to accurately assess the ecological 
impacts of the proposed project. The same lack of detail is apparent in the treatment of 
several other federally-listed and state-listed threatened and endangered species. The final 
EIS should not be produced and available for public comment until 90% complete engineering 
design plans and thorough field surveys for listed species have been completed. 

3.0 Inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis 

The level of detail provided for the various east-west alternatives is warranted for several 
alternate north-south routes. Minor variations in the comparatively short east-west leg do not 
constitute acceptable alternative alignments for the project. The descriptions of the screening 
processes appear to have been contrived in order to creatively dismiss the need to fully 
evaluate other options that could be feasible. Options that should be fully evaluated include: 

~ Co-location within the existing I-95 and Turnpike corridors, including, if necessary, 
options for elevated service to prevent at-grade crossings; 

~ Co-location within the existing 500 kV aerial electrical utility corridor from Martin 
County to near Orlando International Airport; and 

~ The existing interior-Florida CSX railway which avoids urban east-coast communities 
from Martin through Brevard Counties. 

4.0 Impacts on Wetlands, Rivers and Navigation 

The Guardians are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses avoidance, minimization 
and mitigation for impacts to wetlands, rivers and navigation. 

While the attempt to develop a DEIS in response to 30% complete design plans may have 
been a creative way to jump-start the agency review process, in actuality, doing so has 
revealed the inadequacies that are inherently associated with identifying impacts of a moving 
target. 

Specific examples are the lack of adequate detail related to the impacts to wetlands and 
threatened and endangered species of double-tracking and potentially triple tracking portions 
of the existing railway and unknowns regarding "smoothing out" curves that may be too sharp 
to safely transit at high speeds. The DEIS is unclear, and personal communication with an 
AAF representative at the "open house" hearing failed to clarify the extent to which the 
construction of additional tracks within the existing railway corridor would require fill into 
wetlands at locations where the existing railway was built on/over wetlands. 

One specific example of this situation is provided in Figure 3. At the location shown in 
southern Martin County, the existing FEC railway corridor was laid out and built in such a 
way that it traverses several previously-existing wetlands. 
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Existing FEC rail line 
(and location of 
potential additional 

tracks) 

Wetlands that have 
already been adversely 
affected by the 

I construction and 
operation of the existing 
rail corridor. 

Because the existing 
wetlands abut the rail 
corridor, any widening 
or addition of tracks 
would likely impact 
wetlands, an issue that is 
not addressed in the 
DEIS or Corps of 
Engineers application. 

Without regard to the 
extent that additional 
wetlands might be 
impacted, detailed 
analyses & corrective 
action is warranted at 
locations where natural 
hydrologic conditions 
have been adversely 
affected. 

Base Map: Results of 2014 Jaywatch Monitoring for Scmb Jays at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

Source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

Location of existing railway identified for clarity and relevance 
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Although the width of the railway corridor at this location is unclear based on the information 
contained in the DEIS, this location is one example of many along the route where wetlands 
abut the rail corridor on both sides. Details should be provided in the EIS that show the extent 

to which there will be land clearing and/or impacts to wetlands at locations where additional 
tracking (i.e., double-tracking, triple tracking and/or sidings) is proposed. 

Regardless of the extent to which the proposed project will result in new impacts to wetlands, 
sufficient engineering and hydrological analyses are necessary to determine the locations 
where the existing railway corridor has adversely affected localized hydrologic conditions. 

Rather than buying mitigation credits at some remote wetland mitigation bank, wetland 
mitigation should be conducted at locations along the route in order to offset unavoidable 
impacts. 

Water quality in the Indian River Lagoon (IRL) has deteriorated as a direct result of human
related impacts. Much of the AAF route is within the IRL watershed, but the location of the 
wetlands bank that would be used for mitigation is not revealed in the DEIS. FRA and the 
Corps should require that all wetland mitigation for the AAF project be performed within the 
same drainage basins as the wetland impacts. Impacting wetlands within the IRL watershed 
and mitigating those losses by purchasing wetland mitigation credits outside the IRL drainage 
basin leaves the IRL with a net adverse impact. 

Impacts on rivers and navigation 

The Guardians of Martin County are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses potential 
impacts on rivers and navigation. Various studies have shown that train noise and vibration 
have effects outside of railway corridors. The DEIS fails to evaluate the extent of adverse 
impacts on aquatic biota, such as the extent to which the life cycles of aquatic organisms will 
be altered by the passage of 32 high-speed passenger trains and the anticipated increase in 
freight trains. 

The DEIS also fails to provide information regarding hurricane/emergency preparedness and 

evacuation plans. The simulation provided at the DEIS hearing regarding the movement of 
vessels surrounding bridge openings is not based on actual conditions. The Okeechobee 
Waterway is a key navigational pathway for cross-Florida vessel movement and for residents 
of eastern Martin County who prepare for hurricanes by moving their vessels to narrow creeks 
located west of the FEC railway bridge that spans over the St. Lucie River. The age of that 
span, coupled with its low vertical clearance, and na1Tow navigation pathway all point to that 
location being a critical navigation bottleneck, particularly during periods of high winds, when 

the bridge may need to be in the down position due to safety concerns. 
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5.0 Consistency with Martin County's Comprehensive Plan 

A key element in education and advocacy of the Guardians of Martin County is support for 
Martin County's Comprehensive Growth Management Plan (CGMP or "Comp Plan"). 

The County has adopted two Policies that are directly related to providing passenger rail 
service options for its residents. Specifically: 

Policy 5.5E.2. Encourage passenger rail service. The County should encourage 
passenger rail service to Indiantown and Stuart, including Amtrak and Tri-rail, and 
shall explore all possible financial and political means to implement this policy. 

Policy 5.5E.3. Encourage commuter and inter-city rail. The County shall continue to 
participate with state, regional and local agencies to encourage the establishment of 
commuter rail and intercity travel in Martin County. 

It is unfortunate that AAF has proposed a project that is not consisent with either of these 
Comp Plan policies. As with other Treasure Coast counties, the AAF proposal results in a 
myriad of adverse impacts (i.e., ecological, social, financial, navigational, etc.) and no 
tangible benefits. 

6.0 Corrective Actions Recommended 

To transform the project into an initiative that could possibly be embraced by The Guardians 
and the community as an amenity, the following actions are recommended: 

1) Re-negotiation of the right-of-way agreements to ensure that tax-payer funds are not used 
to benefit the private, for-profit rail business; 

2) Conducting detailed floral and faunal studies and mitigating unavoidable impacts through 
the installation of wildlife crossings and underpasses to result in no net adverse ecological 
impacts; 

3) Siting, constructing and operating a community-friendly depot at a suitable location where 
Martin County residents have access to scheduled commuter rail service to Orlando, West 
Palm Beach, Ft Lauderdale and Miami; and 

4) Implementing replacement or improvements to the railway bridge over the St. Lucie River 
to prevent it from becoming a critical bottleneck for navigation and evacuation. 

In its current version, the DEIS does not meet NEPA requirements and is too lacking in details 
for ecological impacts to be accurately identified and mitigated. 
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Endangered and Threatened Plant Species found in Martin County, FL 

WIDESPREAD POL YPODY: 
Pecluma dispersa WIDESPREAD ROCKCAP FERN FL - Endangered 

PLUME POLYPODY: PLUMED 
Pecluma plumula ROCKCAPFERN FL - Endangered 

COMB POLYPODY: SWAMP PLUME 
POLYPODY: PALMLEAF ROCKCAP 

Pecluma ptilota var. bourgeauana FERN FL - Endangered 
Peperomia humilis LOW PEPEROMIA FL - Endangered 

Pinguicula caerulea BLUEFLOWER BUTTER WORT FL - Threatened 

Pinguicula Jutea FLOWERED BUTTERWORT FL - Threatened 

Pitheeellobium keyense FLORIDA KEYS BLACKBEAD FL - Threatened 

Pogonia ophioglossoides ORCHID FL - Threatened 
SMALL'S MILKWORT: TINY 

Polygala smallii POLYGALA FL - Endangered 

GREATER YELLOWSPIKE ORCHID: 
Polystachya concreta PALE-FLOWERED POL YST ACHY A FL - Endangered 
Prosthechea boothiana var. 
erythronioides DOLLAR ORCHID FL - Endangered 

Scaevola plumieri GULLFEED FL - Threatened 

Spiranthes laciniata LACELIP LADIESTRESSES FL - Threatened 
FLORIDA KEYS LADIESTRESSES: 
GRAY LADIESTRESSES: FT. 

Spiranthes Iucayana GEORGE LADIESTRESSES FL - Endangered 

Tectaria heracleifolia BROAD HALBERD FERN FL - Threatened 
Thelypteris rcticulata LATTICl::-VEIN FERN FL - Endangered 

TOOTHED LATTICE-VEIN FERN: 
Thelypteris serrata DENT A TE LATTICE-VEIN FERN FL - Endangered 

Tillandsia balbisiana NORTHERN NEEDLELEAF FL - Threatened 
CARDINAL AIRPLANT: COMMON 
WILD PINE: STIFF-LEAVED WILD 

Tillandsia faseieulata PINE FL - Endangered 
GIANT AIRPLANT: GIANT WILD 

Tillandsia utriculata PINE FL - Endangered 

VARIEGATED ORCHID: ANGELITA: 
Tolumnia bahamensis DANCINGLADY ORCHID FL - Endangered 

MEXICAN VAN ILLA: FUCHS' 
Vanilla mexicana VANILLA: UNSCENTED VANILLA FL - Endangered 

Zephyranthes simpsonii SIMPSON'S ZEPHYRLIL Y FL - Threatened 

Page 2 of 2 

Source: Atlas of Florida Vascular Plants; Institute for Systematic Botany 
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December 2, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railway Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-31 l 
Washington D.C. 20590 
Subject: All Aboard Florida, Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please accept for consideration these comments regarding ecological components 
of the Draft EIS, which are provided on behalf of the Guardians of Mattin County, 
a non-profit environmental conservation organization based in Martin County . 

Our review of the DEIS and its appendices has revealed that, in spite of its heft, the 
DEIS is shockingly lacking in details regarding ecological impacts. The DEIS 
relies heavily on desk-top analyses and, in its current state, provides insufficient 
information on the extent of impacts on terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems and the 
federally-listed and state-listed flora and fauna which inhabit them. Perhaps the 
detail is lacking due to the DEIS being written at the time when engineering and 
construction plans were at the 30% design stage, but significantly more detail is 
warranted before the full impacts of the project can be determined. Areas of 
concern which are described in greater detail in the attached explanation, include: 

~ Impacts on threatened and endangered species and their habitats, including 
publicly-owned conservation lands; 

~ The inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis; 

~ Impacts on wetlands, rivers and navigation; and 

~ Consistency with Mat1in County's Comprehensive Growth Management 
Plan 

The inadequacies and inaccuracies m the DEIS must be addressed before the 
project can be evaluated. 

• PROTECTING THE MARTIN COUNTY DIFFERENCE SINCE 2003 • 

THEGUARDIANSOFMARTINCOUNTY.COM and SAVEMARTINNOW.COM 
P.O. Box 1489, Hobe Sound, FL 33475 I (772) 546-7480 

A COPY OF THE OFFICIAL REGISTRATION AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE DIVISION OF CONSUMER SERVICES BY CALLING 1-800-435-7352 
WITHIN THE STATE. REGISTRATION DOES NOT IMPLY ENDORSEMENT, APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION BY THE STATE. 

© 2013 THE GUARDIANS OF MARTIN COUNTY, A NOT-FOR-PROFIT S01(c)3 ENTITY. 
REGISTRATION# CH30115 



J. Winkle, December 2, 2014 Page 2 

The Guardians of Martin County request that a second draft of the EIS be developed and 

published for public review and comment after comments on the DEIS are received and 

reviewed and updates made after the 90% design plans are integrated into the DEIS. 

Thank you for your consideration, and please feel free to contact me if you or your staff 

have any questions regarding the information and details provided. 

Sincerely, 

D. Greg Braun 
Certified Environmental Professional 

Registration # 03040418 
Science Advisor to the Guardians of Martin County 

cc: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov 
AAF comments@vhb.com 
John. Winkle@dot.gov 
Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil 
Dav id.Keys@noaa.gov 
Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil 
Allan.Nagy@faa.gov 
James.Christian@dot.gov 
Benito.Cunill@dot.gov 
Gavin.Jamesg@epa .gov 
Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov 
John Wrublik@fws.gov 
Charles Kelso@fws.gov 
CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail .house.gov 
Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov 
Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com 
Negron.Joe. web@flsenate.gov 
GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com 
MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov 



Comments by the Guardians of Martin County on ecological components of the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 

All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 

December 2, 2014 



1.0 General Comments on the DEIS and Process 

The Guardians of Martin County recognize the need to have a thorough, complete and 
independently-produced Environmental Impact Statement to serve as the basis for 
determining the environmental impact of any project. Our review of the DEIS for the All 
Aboard Florida passenger rail project is that, in spite of its heft, it is deficient in providing 
detailed assessment of existing conditions and is inadequate in determining the impacts of the 
proposed project. 

In the following pages, numerous examples are provided of specific circumstances in which 
we have first-hand knowledge that far exceeds the information provided in the DEIS. Based 
on the gap between our knowledge of the local environment and the information that is 
presented in the DEIS, we can only assume that similar deficiencies exist for other counties 
through which the proposed project traverse. The following comments should therefore be 
taken as examples of the need to make wholesale and thorough updates to the DEIS. 

It appears that the combination of the DEIS being written to 30% complete design plans and 
the analyses being primarily desk-top investigations have led to the release of a DEIS that 
lacks the detail necessary to accurately determine the impacts of the proposed project. We 
request that, upon completion of the current public comment period, the development of 90% 
complete design and the review of comments on the DEIS, a second draft of the EIS be 
developed and released for public review and comment. The current deficiencies are too far
ranging to allow for an accurate accounting of compliance with NEPA. 

2.0 Impacts on Threatened Species, Endangered Species, and their Habitats 

2.1 Flora 

Over 50 plant species that are designated by the federal government and/or the State of 
Florida as Endangered or Threatened are documented to occur in Martin County (Table 2). 
Many of these occur in the scrub, scrubby flatwoods and wetlands habitats that exist along the 
existing FEC rail corridor. Detailed field surveys and mapping of listed endangered and 
threatened plant species is warranted due to the presence of existing native vegetative 
communities located within the existing rail corridor that is proposed to be widened. 

The presence of the existing FEC railway presents a key issue in the management of several 
parcels of publicly-owned conservation lands in the Treasure Coast area, most notably 
Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and the Savannas 
Preserve State Park. With the acknowledgment that ecosystems in Florida have evolved as 
the direct result of natural disasters, including fire and hurricanes, in general, land managers 
of these properties have done an excellent job in managing their acreage with the thoughtful 
use of fire as a management tool. Many individual endangered and threatened plants succumb 

to shading and competition from other species if land is protected from fire. 



From 20 IO through 2012, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection went through 

an intensive process to update the management plan for Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

(JDSP), culminating in the adoption of the updated plan in June 2012. A copy of the 

approved plan can be accessed at: 

http ://www .dep.state .fl.us/parks /planning/parkplans /JonathanDickinsonStatePark.pdf 

The updated plan includes descriptions of notable flora and fauna, including threatened and 

endangered species. In recognition of the requirement to manage upland ecosystems using 

fire, the management plan separates the 1 I ,000-acre property into approximately 100 

management units and designates those units that are to be managed with fire (See Mgmt. 

Plan Table 1 ). 

Because the existing single-rail FEC railway presently bisects Jonathan Dickinson and 

provides only one at-grade crossing, many of the management units necessarily abut the rail 

corridor. Smoke management is a key feature in applying fire as a management technique, 

and the presence of the existing railway at its present level of use already affects the ability of 

land managers to perform their duties. 

A substantive omission in the DEIS is the lack of attention on the extent to which the 

proposed passenger rail project, with its 32 high-speed passages per day through the park will 

affect the ability of managers of conservation lands to continue to manage their properties 

with fire. Any reduction/restriction in the use of fire will adversely affect the populations of 

numerous fire-dependent threatened and endangered species. Considerable attention should 

be expended in the EIS in accurately identifying potential impacts and mitigating them to the 

greatest extent possible. 

Because this omission has occurred in the DEIS at a property as substantial as I I ,000-acre 

Jonathan Dickinson State Park, it appears that this issue has also not been addressed at other 

conservation lands through which the proposed passenger rail project traverses (e.g., Savannas 

Preserve State Park). The EIS should be revised to appropriately address the potential impacts 

of the project on land management activities at JDSP, the Savannas and all other public 

conservation lands through which it traverses. 

A generalized fire management memorandum of understanding should be developed and used 

as template in coordinating with the owners/managers of conservation lands through which 

the rail corridor traverses. 
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Figure 1: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Management Zone Map 

Source : Jonathan Dickinson State Park Land Manag ement Plan 
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Another example of the inadequacy of the DEIS analysis on ecological issues is its lack of 
attention to plant species such as the Perforate Reindeer Lichen (Cladonia perforata), a 
federally-listed endangered plant species whose presence was given scant mention in the 
DEIS. This species, which was designated by the federal government as Endangered in 1993, 
is merely mentioned in Section 5 - Environmental Consequences (P 5-114 "found adjacent to 
the railroad corridor") and Table 4.3.6-3. In reality, the total world-wide population of this 
federally-designated Endangered Species is restricted to a few highly fragmented populations 
in four counties in Florida. Because the DEIS acknowledges that the majority of the work on 
ecological issues was a "desk-top assessment", the extent to which populations of this species 
are being affected by the existing FEC railway, and the extent to which double-tracking, 
triple-tracking and the increased frequency of use might effect this species is entirely 
unknown. 

The DEIS is similarly deficient in its lack of detail regarding the proximity of the existing rail 
corridor to individual Asimina tetramera plants, another federally-designated endangered 
plant species that is known to be present in the scrub community. The entire worldwide in
situ population of this species is restricted to Paola sand substrate in Martin and Palm Beach 
Counties, through which the rail project traverses. An accurate determination of the potential 
impact of the proposed rail project on this species cannot be determined based on the limited 
data provided in the DEIS. Issues regarding the abundance of this species, its spatial 
distribution in relation to the rail corridor, the effect of the proposed project on its pollinators 
and the extent to which the proposed rail project will affect movement of the fruits/seeds by 
the wildlife that consumes it, are examples of the level of detail that must be identified and 
addressed in the EIS in order to determine the potential impact on this endangered species. 

Similarly, the DEIS provides insufficient information regarding the presence, abundance, 
spatial distribution and potential impacts on Acanthocereus tetragonus, the triangle cactus, a 
state-listed threatened species which is known to be present in close proximity to the existing 
FEC corridor in the Savannas Preserve State Park (a 5,400 acre facility that is not even 
mentioned in Section 4.3.5.2. regarding Preserves, Wildlife Sanctuaries and Wildlife 
Corridors). Neglecting to include a conservation parcel that extends for approximately IO 
miles from Jensen Beach to Fort Pierce, and through which the existing railway traverses, 
provides insight into the lack of thoroughness in the DEIS. In a situation that parallels the 
inadequacies of the DEIS in dealing with scrub management in JDSP, it is apparent that 
authors of the DEIS failed to consult managers at the Savannas and/or to familiarize 
themselves with the content of the approved management plan for this conservation property. 

Detailed field surveys are warranted for all federally-listed and state-listed threatened and 
endangered species that occur in the vicinity of the proposed project - without the results of 
these surveys, potential impacts cannot be accurately identified, site-specific avoidance and 
mitigation alternatives cannot be identified and appropriate monitoring protocols cannot be 

established. 
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2.2 Fauna 

A related oversight in the DEIS is the lack of thorough treatment of the potential impacts of 

the proposed rail project on scrub-dependent animal species, including Florida Scrub-jays, 

gopher tortoises and gopher frogs. 

The information contained in Appendix 4-3 indicates that desktop and field surveys have been 

conducted for some species (e.g., scrub-jays). The DEIS fails, however, to identify the extent 

to which the proposed project will affect this species, other than saying that the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service has been convinced by AAF representatives that the project will not 

adversely affect them. Detailed surveys for Scrub-jays that have been conducted at Jonathan 

Dickinson State Park at a substantially higher level of intensity than those that were done by 

AAF's consultant clearly show that the existing FEC railway bisects the home range territory 

of several families of scrub-jays at JDSP (Figure 2). 

Failure to analyze the extent to which adding additional lanes of track and/or adding 32 high

speed train passages per day through an individual jay clan's territory renders the 

Environmental Impact un-supportable by facts and inconsistent with the intent and goals of 

the National Environmental Policy Act. 

The DEIS includes information that scrub-jays responded to play-back calls by flying across 

the existing railway corridor and that the approach of an on-coming train caused scrub-jays to 

take evasive action. The DEIS fails to identify and evaluate the extent to which the increase 

in frequency of use of the railway, the potential double-tracking and/or triple tracking through 

JDSP and the approach of high-speed trains will affect scrub jays. It is suspected that 

construction and operation of the proposed project will result in reduced scrub-jay nest 

productivity and potential abandonment of some home range territories in JDSP, but the 

absence of detail in the DEIS prevents the potential impacts on this species from being fully 

known. 

Simultaneously, the DEIS is deficient in its treatment of Scrub-jays in the vicinity of 

Seabranch Preserve State Park in east-central Martin County. Scrub-jays were documented by 

state park biologists to occur at Seabranch during surveys in 2014, and it is likely that the 

home-range territory of the jays at Seabranch includes the golf course at Mariner Sands, a 

residential golf-course community which is located to the west of the existing FEC rail 

corridor. The extent to which the proposed project will create a barrier to scrub-jay movement 

between Seabranch and Mariner Sands cannot be determined based on the total absence of 

information on this topic in the DEIS. 
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Figure 2- Results of 2014 Scrub-jay surveys at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

Base map source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection; rail location identified for 

clarity 
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The results of detailed scrub-jay surveys are available for conservation lands in addition to 
JDSP and Seabranch Preserve State park ( e.g., Savannas Preserve State Park, preserves in 
Indian River County). Prior to release of the final EIS, comprehensive scrub-jay data must be 
obtained and analyzed in order to accurately assess impacts, identify potential avoidance and 
minimization techniques ( e.g., reduced train speeds where jay territories are traversed). Only 
after these steps are completed can site-appropriate monitoring protocols be identified. 

Gopher Tortoises and their Commensals 

The DEIS is similarly unacceptably deficient in its presentation and discussion of gopher 
tortoises, a reptile that is designated by the State of Florida as a threatened species. Without 
field surveys for this species having been conducted, the magnitude of potential impact of the 
proposed project on this species is unclear. The DEIS does not even provide an order of 
magnitude estimate of numbers of this species that will be affected - dozens, hundreds, or 

thousands along the full route of the proposed project? 

The obvious need for this type of information is in order to accurately determine the locations, 
frequency, placement and design of wildlife crossings. The absence of data in this regard has 
resulted in the preposterous determination that no wildlife crossings are proposed or 
warranted anywhere along the 195-mile north-south stretch of proposed project. 

The existing FEC rail corridor presently poses an obstacle to the movement of gopher 
tortoises and other species, most notably in areas where the railway bisects conservation 
properties. To eliminate or reduce railway-related mortality of gopher tortoises and other 

wildlife, wildlife underpasses and/or crossings are necessary. Numerous studies have shown 
the effectiveness of wildlife underpasses in preventing wildlife mortality and allowing 
movement of wildlife across transportation corridors. The locations, sizes, frequency and 
design of both the crossings and any necessary exclusionary fencing can only be determined 
after thorough wildlife surveys have been conducted. Upon completion of detailed wildlife 
surveys, revised plans that show the locations and design specifications of wildlife crossings 
and exclusionary fencing and/or other mortality-reducing alternatives should be provided, 
analyzed in the EIS and opened for public review and comment. 

The burrows of gopher tortoises are well-known for the habitat they provide for a myriad of 
other wildlife, including federally-listed species (e.g., indigo snakes), state-listed species (e.g., 
gopher frogs) and non-listed species (e.g., opossums). Failure of the DEIS to accurately 
assess the impact of the project on gopher tortoises necessarily results in the failure to 
accurately assess the potential impact of the project on commensals. Application of the 
Eastern Indigo Snake key to determine the degree of effect is inappropriate until more 
thorough wildlife surveys, habitat mapping and wildlife hazard mitigation options are 
identified and evaluated. Analysis of impacts on gopher frogs is particularly warranted in 
conservation areas where the existing rail corridor separates seasonally-used habitats (i.e., 
posing a potentially fatal obstacle for the movement of gopher frogs from dry-season habitat 
in tortoise burrows to rainy-season ponds and wetlands). 
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The descriptions above highlight specific examples in which the DEIS is woefully deficient 
and inadequate in the level of detail that is needed in order to accurately assess the ecological 
impacts of the proposed project. The same lack of detail is apparent in the treatment of 
several other federally-listed and state-listed threatened and endangered species. The final 

EIS should not be produced and available for public comment until 90% complete engineering 
design plans and thorough field surveys for listed species have been completed. 

3.0 Inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis 

The level of detail provided for the various east-west alternatives is warranted for several 
alternate north-south routes. Minor variations in the comparatively short east-west leg do not 
constitute acceptable alternative alignments for the project. The descriptions of the screening 
processes appear to have been contrived in order to creatively dismiss the need to fully 
evaluate other options that could be feasible. Options that should be fully evaluated include: 

~ Co-location within the existing I-95 and Turnpike corridors, including, if necessary, 

options for elevated service to prevent at-grade crossings; 

~ Co-location within the existing 500 kV aerial electrical utility corridor from Martin 
County to near Orlando International Airport; and 

~ The existing interior-Florida CSX railway which avoids urban east-coast communities 
from Martin through Brevard Counties. 

4.0 Impacts on Wetlands, Rivers and Navigation 

The Guardians are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses avoidance, minimization 
and mitigation for impacts to wetlands, rivers and navigation. 

While the attempt to develop a DEIS in response to 30% complete design plans may have 
been a creative way to jump-start the agency review process, in actuality, doing so has 
revealed the inadequacies that are inherently associated with identifying impacts of a moving 
target. 

Specific examples are the lack of adequate detail related to the impacts to wetlands and 
threatened and endangered species of double-tracking and potentially triple tracking portions 
of the existing railway and unknowns regarding "smoothing out" curves that may be too sharp 
to safely transit at high speeds. The DEIS is unclear, and personal communication with an 
AAF representative at the "open house" hearing failed to clarify the extent to which the 

construction of additional tracks within the existing railway corridor would require fill into 
wetlands at locations where the existing railway was built on/over wetlands. 

One specific example of this situation is provided in Figure 3. At the location shown in 
southern Martin County, the existing FEC railway corridor was laid out and built in such a 
way that it traverses several previously-existing wetlands. 
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Wetlands that have 

already been adversely 
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• construction and 
operation of the existing 

rail corridor. 

Because the existing 

wetlands abut the rail 

corridor, any widening 

or addition of tracks 

would likely impact 

wetlands , an issue that is 

not addressed in the 

DEIS or Corps of 

Engineers application . 

Without regard to the 

extent that additional 

wetlands might be 

impacted , detailed 

analyses & corrective 

action is warranted at 

locations where natural 

hydrologic conditions 

have been adversely 

affected . 

Base Map: Results of 2014 Jaywatch Monitoring for Scrub Jays at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

Source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

Location of existing railway identified for clarity and relevance 
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Although the width of the railway corridor at this location is unclear based on the information 

contained in the DEIS, this location is one example of many along the route where wetlands 

abut the rail corridor on both sides. Details should be provided in the EIS that show the extent 

to which there will be land clearing and/or impacts to wetlands at locations where additional 

tracking (i.e., double-tracking, triple tracking and/or sidings) is proposed. 

Regardless of the extent to which the proposed project will result in new impacts to wetlands, 

sufficient engineering and hydrological analyses are necessary to determine the locations 

where the existing railway corridor has adversely affected localized hydrologic conditions. 

Rather than buying mitigation credits at some remote wetland mitigation bank, wetland 

mitigation should be conducted at locations along the route in order to offset unavoidable 

impacts. 

Water quality in the Indian River Lagoon (IRL) has deteriorated as a direct result of human

related impacts. Much of the AAF route is within the IRL watershed, but the location of the 

wetlands bank that would be used for mitigation is not revealed in the DEIS. FRA and the 

Corps should require that all wetland mitigation for the AAF project be performed within the 

same drainage basins as the wetland impacts. Impacting wetlands within the IRL watershed 

and mitigating those losses by purchasing wetland mitigation credits outside the IRL drainage 

basin leaves the IRL with a net adverse impact. 

Impacts on rivers and navigation 

The Guardians of Martin County are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses potential 

impacts on rivers and navigation. Various studies have shown that train noise and vibration 

have effects outside of railway corridors. The DEIS fails to evaluate the extent of adverse 

impacts on aquatic biota, such as the extent to which the life cycles of aquatic organisms will 

be altered by the passage of 32 high-speed passenger trains and the anticipated increase in 

freight trains. 

The DEIS also fails to provide information regarding hurricane/emergency preparedness and 

evacuation plans. The simulation provided at the DEIS hearing regarding the movement of 

vessels surrounding bridge openings is not based on actual conditions. The Okeechobee 

Waterway is a key navigational pathway for cross-Florida vessel movement and for residents 

of eastern Martin County who prepare for hurricanes by moving their vessels to narrow creeks 

located west of the FEC railway bridge that spans over the St. Lucie River. The age of that 

span, coupled with its low vertical clearance, and narrow navigation pathway all point to that 

location being a critical navigation bottleneck, paiticularly during periods of high winds, when 

the bridge may need to be in the down position due to safety concerns. 
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5.0 Consistency with Martin County's Comprehensive Plan 

A key element in education and advocacy of the Guardians of Martin County is support for 

Martin County's Comprehensive Growth Management Plan (CGMP or "Comp Plan"). 

The County has adopted two Policies that are directly related to providing passenger rail 
service options for its residents. Specifically: 

Policy 5.5E.2. Encourage passenger rail service. The County should encourage 

passenger rail service to Indiantown and Stuart, including Amtrak and Tri-rail, and 
shall explore all possible financial and political means to implement this policy. 

Policy 5.5E.3. Encourage commuter and inter-city rail. The County shall continue to 

participate with state, regional and local agencies to encourage the establishment of 
commuter rail and intercity travel in Ma1tin County. 

It is unfortunate that AAF has proposed a project that is not consisent with either of these 

Comp Plan policies. As with other Treasure Coast counties, the AAF proposal results in a 
myriad of adverse impacts (i.e., ecological, social, financial, navigational, etc.) and no 

tangible benefits. 

6.0 Corrective Actions Recommended 

To transform the project into an initiative that could possibly be embraced by The Guardians 

and the community as an amenity, the following actions are recommended: 

1) Re-negotiation of the right-of-way agreements to ensure that tax-payer funds are not used 
to benefit the private, for-profit rail business; 

2) Conducting detailed floral and fauna! studies and mitigating unavoidable impacts through 
the installation of wildlife crossings and underpasses to result in no net adverse ecological 
impacts; 

3) Siting, constructing and operating a community-friendly depot at a suitable location where 

Martin County residents have access to scheduled commuter rail service to Orlando, West 
Palm Beach, Ft Lauderdale and Miami; and 

4) Implementing replacement or improvements to the railway bridge over the St. Lucie River 

to prevent it from becoming a critical bottleneck for navigation and evacuation. 

In its current version, the DEIS does not meet NEPA requirements and is too lacking in details 
for ecological impacts to be accurately identified and mitigated. 
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Endangered and Threatened Plant Species found in Martin County, FL 

Scientific Name Common Name Status 

TRIANGLE CACTUS; DILDOE 
Acanthocereus tetragonus CACTUS; BARBED-WIRE CACTUS FL - Threatened 
Argusia gnaphalodes SEA ROSEMARY; SEA LAVENDER FL - Endangered 
Asclepias curtissii CURTISS' MILKWEED FL - Endangered 

US & FL-
Asimina tetramera FOURPETAL PAWPAW Endangered 

Bletia purpurea PINEPINK FL - Threatened 

Calopogon multiflorus MANYFLOWERED GRASSPINK FL - Threatened 
COAST AL DUNE SAND MAT: SAND 

Chamaesyce cumulicola DUNE SPURGE FL - Endangered 

Chrysophyllum oliviforme SATINLEAF FL - Threatened 

Coelorachis tuberculosa PIEDMONT JOINTGRASS FL - Threatened 

Conradina grandiflora LARGEFLOWER FALSE ROSEMARY FL - Threatened 
Cyperus pedunculatus BEACHSTAR FL - Endangered 

Drypetes lateriflora GUIANA PLUM FL - Threatened 

DINGY-FLOWERED STAR ORCHID; 
Epidendrum anceps DINGY-FLOWERED EPIDENDRUM FL - Endangered 

NIGHT-SCENTED ORCHID: NIGHT-
Epidendrum nocturnum SCENTED EPIDENDRUM FL - Endangered 

Erithalis fruticosa BLACKTORCH FL - Threatened 
REDBERRYSTOPPER;REDBERRY 

Eugenia confusa EUGENIA FL - Endangered 
Glandularia maritima COASTAL MOCK VERVAIN FL - Endangered 

Habenaria nivea SNOWY ORCHID FL - Threatened 
Halophila johnsonii JOHNSON'S SEAGRASS US - Threatened 

Jacquemontia cm1isii PINELAND JACQUEMONTIA FL - Threatened 
Jacquemontia reclinata BEACH CLUSTERVINE; BEACH JAC( US & FL - Endangere< 

DRYSAND PINWEED: SPREADING 
Lechea divaricata PIN WEED FL - Endangered 

Lilium catesbaei CATESBY'S LILY; PINE LILY FL - Threatened 

Myrcianthes fragrans TWINBERRY; SIMPSON'S STOPPER FL - Threatened 
CELESTIAL LILY; FALLFLOWERING 

Nemastylis floridana IXIA FL - Endangered 

Nephrolepis biserrata GIANT SWORD FERN FL - Threatened 
Ophioglossum palmatum HAND FERN FL - Endangered 
Panicum abscissum CUTTHROATGRASS FL - Endangered 
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Endangered and Threatened Plant Species found in Martin County, FL 

WIDESPREAD POL YPODY; 
Pecluma dispersa WIDESPREAD ROCKCAP FERN FL - Endangered 

PLUME POL YPODY; PLUMED 
Pecluma plumula ROCKCAPFERN FL - Endangered 

COMB POL YPODY: SWAMP PLUME 
POLYPODY; PALMLEAF ROCKCAP 

Pecluma ptilota var. bourgeauana FERN FL - Endangered 
Peperomia humilis LOW PEPEROMIA FL - Endangered 

Pinguicula caerulea BLUEFLOWER BUTTER WORT FL - Threatened 

Pinguicula lutea FLOWERED BUTTERWORT FL - Threatened 

Pithecellobium keyense FLORIDA KEYS BLACKBEAD FL - Threatened 

Pogonia ophioglossoides ORCHID FL - Threatened 
SMALL'S MILKWORT; TINY 

Polygala smallii POLYGALA FL - Endangered 

GREATER YELLOWSPIKE ORCHID; 
Polystachya concreta PALE-FLOWERED POL YST ACHY A FL - Endangered 
Prosthechea boothiana var. 
erythronioides DOLLAR ORCHID FL - Endangered 

Scaevola plumieri GULLFEED FL - Threatened 

Spiranthes laciniata LACELIP LADIESTRESSES FL - Threatened 
FLORIDA KEYS LADIESTRESSES; 
ORA Y LADIESTRESSES; FT. 

Spiranthes lucayana GEORGE LADIESTRESSES FL - Endangered 

Tectaria heracleifolia BROAD HALBERD FERN FL - Threatened 
Thelypteris reticulata LATTICE-VEIN FERN FL - Endangered 

TOOTHED LATTICE-VEIN FERN; 
Thelypteris serrata DENT A TE LATTICE-VEIN FERN FL - Endangered 

Tillandsia balbisiana NORTHERN NEEDLELEAF FL - Threatened 
CARDINAL AIRPLANT; COMMON 
WILD PINE; STJFF-LEA VED WILD 

Tillandsia fasciculata PINE FL - Endangered 
GIANT AIRPLANT; GIANT WILD 

Tillandsia utriculata PINE FL - Endangered 

VARIEGATED ORCHID; ANGELITA; 
Tolumnia bahamensis DANCINGLADY ORCHID FL - Endangered 

MEXICAN VANILLA; FUCHS' 
Vanilla mexicana VANILLA; UNSCENTED VANILLA FL - Endangered 

Zephyranthes simpsonii SIMPSON'S ZEPHYRLIL Y FL - Threatened 
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Source: Atlas of Florida Vascular Plants; Institute for Systematic Botany 
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7801 Santana A venue 
Fort Pierce, FL 34951 
December 3, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

SUBJECT: All Aboard Florida 

As a resident of the Treasure Coast of Florida for the last 47 years, the following are my personal 
reasons supporting rail transportation and not supporting, specifically the All Aboard Florida 
proposal for the Treasure Coast (from West Palm Beach to Orlando): 

SUPPORTING Convenient High Speed Passenger Service from Miami to Orlando 

1. My mother embarked on the last FEC passenger train trip from Fort Pierce, Florida, in 
the late 1960s. It was wonderful to get on .the passenger tra~n and debark in Rocky 
Mount, North Carolina. Later on rail transportation (now AMTRAK), could occur only 
for departure for the Treasure Coast in West Palm Beach or Okeechobee, Florida. · 

2. Much positive discussion has occurred for high-speed passenger service along the Miami 
to West Palm Beach area to the Orlando area. Large depots are being built to 
accommodate passengers, reduce pollution, etc. in those areas. Rail Freight and port 
expansion has also, though not as prevalent, been discussed as a result of the expansion 
of the Panama Canal capabilities. 

I do support high speed rail opportunities in those areas (Miami to West Palm Beach and 
West Palm Beach to Orlando, though not as currently proposed). 

NOT SUPPORTING ALL ABOARD FLORIDA for the Treasure Coast Area (Stuart, Fort 
Pierce, Vero Beach, etc.) 

1. Thirty-two passenger trains will "zip" through the Historic Districts WITHOUT ONE 
STOP plus INCREASED FREIGHT SERICE. The result as indicated by County 
Commissions in Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River Counties, etc. as well as for elected 
.officials and citizens of the various cities, such as Fort Pierce, Stuart, Vero Beach, have 
communicated clearly for various reasons to be NOT ALL ABOARD. 



Mr. John Winkle 
Page2 
December 3, 2014 

Some of the many reasons for additional review for the Treasure Coast are as follows: vibration 
testing of numerous high speed/freight trains through the Historic areas for stability of structures; 
health of Treasure Coast citizens having to wait for emergency vehicles to cross the tracks; 
safety for the FEC tracks, crossings apparatus and quiet zones; expanded tracks ensuring loss of 
historic roundabouts; the age/safety of crossing bridges for trains in the area over waterways; 
recreational boats waiting for draw bridge access for navigating North/South; loss of the 
restoration of these Historic areas for specific tourist investments in these downtown area cities, 
etc. Many of these Treasure Coast areas are meccas for tourists. ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 
HAS NO BENEFIT FOR THE TREASURE COAST-ONLY THE LOSS OF 
PARADISE!! 

1. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE CONSIDER OTHER OPTIONS FOR IDGH SPEED 
RAIL FOR THE TREASURE COAST as follows: 

A. From the Environmental Impact Statement, please consider Florida passenger-rail in 
one of the other locations; that is, next to Interstate 95, next to Florida's Turnpike; or 
along the CSX railway tracks in the middle of the state. Of course, FEC/Fortress 
Investment Group LLC (Florida All Aboard) prefers the Florida East Coast corridor 
that traverses the Historic downtowns of Fort Pierce, Stuart, and Vero Beach. It is to 
their benefit, not to any of the citizens of the Treasure Coast. 

B. Allow Florida All Aboard to continue what has already been started/constructed from 
Miami to West Palm Beach as well as the terminal in Orlando. 

C. PLEASE CONSIDER one of the alternate routes as outlined in the 
Environmental Impact Study IN ORDER TO SA VE THE IDSTORIC 
TREASURE COAST COMMUNITIES AND PARADISE. 

Please consider my request as just one citizen who has "real concern" as to the impact of Florida 
All Aboard. Yes, I support high speed rail as future centered but not to the destruction of the 
History and Beauty of the Treasure Coast! The Treasure Coast is a TREASURE! 

Sincerely, 

udith Joyner Wright 



Arthur F. Worden Jr. 
5061 N. Highway AlA, Apt.501 

Fort Pierce, Fl. 34949 

John Wmkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Subject: Proposed High Speed Rail - AAF 

November 30, 2014 

I am opposed to the proposed high speed rail system from Orlando to Miami 
as presently configured. 

The prime objection is the use of the present low speed rail system down the 
Treasure Coast. This gives rise to all the other objections and concerns of 
the affected population which is overwhelming. 

A cursory review of the successful high speed systems in Europe and Japan 
results ' in the following three basic requirements: 

1. A dedicated rail system for high speed trains only. 

2. Continuously welded one piece rails. 

3. Minimum crossings - preferably none. 

The system proposed meets none of these requirements. 

A system meeting these requirements could be built along the I-95 corridor 
or further west. If possible, such a system should be constructed with the 
possibility of future use for magnetic levitation which appears to be the 
system of the future . 

~~ 
Arthur F. Worden Jr., P.E. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

· 0 U.S. Deportment 
,,·. of Tro.hs·p. ortot .. io. h 
· , Federal Railroad 

· · Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: / 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Deportment 
of Transp6rfat:ion 
Federal Railroad 
A.d .. .. .. . m1n1strati0n - - . . - . 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email 

I 3 ~ Cf p~ faJ-'f-jJUJ_ ·r~'l) ll-u_l;t- D 

rori-' {)/~ /:L 31ff6-0 
Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 



4321 South Indian River Drive Fort 
Pierce, FL 34982 

Phone (772)461-0846 
Cell (772) 979-2987 

__ e_mail- donalderoot@aol.com __ 

October 30, 2014 

Dear Sir. 
My name is Donald E Root. I own a house that I grew up in 

at 209 Avenue E Fort Pierce Fl. The house was built in 1923 so 
is 101 years old It is located 50 feet from the rail road right of 
way. At this point the track is curved and the RR bed is elevated 
about 5 feet above my property this makes of a lot of dust and 
noise as well. My parents bought the house in 1944. It has been 
in our family for 70 years and as I am 7 4 my children have been 
instructed to never sell the house. It is in the Historical district 
known as Edgartown. If AAF comes threw with double tracks and 
the number of trains purposed it would be catastrophic to the 
property value. It would be an unbearable amount of DUST, 
NOISE and VIBRATION. The Tenant that currently lives there 
loves the area and the 100 + years old house. I do not think any 
one could live there under these conditions. I do not think I could 
get nor keep a tenant in that house. 

Please note on page two Lot # 3 is where my 100 + rental 
property is located and # 4 lot is my vacate lot that will be 
useless if the train traffic is increased the amount purposed. The 
property is located 2 blocks from the River Walk water front park 
and 5 blocks from the beautiful Fort Pierce City Marina. 

Sincerely 
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October 29, 2014 

4321 South Indian River Drive Fort 
Pierce, FL 34982 

Phone (772)461-0846 
Cell (772) 979-2987 

email- donalderoot@aol.com 

Dear sir, My name is Donald E Root and I my residence is juts 100 feet from 
the FEC right of way. The tracks are doubled here to allow the trains to pass 
each other. 

(Just north of midway road in Fort Pierce). 
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To Jensen Beach 

From South Indian river drive to the RR right of way is 244 ft. on the south side 
and 254 on the north side of my property. 

I built this house as an owner builder in 1972. I have never complained about 
the train traffic. HOWEVER with the addition of 32 high speed trains this 
seams to be unbearable and unnecessary. The secret rider ship is not there and 
every ticked sold is one less on the government subsidized Amtrak. As you 
can see in the second photo the distance between the road and savanna gets 
very slim at my location. I believe my water front 4 bedroom 3 bath 2 car 
garage and pool home will deprecate as much as $100,000. This would not 
work very well for me as I am a retired veteran and live on a fixed income. I 
would ask that this project be stopped before it destroys the peace and 
tranquility of the treasure coast. 

~~~ 
4321 South Indian River Drive 
Fort Pierce FL, 34982 
Phone 772 461-0846 
cell 772 979-2987 
email donalderoot@aol.com 
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Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement tl ~tS.; t>eppr:tment 
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The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written .comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vh b.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information : 

Name 9,~YV/1 /h(YYJ 
Address q1 to~ #flJ,I! l}t)tJh.ue, 

f;J,+ /(,;Y!b; Pt-Y1 ~tf&l 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington , D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr . Winkle: 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 fre ight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or businesses in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 

3200N.HighwayA1A Apt# ~ 

Fort Pierce, FL 34949-8807 



TO: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

FROM: Dr. and Mrs. Robert Norton 

1704 Coconut Drive 
Fort Pierce, FL 34949 

Table S-2 of the EIS Draft claims "no adverse effects on Communities and Demographics. "Those of us who Jive here disagree. For 

example, no where does it disclose the effect of bridge closings on automobile traffic. The DEIS is seriously flawed, using 

inaccurate including outdated data and analysis. Even these "public hearings" 

are flawed by a set-up that limits residents comments being recorded, and residents hearing from, learning from, and 

supporting other residents. 

Here is a summary: All Aboard Florida negatively impacts: 

• Our safety - the speed and frequency of trains creates serious issues for emergency services, evacuation, blocked crossings/ dangerous traffic light issues, 

crossings of young & senior citizens 

• Our economy -- tourism and older downtowns are highly impacted, SMALL Businesses disproportionately impacted 

• Our older neighborhoods - many are cut by RR tracks with double tracking & higher speeds 

• Our traffic - traffic snarls, traffic signals problematic 

• Water navigation - OLD RR bridge NOT to be replaced, RR water crossing NOT to be double-tracked -- so long delays, evacuation Issues during such as 

hurricanes, effectively eliminates Gulf to Intracoastal/Ocean 

• Environmental justice - All Aboard disproportionately impacts the safety of low income and minority populations -

• Our taxes - costs of roads/traffic signals, lower property values 

• Our air quality - cars Idling waiting for 32 high speed + 20 freight 

• Our water quality - boats Idling waiting for RR bridge openings, collisions 

• Our property values 

• Our wildlife - adding a 2nd set of RR tracks, 32 high speeds trips on multiple-tracked create frequency and speed problems for wildlife. 

In Stuart Florida - here is the impact 

• Average Freight Train length: 8,150 up to two miles long 

• Includes 2 locomotives and 101 freight cars 

• In Stuart Florida, a stopped train stretches across all 6 intersections within Stuart City limits - Joan Jefferson, Colorado, MLK, Florida, Dixie (Decker), 

Monterey 

In South Florida, we have to wonder if government officials hundreds of miles away in Washington realize how much we look to them to protect us from abuses. By 

living with the rumble of freight cars, waiting at crossings and bridges, and witnessing the situations where too many freight cars can ruin a beautiful downtown, we 

are constantly weighing the Impact of All Aboard Florida. 

Few people lived along Florida's largely pristine east coast when pioneer Henry Flagler bankrolled the first hotels and passenger rail service to serve them. Today, 

more than 7 million residents live in the coastal counties where a revival of passenger service is proposed along 195 miles of existing railroad right of way by hedge 

fund All Aboard Florida, a venture of Fortress Investment Group-owned Florida East Coast Industries. 

Pretend you are a 21st century Henry Flagler looking at Florida from space, planning to colonize this beautiful peninsula with its 1,200 miles of coastline. Would you 

use up valuable real estate within a few miles of some of the best beaches and most attractive communities anywhere to move freight? Using expensive noisy 

outdated technology? Flagler was a visionary. If he were alive, he would not expand a 19th century railroad with crumbling infrastructure and rusting bridges. That 

would be investing in buggy-whips. 

Now home to businesses and millions of year-round residents, the coastal route of the proposed passenger rail service using a right of way that has served Florida East 

Coast freight trains since the 19th century, is also packed with growing opposition. 

This project is not just deleterious to Florida, but to all taxpayers. If the project is publicly funded, the RRIF loan could require a public bailout if All Aboard 

defaults. Without highly populated cites such as Tokyo and Osaka, historically HSR projects have failed to meet profitable expectation. The unique topography of 

Florida coastal will be negatively impacted by trains traveling through. While MF boasts fantastical and unsubstantiated claims of increase in tourism and business, it 

also will delay emergency vehicles, create traffic jams, raise noise pollution, and block waterways along hundreds of miles of tracks. 

Further concerns are aging railroad bridges, noise pollution, increased deterioration of buildings due to train vibration, safety concerns of high speed trains being 

retrofitted to aging rail beds and grade level crossings, and decreased property values of homes in close proximity to train routes. 



Taxpayers will experience increased costs to upgrade railroad crossings maintained by local governments. The maintenance costs - that's taxpayer money. Martin 

County alone maintains 18 train crossings at an average cost of about $60,000 each. All to the benefit of an alleged "private venture" of a junk bond hedge fund. 

It's not that we hate trains, just unprofitable and unsafe trains retrofitted to old tracks that stop in the communities along the way 

funded by taxpayer dollars that irrevocably harm communities. 



Robert Nelson • Angelina Nelson 

October 27, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr . Winkle : 

3200 N. Highway AlA• Apt 509•Fort Pierce• FL 34949-8807 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed w ill create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or business in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at A1A and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or businesses in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 

N. Highway A1A Apt# tf {)J

Fort Pierce, FL 34949-8807 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or businesses in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 
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2400 S Ocean Drive #3635 
Ft. Pierce, FL 34949 
October 14, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E., Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We strongly urge you to say "No" to the proposed All Aboard Florida railroad, designated to run 
between Orlando and Miami, Florida. While studies may be conducted and indicate little impact on the 
local flora and fauna that cannot be mitigated, the negative effect on the human environment is 
unmeasurable. 

We know three counties intimately (Indian River, Martin, and St. Lucie). Together we have lived, 
worked, shopped, enjoyed local entertainment, and have had medical procedures in all three. All of 
these normal activities would be negatively impacted if32 additional trains ran through our small 
towns and cities. Tens of thousands residents would be similarly affected. 

The so-named All Aboard Florida may be good for their own business, but the outlook for local 
businesses is dismal. We are no longer small towns where the railroad ran parallel to the Indian River 
with nothing beyond. We now have businesses and populations almost equally divided on each side of 
the track. When the track runs right through the middle of town 32 times a day, how are we supposed to 
get to the grocery store, the dentist, the movies, the Walmart or Home Depot. While long waits may be 
a mere inconvenience to some, the delay of an ambulance or a fire/rescue unit could have deadly 
consequences. 

Furthermore, from October through April the large population on both Hutchinson Islands is funneled 
onto U.S. Highway I, which is already congested with numerous traffic lights that add to the tie-up. 
The release of a long line of traffic at every intersection affected by train traffic will increase the heavy 
traffic to a succession of bottlenecks further impeding north/south traffic. The result will be damaging 
to businesses and to ordinary citizens trying to negotiate their way through the Treasure Coast. 

It is unfathomable that such an impediment to the quality of life of Florida residents could even be 
considered, much less green-lighted by our government on any level: local, state, or national. 

Please stop this train wreck. 

Bettie A. Marshall 
Russell E. Marshall 



15 October 2014 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir, 

All Aboard Florida is a company proposing to establish passenger 
train service from Miami to Orlando. The company is not 
planning to accommodate potential passengers along the 
Treasure Coast of Florida,: A train cannot call itself a 
PASSENGER train if it does ,not plan to have passenger stations 
along its route. 

The recently-submitted environmental impact report on this 
project is regretful, in that the concerns of the towns and cities 
along the projected route were not addressed. As I am a 
resident of Ft. Pierce, and therefore the Treasure Coast, I am 
compelled to share my thoughts on this matter. Please keep in 
mind that Ft. Pierce has struggled for over 30 years to achieve a 
semblance of economic stability that attracts stable households 
and responsible citizens. I have participated in this effort. 

Ft. Pierce conceivably would have to face and deal with the 
following, should All Aboard Florida•s plan come to ·fruition: 

1. A decrease in residents and tourists, due to increased noise 
and traffic delays. I live 3 blocks from the tracks and can testify 
to the loudness of the trains and their horns, and to the 
frustration of spending many minutes waiting on the present 



---------------------------------------------------------

train traffic to pass. AAF is touting its goal of adding another 32 

trains a day. 

2. Small business failures in the downtown, due to the inability 
of people to access the area. Traffic from U.S. Highway 1 must 
cross the railroad tracks to patronize the downtown businesses. 
one must cross the tracks, as well, to get to the beachs and 
many of our marinas. 

3. Demoralization of the hopes and sp.irits of those who have 
worked to upgrade the city's image and reputation. I have been a 
Board member of Main Street, Ft. Pierce, and was instrumental in 
the founding of the third-most-highly-rated Farmers' Market in the 
United States, the Ft. Pierce Downtown Farmers' Market. One 
can only wonder, to what end? 

Ignoring the Treasure Coast is, of course, to All Aboard Florida's 
benefit and presents no inducement to residents of the Treasure 
Coast to support it. Obviously the company doesn't need us, and 
is willing to gamble on profits while ignoring the realities of life 
for those who live in its path. 

If a private company, which All Aboard Florida proclaims itself to 
be, cannot raise its own funding, and is allowed to contribute to 
the decline and destruction of the many small cities and towns 
along its tracks, it should do so without the backing of a federal 
agency. It would be, at the least, unethical for the Federal 
Railroad Administration to provide resources to a corporation 
that would detrimentally harm the very people who provide the 
dollars to maintain your agency. 

I love trains. I've ridden them along the east coast of the United 
States, and in Europe. I love trains that stop at small towns and 
provide a service. Passenger trains, the ones I'm used to, don't 
travel through the middle of residential and commercial areas, 
affecting the lives of people who will suffer from the "service". 



There are tracks west of town that can be utilized for this 
enterprise. Perhaps you can point this out to All Aboard Florida 
while handing them a resounding "NO" on its request for 

assistance. 

Ellen Mancini 
20 Orange Ave., #402 
Fort Pierce, FL 34950 

power2peep@yahoo.com 
772-532-0096 



Ila Lecato 
2104 Golfview Ct. 
Ft. Pierce, Fl 34950 

October 21, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. 
Room W38-31, Washington, D.C. 20590 

I live about one-half mile from the FEC tracks, and sometimes feel vibration in my house as a freight train 

passes through Ft. Pierce. I can't help but fear the likely damage to my home from frequent high-speed 

trains, as well as longer, heavier freight trains expected from the Suez Canal widening. 

When Henry Flagler built the FEC, Florida was an undeveloped frontier. He built the FEC to be able to get 

away from the cold of Northern Winters, and I am sure hoping for financial gain also. Many cities, large 

and small, were built on both sides of the tracks to receive and ship goods and people from Depots that 

were built. Some of these communities along The Treasure Coast have programs to preserve historical 

sites, and have received awards and recognition for their efforts, many of which could be destroyed by AAF. 

In addition to the addition of high-speed trains, ON ANCIENT TRACKS, additional tracks in some areas, 

noise, additional crossing closure time for boat and road vehicles, will destroy some of these communities' 

ambulance, fire, police and school bus response time. There is also the danger of accidents happening with 

HAZMAT freight shipments. 

The safest place for a high-speed European style rail, limited access, route would be the Sunshine State Turn 

Pike and the I-95 corridor, without, grade crossings. 

Ocean shipping could, and should, be used for additional freight expected from the Suez Canal widening. I 

understand Florida qualifies for federal grants under the American Marine Highway Program which would 

make it better possible to compete against government subsidized rail and trucking. Treasure Coast Coll-

eges have marine technology, ocean engineering and ocean science centers for highly skilled, well paying 

Jobs. I do not want AAF along the Treasure Coast! 

I have read every thing I could about AAF, but due to age and disability, am unable to attend any meetings. 

l) l! (-

Sincerely, ~ ,~ 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at A1A and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or businesses in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 

fill "I N. Highway AlA Apt# I l> 03 LV 

Fort Pierce, FL 34949-8807 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comme.nts may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
/J1Y£l ;t!UL~ 

Address 516 7 ,J./_ f-ltte,,.,1 /J rA Z!::i: cf.CJ 

FT;. ?1t:!2-cE' Pc, <S'f 94·r 
email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 

i(e/!e1-462 @' u,-6.l ~ ColL{_-
' 



Mr. HGro\d Jacobson 
26 Harbourls!e Dr. W. 
Unil 103 

•~- ... -·..,. fort Pierce, fl 34949-2778 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

805 S. Indian River Dr. 
Ft. Pierce. Fl. 34950 
November 26 2014 

I am writing in opposition to the proposed ALL ABOARD FLORIDA HI - SPEED 
TRAIN that would travel through my town and my community at speeds up to 110 mph -
32 times a day. 

It is totally ridiculous to run trains at high speed through coastal communities along the 
treasure coast that have been known for there quite, reserved living standards that have 
appealed to so many who sought Florida and the coastal communities for a more relaxed 
place to enjoy there retirement years. 

The untold environmental and safety hazards created by 32 trains a day will destroy the 
economic progress that has been made in Ft. Pierce and neighboring communities. These 
cities and the residential areas will be hampered by the untold noise and vibrations. 

Passenger service was suspended by FEC railroad many years ago. Ed Ball head of FEC 
realized passenger services was a losing enterprise. Amtrak is a glaring example of the 
:financial burden it has placed on the U.S. Government. 

The HI-speed passenger service is not needed and never be needed along the mid-Florida 
east coast communities. 

NOT ALL ABORARD 

Cc: Andrew Phillips 
Army Corp of Engineers 



TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

zolline holcomb 
119 Balsa Road 
Ft. Pierce, Florida 34946 

Page S-23, Table S-2 of the EIS Draft regarding Alf Aboard Florida states that there will be "no effect on public health and 

safety" with an "Overall beneficial effect on public health, safety and security." 

This statement, in a biased document paid for and written by All Aboard Florida, is absolutely untrue. Federal tax 

funds should not be spent for this private project, which will decimate our South East Florida coastal towns. 

The AAF DEIS is completely partial and shamefully prepared, with the twisted summarizations and incongruous 

conclusions drawn in the report. Safety concerns were tossed along the wayside. The grade crossings details are 

frighteningly indicative of the company's lack of regulation in this project. AAF's attempt to regulate navigation of 

intracoastal waters is an outrage! (but an example of FEC history repeating itself) Mitigation measures in the 

Treasure Coast are ridiculously ineffective in reducing the impact of AAF on our safety and quality of life 

This project will do great harm to Public Safety andEmergency Responders. There are 156 at grade crossings in the 

Brevard, Martin, Indian River, St. Lucie and Palm Beach County alone compared to 11 grade crossings on the route 

from Washington, DC to Boston. Grade crossings are where accidents do occur. 

The sheer density of at grade crossings is staggering - often more than 1 per mile! Drivers can expect crossings to 

be closed 54 times a day or three times an hour, compared to once an hour now. 

Martin County has 25 grade crossings in 26 miles of track; 10 are in the town of Stuart. 

Brevard County has 55 crossings in 42 miles of track 

Indian River County has 30 crossings in 21 miles of track 

St Lucie County has 20 crossings in 22 miles of track 

Palm Beach County has 26 crossings in18 miles of track 

The FEC now carries about 14 freight trains a day, but that's expected to increase to 20 a day by 2016. This number 

is projected to multiply with the expansion of canal and Miami shipping. A substantial increase of the already 

burdensome freight traffic could paralyze Treasure Coast Towns. Adding 32 high-speed passenger trains would 

potentially shut them down indefinitely for hours per day. 

In addition there will be a substantial increase delays for emergency vehicles, ambulances, fire department, and 

police vehicles needing immediate access to therefore endangering human life. Neither the CSX nor the FEC will ever 

be the proper corridor of a true high-speed express train like the bullet trains in Japan or the TGV in France. A true 



high-speed train is a major commitment and has to be done right. 

Sincerely, 
zolline holcomb 



John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

November 15, 2014 

We are residents of the Treasure Coast in Florida and are writing to protest the All Aboard 
Florida high speed passenger rail service plan as presented in the environmental impact 
statement. This was clearly not an unbiased plan as it was written by consultants hired by the 
rail company. 

The prospect of sixteen round trips per day between Orlando and Miami is absurd. These trips 
in addition to increased freight traffic from the widening of the Panama Canal and the 
expansion of South Florida ports will mean 52 daily interruptions of land and water traffic 
through the cities on the Treasure Coast. How can this not create a negative impact on 
emergency vehicles and also create horrible traffic congestion in heavily used areas? We have 
bridges that cannot accommodate increased rail traffic and the multiple closings will cause an 
undue marine burden. 

We have not even mentioned the increased costs to local municipalities required to maintain 
safe rail crossings. Issues of sound and noise pollution and dangerous vibrations also need to 
be addressed. We are in an area asked to make multiple sacrifices with no rewards. 

AAF wants to borrow 1.6 billion dollars from the federal government. If their high speed rail 
service fails, who picks up the cost of the loan? This is precarious since all passenger rail 
systems lose money and require government subsidy. I cannot imagine the demand for 32 daily 
trips between Orlando and Miami. So what have we got? We have a bankrupt passenger rail 
system, paid for by the people, and an improved freight transport system left to make the 
investors money. 

The little people lose again. 

A new passenger rail service through the middle of Florida would cause much less 
environmental impact. Of course.East Coast Industries doesn't own the tracks in the middle of 
the state and is very unlikely to arrive at an accommodation with the company that does. So 
from our point of view, the current plan has the great potential to cause significant personal and 
environment harm and end up being a financial windfall for the company at taxpayer's expense. 

Sincerely yours, 

a~A~~ o~LJJ~L 
Anita and Allen Greenstein 
3100 North A 1 A Apt PhC3 
Fort Pierce, Florida 34949 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., S. E., Room W38-3 l 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

458 Bridlewood Way 
Fort Pierce, FL 34945 
November 10, 2014 

My husband and I would like to advise you that we are very much against the All 
About Florida venture. We feel the route chosen for the train is a very bad one. It would 
have made sense to have the train go a more inland route using the rails that Amtrac 
uses. Sending it along the east coast where it disrupts downtown areas in several cities 
we think is a terrible idea. 

It also will greatly slow down the boat traffic in Martin County. Of great concern 
is the slowing down of emergency vehicles to the people who need lifesaving help. Of 
course the poor people who live near the railroad will suffer tremendously from the 
noise and vibration created all hours of the day and night. 

We think this whole matter should be reconsidered and abandoned. 

Sincerely yours, 

1) .QJw- QJ ·~ 
r1. -~ 

Vern D. Gosney ~~r-
'--"" 

Marie M. Gosney 



Elizabeth Kay Gibson 

Mr . John Winkle 

3200 N Highwa y Al A, Apt 801; Fort Pierc e, FL 34949 
772-489-2141 

Email : beachhouse801@yahoo .com 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Reference: Environmental Impact Statement, All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

November 17, 2014 

Published statements issued to the Press by the Commissioners of St. Lucie County 
Florida take exception to many assertions within the Environmental Impact Statement that was 
produced by All Aboard Florida. A reading of those statements indicates that AAF has attempted to give 
the impression that their tracks run through the undeveloped hinterlands and would have little to no 
impact on the general public of this part of Florida known as the Treasure Coast. That impression could 
not be farther from the truth. 

My husband and I are relative newcomers to Florida so we are not personally familiar 
with many parts of the state through which the FEC tracks pass. We are intimately familiar however 
with a section of St. Lucie County known as St. Lucie Village, a small historic community- one of the 
oldest in St Lucie County- which has five streets which lead from Old Dixie Highway to the quaint 
community- each of those five streets crossing over the single rail track. (Old Dixie Highway was the 
original north-south route prior to construction of Route 1 which was the north-south route until 1-95 
was constructed in recent years.) It is in this St. Lucie Village area that AAF is proposing the addition of 
two more sets of tracks of as much as five miles in length that would provide the ability to shunt off 
sections of freight trains so as to allow the unimpeded passage of the 100-mph passenger trains . 

On the attached document titled St. Lucie County Preserves, I have encircled on the map 
the area where this trackage would be placed. As you can see, St. Lucie County has four Preserves in 
that same area. Preserve 27 "Harbor Branch" is newly acquired and plans are being formulated to 
develop it for use by the public . The parking area for Preserve 2, lndrio Scrub, is just feet from the west 
side of the present trackage for Florida East Coast Railway. Preserves 3 and 4, D. J. Wilcox and St. Lucie 



Village Heritage Park are located entirely to the east side of the present track and appear to abut the 
railroad's right of way. 

Preserves 2, 3, and 4 are all developed with improved trail systems. On Preserves 3 and 
4 St. Lucie County has spent thousands of dollars adding amenities such as viewing stands, trail benches, 
picnic tables, and interpretive signage. These Preserves are a wonderful resource for all of the County's 
citizens but especially its families . 

St. Lucie Village Heritage Park is especially important in that it is utilized for teaching our 
local history which is very rich, dating back to the period of the Seminole Wars which were actively 
fought in this area. The entrance into the trail network at this park includes a large playground which is 
a favorite place for families on weekends and during the week when schools are not in session. 

In addition to the overall Preserve map I also enclose interpretive trail maps for the 
lndrio Scrub, D. J. Wilcox and St. Lucie Village Heritage Park. People are used to the slow-moving freight 
trains which historically have passed through St. Lucie County for decades. However I believe it is 
inappropriate for 100-mile an hour trains to transit through this area 32 times a day cutting off access to 
the natural areas and history of St. Lucie County and potentially endangering individuals, particularly 
young children, who live and visit this area. 

In 1952 my father's truck was struck by a train in the State of Massachusetts when 
railroad warning signals failed to operate properly. He and his worker were injured, but they survived. 
A week later an entire family was killed at that crossing. I am well aware that anything mechanical can 
fail on its own and/or because of human failure. In an area like St. Lucie Village where no less than five 
roads plus many driveways and pathways pass over the railway's tracks and where visitors to the public 
Preserves may be unfamiliar with the potential hazards that await them, it will be only a matter of time 
before we are witness to accidents . 

On these considerations alone, I would ask your office to deny approval and 
construction of this ill-thought enterprise. 

Sincerely, 

u41tK~::'1 Cpds{k_ 
Cc: Board of Commissioners, St. Lucie County 

Enclosures: St. Lucie County Brochures: 
"St. Lucie County Preserves" 
D. J. Wilcox Preserve Interpretive Trail 
lndrio Scrubs Interpretive Trail 
St. Lucie Village Heritage Park Interpretive Trail 



Date_ fl __ / f_t l_,__4 _ 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable . 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or businesses in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 

,.,,....--
3200 N. Highway AlA Apt# JD:> 
Fort Pierce, FL 34949-8807 
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Date 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or businesses in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 

I 3200 N. High ay AlA Apt#~ 

Fort Pierce, FL 34949-8807 



November 5, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sirs: 

Having looked over the 522-page report by consultants commissioned by the Florida East 
Coast Railroad, I am compelled to weigh in on All Aboard Florida's (AAF) plan, which provides 
more questions than answers. 

The first of dozens of reasons against the AAF proposal is the Federal Government 
should not finance a private venture that will not succeed and leave tax payers paying the bill. No 
one will ride this train between Orlando and Miami when you can rent a car and get there 
cheaper and faster. We already have the cheap train Amtrak offers from Orlando to Miami for 
$43 and it takes five hours with a nice view of central Florida - probably in a rail car all to 
yourself. 

If it costs $100 per person, what family of four is going to spend $400 to take the train 
from Maim to Orlando when they can rent a car, get there quicker at a fraction of the cost? 

It makes perfect sense for you to finance a real bullet train - like the ones they use in 
China - in the Turnpike right of way as originally proposed. The Treasure Coast Chapter of the 
American Institute of Architects unanimously agreed that no high speed rail should run through 
the downtowns of all the cities from Sebastian to Tequesta. The western route is the only 
possibility to spare the destruction of the communities affected by the current proposal. A real 
bullet train makes sense, and it would be much faster than 110 mph. People will ride it. It might 
not initially pay for itself, but it would be infrastructure in place for years to come. That was the 
original plan for the bullet train when voters approved it by constitutional amendment. 

Sad to say, but AAF is little more than an attempt to scam the Federal Railroad 
Administration into subsidizing expansion of FEC Railway lines to accommodate cargo coming 
through the Panama Canal for the newer, deeper South Florida ports. Let them find private 
investors to pay for their additional tracks and improvements. If the numbers are there, investors 
will come. Please don't allow AAF to sucker the Federal Government into financing a project 
that has no chance of success. We have yet to see a feasible ridership study to justify this $1.6 
billion in tax payer money. 

Before the Federal Railroad Administration approves arty financing of All Aboard 
Florida as currently proposed, you must consider the devastating impacts to property values 
4,711 waterfront property owners west of the Stuart FEC Crossing at the St. Lucie River. They 
live along the North and South Forks of the St. Lucie River and their property values are a direct 
function of their ocean access. If the railroad bridge is only open for boats less than 20 minutes 
per hour - based on current freight trains and the 3 2 proposed passenger trains during daylight 



hours - then the traffic jam of boaters trying to go boating will be a serious danger to navigation 
to and from the St. Lucie Canal, which connects to Fort Myers and the Gulf of Mexico. There are 
also thousands of St. Lucie County boaters who won't be able to go to the Gulf or enjoy the 
South and North Forks of the St. Lucie River. There are plenty of tales of 40-minute waits in 
heavy currents for the Stuart railroad bridge to go back up and again allow boater traffic to go 
east or west. 

The same is true for thousands of waterfront property owners west of the much lower 
railroad bridge in Tequesta. For unknown reasons, this ill-advised proposal does not include an 
additional rail crossing at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee or Miami Rivers. These are obvious choke 
points for rail and boating traffic. The choke point in Stuart is just minutes away from the St. 
Lucie Inlet where boaters can reach the Atlantic Ocean after crossing the state from the Gulf of 
Mexico in Fort Myers. 

The last argument against any federal money for AAF is the damage that will be done to 
the small towns in the wake of this shameful attempt to push this through against the opposition 
of virtually every citizen from Sebastian to Tequesta. 

Officials from Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties are extremely concerned about 
the negative impact on emergency vehicles in life threatening situations. And they will tell you 
people will die if this project is approved. 

This is not the route for "allegedly" high speed rail as proposed and please don't give 
them money to wreck our way of life and destroy our property values. 

Sincerel y, 
.. •' 

/~~~d 
Lori Van Dien 
Ridge Ave, Fort Pierce, Florida, 34982 



Robert DeSalvio • Eileen DeSalvio 

October 28, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

3200 N. Highway AlA• Apt SlO•Fort Pierce• FL 34949-8807 

We live within Fort Pierce City limit on North Hutchinson Island. We firmly oppose the All Aboard 

Florida's planned hi-speed passenger rail service. 

All Aboard Florida plans to operate as many as 32 train trips a day between Orlando and Miami. This proposal 

will add to the currently 16 freight trains. As many as 48 trains will be crossing the intersection at AlA and 

North Federal Highway, which is the only exit point from North Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County. The 

same scenario applies to exiting the north end of South Hutchinson Island at the intersection of Seaway Drive 

and US 1. 

Whether we travel to conduct any City, County or Federal government business, shopping or seek 

medical services, including emergency, we must crossover the causeway. The addition of All Aboard 

Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service as proposed will create potential delays for 

emergency response for police, fire and ambulances,. The passenger trains will run an additional 3 to 4 

more delays per hour between 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This is unacceptable. 

We believe there is no advantage to the residents or business in St Lucie County or the City of Fort 

Pierce. 

Respectfully yours, 



David L. Dale 
4701 S. Indian River Drive 
Ft. Pierce, FL 34982 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I attended the FRA meeting at the Port St. Lucie Civic Center on November 61
h. First let 

me express my dismay at the way the meeting was structured. There was no opportunity 
to let others know my opinion except to put a piece of paper into a black box. 

But the most revealing thing was that one could not tell the difference between FRA and 
AAF representatives. They both just touted the supposed benefits and downplayed the 
very real deficiencies of the plan. Very disappointing. At the least I had hoped that the 
FRA people would be neutral. 

The damage to those ofus who live in the affected areas (or should I say infected areas) is 
well known. The greatly increased noise, vibration and pollution, the delay in response 
time for ambulances and fire trucks, the drop in property values, the devastation to the 
vitally important marine industry, etc, etc. 

In addition to these there is one other that has been largely overlooked and that is the 
danger to wildlife (the trains will pass through five preserves and state park refuges) 
both to their lives (they are accustomed to trains going 50 MPH, not 110 MPH) and to 
their breeding habits. Any wildlife biologist will testify that the vast increase in vibrations 
and noise will have a negative effect on breeding. This was completely glossed over. 

The animal population in these preserves include a number of federally designated 
endangered and protected species such as the bald eagle, the scrub jay ( about which the 
Audubon Society has already expressed concern), gopher tortoises, alligators and others 
possibly even including Florida panthers, of which there have been a number of credible 
sightings. 

AAF may even be violating the federal laws that protect these species and if so the FRA 
will be complicit in this violation. 

I urge you to reject the AAF application for the. $1.6 billion in taxpayer funds. To inflict 
this damage on us and then wantus, as taxpayers, to pay for it surpasses all belief. This 
is akin to forcing prisoners to dig their own graves. 

~~ 
David L. Dale 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

1701 Gulfstream Avenue 
Apartment 723 

Ft. Pierce, FL 34949 
December 2, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing to express the opposition of my family and me to the current plan by All 
Aboard Florida (AAF) to provide passenger train service between Miami and Orlando. Our 

concerns are many, including but not limited to: public safety, health, environmental, economic, 
navigation, marine industries, municipal budgets, noise/vibration, community cohesion, and 
quality of life. 

We are well aware of the benefits of mass transit and support it as a way to ease our 
congested roads. That said, we do not support AAF as currently proposed. It offers nothing to 
the Treasure Coast. It won't ease congestion in our area, because AAF will travel through, but 
no~ stop, in this region. Flying through the Treasure Coast 32 times a day, AAF offers this 
region none of its services or benefits, but it requires that we absorb all of its harmful effects. 
Hundreds of thousands of people and the land on which they live and work get all of the 
negatives and none of the positives. That should not be allowed to take place. There are 
reasonable alternatives. 

We live in Ft. Pierce, in an area that is ori the east side of the tracks. Our citizens are 
mostly people of modest means. Many are elderly; many are minorities. They will not be able 
to utilize AAF, but they will have to absorb its negative effects. This is an old city that still has 
small businesses and residents housed in quaint, historic buildings surrounding the railroad 
tracks. They will be damaged. All of our public services, schools, shopping, etc. are located on 
the other side of the tracks. Our towns will be cut in half, with constant delays, inadequate 
crossings, and costly maintenance. 
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Although we are residents of Ft. Pierce, the above described factors will be present in the 
other counties around us who will have AAF rolling through, but not stopping for passengers or 
freight. Individuals who own homes or businesses in the area will see their property values 
plummet and business revenues decline. Tourism is a major factor here, but AAF will bring us 
no tourists. 

In short, the disruption and environmental damage from AAF will have a huge negative 
impact on our people and the economy of the Treasure Coast. The draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) is incomplete, misleading, and ignores the facts about the negative effects of 
AAF on our region. If it is true that the report was funded by AAF, then its inadequacy comes as 
no surprise. In short, the decision-making process reflects a flawed system, in which it appears 
that the outcome is predetermined. This is unfortunate, as it results in public cynicism. A 
common view is: "Money talks. This is a done deal. Nobody cares about our region." 

As for specific observations about the draft EIS, I incorporate by reference in this letter 
the various comments that have been already presented to you from the City of Fort Pierce, the 
County of St. Lucie, elected representatives and municipal authorities, as well as numerous civic 
organizations from across our region. Please consider my and their comments in preparing your 
final report. 

There must be a better way to bring passenger train service to south and central Florida. 
There are reasonable alternatives that must be explored. As currently proposed, AAF is a bad 
deal for the Treasure Coast. It requires our region to absorb all of its negatives but receive none 
of its benefits. We are a large region with a large population. Please do not ignore us. Many 
unanswered questions remain. Please help us get the answers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

~r-?h~-
Dan M. Cushman 



Diane Caldwell 
······················································································································································· 

.November 9, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to express my concerns regarding the "All Aboard Florida" high speed railway project slated 
for deployment in my area in the near future. 

I am concerned that trains traveling through the area at 110 MPH will pose a danger to the residents . 

I am concerned that the 16 round trips (32 total speed throughs per day) will snarl traffic, and those of us 
who have to work for a living will spend our lives waiting for trains to finally go past. You say the 
inconvenience to auto traffic will be minimal. What ifthere is a breakdown? What ifthere is vandalism to 
the train tracks causing a derailment? The delays could be lengthy. Under the current train system, I have 
to wait 10 minutes for regular trains to go by. How long will I have to wait in the future? Will I have to 
pack a tent, sleeping bag, non-perishable food and emergency water just to make a trip from home to the 
mall in the next county? 

I am concerned that emergency vehicles (police, fire, and ambulance) will not be able to assist those who 
are in need due to endless waiting for trains to get through town. How many people will die courtesy of the 
All Aboard Florida trains? 

As far as the "homeland security" aspect of"All Aboard Florida", that is nonsense . If the people 
responsible for the security of the nation want to insure traffic flow through the state, and are concerned 
terrorists might attack 1-95, the LAST place to put high speed rail is right next to 1-95! Anyone with an 
ounce of sense would realize the best place to run this boondoggle of a train would be in the center of the 
state where it would only inconvenience the occasional cow, and some scrub palms trees. 

The reaction to this dubious project might be more positive if there were ANY benefit accruing at all to the 
people living on the east coast of Florida whose lives, towns and roads are going to be demolished by the 
endless procession of 110 MPH trains. 

We do not want these trains . Please do not bring them to Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River Counties. 

Thank you 



TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Amy Boyd 
3790 Spinnaker Court Fort Pierce, FL 34946 

It is not just a little problem of impatient "yachties" waiting. As illustrated by Barbara Cook, The St. Lucie River 

is not just another Florida river. It stands apart from the New River and Loxahatchee River and Miami 

River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some county roads. It is the equivalent of 

the Panama Canalfor vessels transiting via the Okeechobee Waterway from the Atlantic Ocean to the 

Gulf of Mexico. Just as the Panama Canal is the only way to get from the Atlantic to the Pacific without 

going around notorious Cape Horn, the Okeechobee Waterway is the only way for vessels to transit 

from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean without going south around the Florida Keys (for shallow

draft vessels) or Key West (for deep-draft vessels). 

The railroad trestle across the St. Lucie River in Stuart is the motor vehicle equivalent of a traffic bottleneck closing 

Interstate 95, possibly for the ,majority of each daylight hour, considering All Aboard Florida plans of 32 transits per 

day, with most, if not all, during daylight hour$. In its closed position~ the trestle allows passage of boats that require 

clearance. of less than of 6_.2 feet, only the tiniest of poats .. The trestle is not just another, modern drawbridge. It is an 

ancient 100-year-old mechanism that opens and closes with the speed of a backward-facing turtle. It thus requires 

closures commencing well in advance of any approaching train, with sufficient advance time to alert and. slow 

commercial barge traffic to complete passage prior to commencing its downward path. The Environmental Impact 

Statement says a closure cycle takes 15 minutes. That is not what I and others have measured,.from red light to green 

light to coordination with opening the old Roosevelt vehicle bridge afe~ feet to the west of the trestle. Every time I have 

passaged the trestle, it takes 30 minutes to complete an open-and-close cycle, measured.from the time the trestle red light 

heralds an approaching train, when vessels must halt their approach and when the old Roosevelt bridge tender will no 

longer open on request, including the time when the train passes sufficiently far to permit commencement of the closing 

process, to the time the green light once ag~in alloi6s passage of vess~ls ~nd the old Roosevelt.Bridge tender will once 

again open on request "after vehicle traffic clears". 

The plan is for 32 All Aboard Florida mostly daylight-traveling trains. Add that to the current 22.freight trains. Even 

assuming all the.freight trains travel at night (which they do not), at 30 minutes per eventthat·is.16 hours when boat 

traffic cannot passage! That is more daylight hours than there are in December. That effectively closes down Florida's 

Panama Canal completely t<? the thousands of.vessels.that pass through the St.Lucie Lock on their passage.from the Gulf 

of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean. Those vessels inclu~e the new yachts that manufacturers bring to and.from the boat 

shows in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, St. Pete, Newport and beyond, the many commercial barges, the yachts of cruisers and 

snowbirds headed home or to the Bahamas or to the Gulf on their way to Mexico, Texas and other states north and west, 

as well as the many casual recreational local boaters who live on the west side of the trestle. 



It is not just about impatient yachties having to wait. The Okeechobee Waterway is a lifeline for Florida vessels 

transiting behveen the Gulf and the Atlantic, a lifeline that All Aboard Florida threatens to choke to its 

waterway death. 

Sincerely, 
Amy Boyd 



Dear Mr. John Winkle, 

117 South Indian River Lane 
Fort Pierce, FL 34982 
October 12, 2014 

How can there be a honest, clean and believable - "Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DETS)" for All Aboard Florida. All 
Aboard Florida has picked the group and paid the people who will write the 
statement. There should have been an independent group, with no 
strings attacked. Of course it is going to say what they "All Aboard Florida" 
want it to say. This additional R/R line will not only hurt our environment, but 
also hurt many of the citizens who live in the community, through which those 
tracks will so terrible violate. The loud noise and rumbling of the earth is a 
real violation of those small quite communities, there are a lot of better ways 
to spend our hard earned tax dollars. This just is not Right!! 

Can you please help, do the right thing and don't allow them to 
get the 1.6 billion dollars of tax payer's money. 

Keep it out of the politicial arena. Please. 



great~ " 
fort lauderdale 

alliance I gg~1~Wd 
Life. Less taxing . 

November 10, 2014 

John Winkle 
Transportation lnduat,y Analyst 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New JerMy Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

110 East Broward Blvd. 
Suite 1990 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301 

954 .524 .3113 I local 
954 .524 .3167 I fax 
800 . 7 41 .1420 I toll free 

It la my pleasure to write on behalf of the Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance, the official public/private partnership 
for economic development in Broward County. Our mission 19 to focus on creating, attracting, expanding and 
ratainlng high-wage Jobs and capital inveltment In our region, develop more vibrant communities, and improve 
the quality of tlfe for our area's cttizens. 

All Aboard Florida Is a welcome relief to the growing chaflenges we face in mobilizing people to and from some 
of ou~ .~t ~o~.~~-~ ~O _provide tourists, business and leisure travelers alike with a convenient, cost
eff~ ~ ~~~: '.}'.~project will be able to move large numbers of people, reducing the need for 
add~?Sr,~~·:~::~r already congested highways. We understand there are concema In regard to 
boat~:~ the. ~~YI.~ ~ta._AII Aboard Florida trains wffl traverse, and we believe those concema can 
bt addre,sect and ahbillcl t,e;· 1 We ·a1ao understand there are concerns from residents along the corridor that 
should be taken into account as wall, and/~ ~~;.~i9:con~~ and attention to their concerns that 
must be a vital part of the process. 

We also understand the Importance of thla project and what It means for Florida's economy: $6.4 bUflon In direct 
economic Impact In the next 8 years; $65~,.mUI~ In federal , state, and local government tax revenue through 
2021, over 10,000 jobs on average through rait line construction (mid 2014 - 2016), and over 5,000 jobs on 
average per,y; ar. after rail line con tructlon I completed through 2021. 

Therefore, I am writing to express support for the project and to offer any assistance the Alliance can provide in 
helping this project be a win for the residents and businesses of Florida. 

'• • • ·· .J ;:.::: ;., ! : ., . ·• :·: ' ,' :! " I , , . • • :: 

Alliance: Partnership for Economic Growth 
i •. i ·,:: ; ·. ~ ·:-- Broward County's Official Economic Development Partnership 
'.• ·. . .' ·: .·.· . •. · www.gfl .alltar.1c:e .. org ::1 '-"" · 1·. ;_:, 

~-. ' . . ~.: < ·: ':::'. ;: •·'; ; : - .· .. 



10/27/2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would 
re-establish passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic 
impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, 
the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up 
to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along 
the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South 
and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and 
result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation 
choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the 
following to be especially true, "The Project would have a beneficial impact on the 
passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation 
challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey A Pearson 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 



greater FORT LAUDERDALE 

November 7, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administrator 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

CONVENT ION & VISITORS BUREAU 

It is my pleasure to write on behalf of the GFLCVB, whose mission is to increase 
hotel room nights and economic development to the economy of Broward 
County. 

I want to thank you for allowing our staff to learn more about All Aboard Florida 
and inviting us to witness the unveiling of the Fort Lauderdale train station. 

The key to building a balanced transportation network rests in healthy intrastate 
cooperation. All Aboard Florida offers potential relief to the growing challenges 
we face in mobilizing people to and from our destination. It could provide 
tourists, business and leisure travelers alike a travel solution within Florida. 

As the initial stages of construction begins, our industry wishes you great success 
as you resolve any remaining issues and move toward completion in 2021. 

Best Regards, 

Sr. VP, Greater Fort Lauderdale Convention & Visitors Bureau 

100 East Broward Boulevard , Suite 200 , Fort Lauderdale , FL 33301 • (954) 765-4466 • fax (954) 765-4467 



Carol Yanaros 
1639 'Ilmmb Point Dr 
Fort Pierce , FL 34949 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project c~ U.S. Dep.artme.nf 
of Transportation 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement ~ Federal Railroad 
~ Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

6142 SE Georgetown Place 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

Emergency vehicles access needs to be addressed much more fully in the EIS. According 
to the All Aboard Florida website, AAF "is committed to working with city and local 
officials to ensure that appropriate communications and logistics are in place so that 
response times for emergency vehicles are not impacted." 

These communications include publishing schedules for crossing closures so emergency 
vehicles are aware of potential blockages ahead of time and additional warning measures 
to alert these vehicles of any schedule changes. 

But none of these address the real problem. In an emergency, ambulances and fire trucks 
must take the most direct route to the problem area. Rerouting such vehicles to a more 
indirect route could result in serious injury or even death. Further, while AAF trains are 
supposed to pass through crossings in "less than 60 seconds," that time alone could be 
critical to the patient being transported. Finally, the reality is that only the first car in line 
faces such a short delay. In season, an ambulance could easily be number 15 in line, thus 
facing a more extensive delay that the passenger may not survive. 

These delays of life-saving vehicles must be considered as critical, negative impacts in 
the EIS. People's lives are at stake. 

Sincerely, 

ft1a ?f~ 
Rose Fallon 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 
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If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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November 26, 2014 

To: Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200New Jersey Ave., SE. Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida (AAF) 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

In May of 1997, my wife and I purchased a piece of property in fee simple and 
improvements on the east side of and adjacent to the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad 
tracks. We later learned that the tracks had at one time been a double track through the 
area, which is today a single track totally dedicated to freight transportation. When we 
purchased we were concerned about our proximity to the tracks and, subsequently, took 
action to modulate its noise and vibration impact on our enjoyment of our new home by 
planting a large number of trees both on our property and unimproved property closer to 
the tracks with permission from the owner. Subsequently, we added an addition to our 
home that included two bedrooms and a screen porch on the west side of our property 
facing the tracks. We, also, had a contractor fill with cement the hollow portion of the 
concrete brick construction giving us a total concrete barrier between the train and our 
living quarters. Ultimately, my wife and I chose to retire here in Florida, and we have 
now lived happily in that home for the past 17 years. We have been conscious of the fact 
that the freight traffic has become heavier, the length of the trains increased, and more 
recently, the number of trains more frequent. 

I am a lawyer by training who has had a career in a private practice, served as a Public 
Service Commissioner in the State of Missouri, was a charter member of the United 
States Postal Rate Commission, and then served 23 years as a corporate executive prior 
to retirement. As a Public Service Commissioner, I conducted hearings authorizing the 
take-off of intrastate passenger travel of the railroads then serving cities between St. 
Louis and Kansas City. The railroads were in a contest not to be the last trains authorized 
to discontinue service between the two cities. At the Postal Rate Commission I 
participated in the first rate case that authorized, among other things, raising the first
class stamp rate from six to eight cents. That first rate case lasted a full year and a half 
and involved drafting the rules of procedure, hearing the evidence presented by the 
postal service employees and customers, and making findings of fact and conclusions of 
law. 

My wife went to work for IBM as a programmer in 1958 and then founded her own 
information technology services business, Systems Service Enterprises, Inc. (SSE) in 
1966 that continues to this day under the leadership of our daughter. My wife was 
privileged to serve on the Eighth District Federal Reserve Board in St. Louis for five 
years, concluding her term as Chairman of the Board for the last two years. 

Arguments Against AAF 1 11/26/2014 



At issue is the FEC's initiative called All Aboard Florida (AAF) to introduce high-speed 
rail passenger service between Miami and Orlando on its freight tracks. We will not 
attempt here to address the laws governing the administrative hearings and the denial of 
the right of cross examination by the railroad's procedures, which presumably will be 
addressed by the courts. Suffice it to say that the FEC Open Hearings on the 
Environmental Statement (EIS) draft, denied the right of citizens to be heard. The 
hearings were a sham. There was no hearing; it was only an opportunity for the FEC to 
educate the attendees about its AAF proposal. 

The key concerns are summarized as follows: 

Transportation: 
The idea that the yet to be built locomotives, pulling passenger trains a 110 miles per 
hour through populated areas of the Treasure Coast, is ill-conceived. First of all, the 
locomotives to pull such passenger trains have not been designed yet; and no contracts 
for their production and delivery have been signed, in so far as any public notice has been 
given. Further, there is no information available about the design of the train passenger 
cars themselves. The public has been required to rely only on the statements from the 
AAF that their target for operations is sometime in 2016. 

Safety: 
Safety concerns have not been addressed. In fact, the only information from 
AAF has been that they plan to use existing rail facilities used for their freight trains, 
which do not travel at more than 60 miles per hours, and only then have limited space 
along the rail lines. 

We were told by AAF representatives at the Public Open Hearing that we attended on 
Salerno Road on Oct. 30th that there were plans for new train signals along the line 
which would be specifically designed for the new high speed trains, but no further 
information is available. The idea of using existing freight facilities for passenger trains 
travelling at 110 miles per hour is without merit. 

Emergency Response: 
The Robe Sound area where we own residential property along the existing freight line is 
accessible only by crossing the railroad tracks; and, therefore in cases of emergencies, 
with the increased number of closed crossings the first responders would be delayed 
getting critically injured or sick patients to hospitals or emergency rooms. 

Real Estate Values: 
The increased number of freight trains along with the addition of 32 high speed passenger 
trains each day will clearly reduce the value of our property that abuts the tracks. Adding 
a second track will literally cut into our property, further reducing the size and value. 

RIFF Loan: 

Arguments Against AAF 2 11/26/2014 



There has been little information about the application of a loan for $ l .6B from AAF 
other than the fact they plan to apply for such a loan. Such a loan will require backing by 
taxpayer dollars, in spite of the fact that there has been no profitable passenger travel 
since the 1960's. 

Infrastructure: 
Trying to utilize the 1930's infrastructure for a 2016 up to date transportation system is 
not feasible. The bridges have all they can do to handle existing freight traffic, much less 
trying to accommodate high speed passenger service. The St. Lucie and Loxahatchee 
railroad bridges badly need replacement now, as opposed to later, and certainly cannot 
accommodate high speed passenger travel. 

In conclusion, a more rational approach to the concerns about AAF and the Treasure 
Coast would be to install the proposed passenger rail tracks along a new right-of-way 
west of the Treasure Coast connecting Miami to Orlando. Another alternative would be 
to utilize the existing CSX lines west of the Treasure Cost, or both. Recently, the Stuart 
News had an article that suggested building tracks from West Palm along the 195 and 
Toll Road right-of-way. Regardless of the alternatives available, it is critical that AAF be 
stopped so that we can preserve the peace and beautify of Florida's Treasure Coast. 

Sincerely, 

t <, ~ 

H~ Elliott, Jr. and Sus~ S. Elliott 
6820 SE Wood Lark Lane 
Hobe sound, FL 33455 
aceelliott@aol.com 
sselliott@SSEinc.com 
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All Aboard Flori da Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
·of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment : 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comment s@vhb.com. 

'* ~ Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. )LC 
I /\'-

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 
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YOUR TOTAL DISREGARD FOR PEOPLES LIVES, SAFETY, FINANOAL LOSS AND DESTRUCTION OF COMFQ,i:?1 

I, AS WELL AS MANY PEOPLE I HAVE SPOKEN TO FEEL THAT YOU DO NOT CARE ONE 
IOTA ABOUT THE INCONVENIENCE IN SO MANY WAYS AAF WILL CAUSE' 
THE SAFETY FACTOR BEING BY FAR THE MOST HORRIFIC. ALL THE CROSSINGS 
THAT WILL NOT BE OPEN DURING TIMES OF ALL TYPES OF EMERGENCIES . 
THE LOSS OF HOME VALUES DUE TO THE NOISE THAT WILL BE GENERATED . 
THE INTERRUPTION ON THE VARIOUS WATERWAYS THAT DRAW SO MANY PEOPLE 
TO FLORIDA FOR FISHING AND BOATING . 
CROSSING SAFETY IS ANOTHER ISSUE YOU CANNOT SAY YOU COVER ALL ASPECTS 
OF. 
NOW, IF YOU WANTED TO DO IT RIGHT, YOU WOULD RUN IT ALONG I- 95 AND BUILD 
IT AS A MONORAIL ELEVATED, BUT YOUR REPLY WILL THAT WOULD COST 
BILLIONS . MAYBE, BUT WHAT ABOUT ALL THE MONEY LOST BY THE VARIOUS 
ENTITIES I HAVE STATED. 
I KNOW YOU DO NOT GIVE A DAMN ABOUT THE UTILE PEOPLE AND I WOULD LIKE 
YOU TO KNOW WE DO NOT GIVE A DAMN ABOUT ANY OF YOU. 

GEORGE DEMBECK 
HOBE SOUND, FLORIDA. 
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Mr. George G. Dembeck 
7800 SE Shenan doah Dr 
Robe Sound, FL 33455 ,11 ... ~ 
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Environmental Justice 

Your EIS analysis of the negative effects on various minority and low income 
communities on the Treasure Coast is neither complete nor accurate. 

You state on pages S-17 and S-17 that "Neither the E-W Corridor nor the N-S Corridor 
would result in residential displacement, job loss, or neighborhood fragmentation .. " In the 
Hobe Sound and Stuart area there are several businesses adjacent to your tracks that will 
suffer lost business and may even have to close entirely as a result of the dramatically 
increased rail traffic and its effects on the environment. 

Further, you may be correct in saying there will be no "residential displacement" because 
of eminent domain. However, unlike some communities, residents of low income and 
minority neighborhood homes may not leave because they can't afford to move. In effect, 
they are not displaced, they are held hostage in an undesirable location and cannot escape 
the negative impacts of your train service even if they want to. 

Your EIS also states on page S-17 that "mitigation would limit any changes in vibration 
along the N-S Corridor." This presumably refers to the "wheel and rail maintenance" that 
will diminish the expected doubling of vibration along the N-S Corridor. For minority 
and low income people living close to the tracks your promise to alleviate this problem is 
not enough to justify your going forward. 

Minority and low income residents near your proposed rail line will be disproportionately 
impacted by your trains. The project should be dropped. 

Sincerely, 



Ridership 

The II ri dershi p11 promises for Al I Aboard Florida in the El S I ook overly opti mi sti c. These 
numbers are uni i kel y to be attai nej. This could result in a I oan default or i mmeji ate 
request for subsidies. 

According to the EIS, All Aboard Florida projedsto have3.5 million riders in 2019. At 
the same time, AAF daimsthey will take3 million car trips off the road annually. Both 
these numbers seem high, and the two contradict each other. 

Assuming ridership of 3.5 million per year, that equates to 9,589 passengers per day or 
approximate! y 300 on each of the 32 trains. That means 300 passengers on every train 
every day induding weekends, holidays, etc. In comparison, the Amtrak Acela train in 
the northeast carriej only 3.3 million passengers in 2013. Acela serves market areas with 
a combinej population of 38 million. AAF states that 119 million live along theAAF rail 
corridor. 11 Thus, a huge number of tourists must opt for train trips between Miami and 
Ori ando each year at whatever rate is being chargej and with a f ul I understanding that 
when they reach the Ori ando airport they'I I need transportation to their next destination. 

AA F al so d aims it wi 11 remove II at I east 3 mi 11 ion car tri ps11 from roadways each year. 
Given their ridership expedation of 29% solo travelers and 71% multiple travelers, we 
can assume an average of two persons in each of the 3 mi 11 ion car trips or 6 mi 11 ion in 
total. That equates to approximately 16,440 riders per year or 514 passengers on each 
train. 

The question is: which numbers are corred? Regardless, both sets seem too high and the 
Ii kel i hood of default or subsidies being needej rises accordingly. The requestej I oan 
should be deniej. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Lance Craig 

8243 SE Cumberland Circle 

Hobe Sound, FL 33455 

November 8, 2014 

I am writing to point out that the Draft EIS for the All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail 

Service fails to address the new concern of high speed train collisions with cars, trucks, and busses at 

grade crossing. The draft EIS addresses collisions between trains and with wildlife, but is silent on 

collisions with vehicular traffic. Nowhere are the effects of a 70+ mph train with a vehicle at a grade 

crossing addressed. With the momentum of the train proportional to the square of the velocity, it is 

apparent that the impact would be far greater than a 50 mph freight train. This possibility should be 

addressed and evaluated. Such a collision in downtown Stuart (or other crossing with dense vehicle and 

pedestrian concentrations, would result in devastating consequences. The vehicle may be propelled off 

the FECR right of way and into pedestrians, other vehicles, and structures. These passenger trains 

should be restricted to the same speeds as existing freight trains through the many small downtowns 

that do not have much separation or barriers adequate to prevent secondary collisions. Or, adequate 

barriers, fencing, etc. should be required. 

The Draft EIS also mentions a system to be installed in Jonathan Dickinson State Park to detect vehicles 

on the access road and stop the train if necessary to prevent a collision. I do not see any such system 

mentioned for downtown grade crossings. I would think that this would be a requirement in higher 

traffic areas other than the park, as stalled vehicles on grade crossings are much more likely in 

downtown areas. This mitigation system should be required at all crossings in cities and towns, at a 

minimum. 

The EIS also fails to discuss or evaluate the derailment of a high speed train in a city environment. The 

higher speed would appear to have more impact than a slower freight train. Would the train be 

contained on the FECR right of way? Despite track and rolling stock maintenance, there is a history of 

freight derailments along the Treasure Coast. With higher speeds, would the derailed train cars or 

engines stay in the FECR right of way, or would pedestrians and property owners be at risk? 

These concerns should be addressed, evaluated, and minimized with mitigating actions before the trains 

are running at high speed through confined downtown cities and towns. Simply comparing this added 

hazard to a reduction in 1-95 accidents does not address the added impact along the tracks of the high 

speed passenger trains. One has a choice to use 1-95 with its risks, but we have no choice and no benefit 

from the impact of the trains. 

Your consideration of these concerns is appreciated. 

~~ 
Lance Craig 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Lance Craig 

8243 SE Cumberland Circle 

Hobe Sound, FL 33455 

November 8, 2014 

I am writing to point out that the Draft EIS for the All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail 

Service fails to address the new concern of high speed train collisions with cars, trucks, and busses at 

grade crossing. The draft EIS addresses collisions between trains and with wildlife, but is silent on 

collisions with vehicular traffic. Nowhere are the effects of a 70+ mph train with a vehicle at a grade 

crossing addressed. With the momentum of the train proportional to the square of the velocity, it is 

apparent that the impact would be far greater than a 50 mph freight train. This possibility should be 

addressed and evaluated. Such a collision in downtown Stuart (or other crossing with dense vehicle and 

pedestrian concentrations, would result in devastating consequences. The vehicle may be propelled off 

the FECR right of way and into pedestrians, other vehicles, and structures. These passenger trains 

should be restricted to the same speeds as existing freight trains through the many small downtowns 

that do not h.ave much separation or barriers adequate to prevent secondary collisions. Or, adequate 

barriers, fencing, etc. should be required. 
>"' • ,r 
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The Draft EIS also mentions a system to be installed in Jonathan Dickinson State Park to detect vehicles 

on th~ acce~s·road and :stop the train if necessary to prevent a collision. I do not see any such system 

H1eritioned for· doWntow~grade 'crossings. ·, would think that this would be a. requirerrie'nt in high~; ; . 

traffic areas other than the park, as stalled vehicles on grade crossings are much mcire iikely in 

downtown areas. This mitigation system should be required at all c~ossings in cities a'nd towns, at a 

minimum. 

The EIS also fails to discuss or evaluate the derailment of a high speed train in a city environment. The 

higher speed'would appear to have' more impact than a slower freight train. Would the train be 

contained on the FECR right of way? Despite track and rolling stock maintenance, there is a history of 

freight derailments along the Treasure Coast. With higher speeds, would the derailed train cars or 
' ' 

engines stay in the FEtR right of way,.or would pedestrians and property owners be at risk? 

These concerns should be addressed, evaluated, and minimized with mitigating actions before the trains 

are runnihg~t high speed through confined downtown citie~ and towns. Simply ca'mparingthis added 

hazard to a redu~tion ,n 1-95 accidents does riot address the added impact along the tracks of the high 

speed passenger trains'.· Orie has a ~hoice to use 1-95 with its risks, but we hav'eino choice and no benefit 
froni th~ irnpat:t"of the trains. ' \ ' ' . ' 

Your consideration of these concerns is appreciated. 
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Lance Craig 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 



All Aboard Florida Inte rcity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014 . 

Optional Personal Information : 

Name 

Address 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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10 October 1014 

Hon. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 

RoomW38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

WILLIAM H. T BUSH 

I am enclosing an e-mail I sent to the comment line, but I want to re-iterate di rectly to you the 

concerns we share about All Aboard Florida. 

The advantages to the tourist industry are speculative at best, but there are none to any of the 

coastal towns between Orlando and West Palm Beach. There is convenient transportation 

today by bus and t rains as well as many flights between Orlando and the South Florida cities. To 

say t hat the trains will help stop "globai warming" is ridiculous . 

The government, furthermore , should not be in the business of making huge, risky loans to 

entrepreneurs, especially when they finance projects that provide hidden benefits to the 

borrower . Should the rail system fail , your agency will shore it up with funding for a while. The 

tax payers will pay. 

But if the passenger scheme does fail , the borrower has t he tr ;:icks for his freig ht business, a 

profitable operation , renewed How do the citizens bf South Florida benefit? 

Thank you for your attention given this matter. 

Sincerely, 

William H. T. ush 

104 Rabbit Run 

Hobe Sound, FL 33455 

. •. , ... ~ : ... ~. 



TO: 

Gina 
Environmental Justice Administrator 
Mail Code: 220 l A 
l 200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington. D.C.20460-0001 

FROM: 

Paul Burke 
8271 SE Sanctuary Drive 
Hobe Sound. FL 33455 

AAF's proposed project is faulty in execu1ion and location. 

1. First and foren1ost we live in a democracy and are - this is 
offensive and unacceptable. AJl Aboard Florida should not have the right to use centmT old rnles 
to destroy communities and cultures. How manv trains a dav are too manv? Al\F and FECI sav 
they can do ,,vhatever they want on the rail lines.they own. B~1t what mecl{anism is in piace to· 
protect the public from 32 trains increasing to who knows how many, 100, 200 passenger and 2 
mile freight trains running through the county? 

2. All Aboard Florida is a private enterprise using public money to benefit itself - another 
Solyndra in the making. Solyndra mrners -were well politically connected in Washington and were 

political players. They hired lobbyists, consultants, contractors and public relations 
firms seeking financial favors from our government. They ,vere successful. Our government 
them in loan Within fifteen months, they were out of cash and 

they shut laid off all -
:money. 

By comparison, Fortress, Inc. a New York based hedge fund's Chairman and principals are 
politically well connected in Washington and Florida. Their principals have met with Governor 
Scott several and their representatives -with key1/Vashington Congressional officials. A 
former Fortress employee is now Governor Scott's chief of staff. They too have hired lobbyists, 
consultants. contractors, adve1tising and public relations in i//ashington and Florida to 
THE TUNE OF 3.5 MILLION TO advance their scheme. In sum, the difference between 
,-~""'"''~ and All Aboard Florida is their relative size. are 

THllEE TIMES L-\RGER 

3. All Aboard Florida does not qualify for a taxpayer loan or the Private Equity Bonds - RIFF loans 
are for a different purpose by law. AAF claims it is privately funded vdth a secret business plan yet 
over 50% of the cost will provided hy public money. Tbis RIFF loan, if granted, -would be a direct 
payment of taxpayer's dollars by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to AAF. If this loan 
goes into default, United States ta'q)ayers assume all Habilit.v. PAB'S are for a public benefit, and 
dangerous, at grade high speed trains that do not stop in the communities they pass through are 
not a benefit. 

4. All Aboard Florida's EIS claims are tmsubstantiated. There is no transparency in examining the 
AAF ridership study. It is hidden behind a false claim of trade secrets and is off limits to taxpayer 
inquiry, understanding or re, iew. Citizens deserve to know the truth. What is the need for 
secrecy? AAF is not competing against anyone. The All Aboard Florida business plan which "Would 
show the sources and uses of funds, income statement, cash flow and balance sheet projections 
are hidden from view-.. An attempt to obtain them from Florida DOT under the Freedom of 
Information resulted in an All Aboard Florida suit against the blocking them from 
being released. Revealing their ridership stndy between Orlando and Miami has also been blocked 
from view their snit. 

Add 32 high speed trains, existing freight, 
possiblility of 74 more Amtrack commuter trains, Sout 



East Florida's coastal communities 1sill be changed forever. Good railroads use below grade or 
above grade tracks- most stations are under the ground. Ride the train from Boston to New York. 
Ride the Marta in Atlanta. Ride the Metro Link in St.Louis. Ride the trains in Europe to find 
examples of railway done right. 

6. The East coast of Florida has a unique topography and a fragile marine ecosystem. The St. 
Lucie River is not just another Florida river. It stands apart from the New River and Loxahatchee 
Rh-er and Miami River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some county roads. 
It is the eqnh·alent of the Panama Canal for vessels transiting via the Okeechobee \<Vaterway from 
the Atlantic Ocean to the Gulf of Mexico. Just as the Panama Canal is the only-way to get from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific without going around notorious Cape Horn, the Okeechobee is 
the only ,xay for to transit from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean without going 
south around the Florida Keys (for shallmv-draft vessels) or Key West (for deep-draft vessels). 

7. These rail tracks bisect communities ,vith elderly demographics - emergency response time ,vill 
be severly hindered remember - all crossings are at grade. This activity could virtually cut off the 

the west of town, ei-nergency co:m.mercc 
And 1ivil1 the raii cars move from passenger to the more 

revenue falls short of expectations? 

8. harm 
low for example at crossings in East Stumt, 
Gate and Port Salerno. All communities are in Communily Redevelopment Areas 
and have significant minority, low income and include limited proficiency populations. 
They ,von't be able to relocate. 

9. Florida already a train that goes from Miami to Orlando - no one 
another one funded by taxpayer expense. 

10. Last, is anyone paying attention to 
government allow more debt for an 
taxpayers? 

it - ,ve don't need 

to its ears·? Will the 
at expense of 

cc: Designated Comments Email as Provided in EIS Draft Governor Rick Scott. EPA's 
Eirdronrnen1al Hotline. EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, Senator Marco Rubio, Ananth Prasad Florida 
Department ofTranspoliation, Congressman Patrick Murphy, Congressman Pan! Ryan 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Nelle W. Temple Brown 
7820 SE Little Harbour Drive 

Hobe Sound, FL 33455 

30 November 2014 

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 
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I am a citizen of Martin County, Florida residing in Hobe Sound. I am registering my strong opposition to 

the proposed FRA/RRIF loan for the All Aboard Florida (AAF) project proposed by Florida East Coast 

Industries and the Fortress Investment Group hedge fund that owns it. I am seriously concerned about 

the environmental consequences -- and even more fundamentally concerned about the economic 

impacts -- of any FRA/RRIF loan for AAF on myself and on other citizens and taxpayers of our county and 

our country. 

What are the hidden agendas? 

I feel strongly that FECI and Fortress have been quite duplicitous in the way this project has been 

presented to the public (and perhaps also to the FRA/RRIF) up to now. 

• They say the loan is for a new high-speed passenger service, but the first draft EIS ignores the 

substantial collateral environmental impacts of the planned expansion of freight service on the 

newly-constructed second track. 

• From the beginning Fortress claimed that there would be no public financing of the project; I 

witnessed the refusal of Mr. Gonzalez of AAF to disclose publicly to local county commissioners 

the AAF's financing plans at the Treasuie Coast Regional Planning Council meeting of March 21, 

2014. Only belatedly and under duress has AAF more recently revealed that the plan is for the 

principal financing to come from public loan funds of FRA and RRIF (or, more lately, from 

taxpayer-subsidized Private Activity bonds if the RRIF loan is not forthcoming). 

• AAF is still not releasing to the public its expected ridership or proposed ticket price information 

and indeed, I understand, has gone to court to prevent public release of this supposedly 

"proprietary" information. Is there really an active competitor in the wings? Doubtful, since 

almost no regular passenger rail services worldwide are profitable. So what are they trying to 

hide? After all, won't those of us who are expected to buy the tickets be the ones who will 

make the route profitable - or not? How can Fortress and AAF know what the ridership will be 



without publishing proposed prices since projected ridership numbers and ticket costs are 

intimately related? 
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• lsn1 t the fact that there is already reasonably-priced Tri Rail passenger service operating on the 

most densely-populated section of the proposed route (Miami to North Palm Beach) a good sign 

that AAF's proposed public loan is based on questionable and unsustainable revenue estimates? 

The current TriRail service is not operating at capacity -- nor with financial profitability as far as I 

know -- and only has a ridership base of less than 1 percent of the local population. How many 

additional, year-round, daily, premium-price riders between these cities and to/from Orlando 

can you expect from a local population composed in large part of non-commuting retirees with 

cars, seasonal residents, and occasional tourists who are likely to prefer the convenience of 

rental cars to schlepping luggage on and off a train? 

Is serious collateral is being offered? 

Unless there is real collateral offered by Fortress for the loan other than the new passenger-service 

rolling stock and other AAF "assets", I fear the taxpayers will be left holding the bag for over $1 billion in 

FRA/RRIF Federal loans while Fortress and its other carefully-lawyered separate FECI subsidiaries will be 

left with all of the profitable assets of FECI. 

• I read that Fortress are pledging the passenger cars and new track or right of way as collateral, 

but I understand from the EIS that the proposed AAF passenger service will only get a perpetual 

passenger service easement on the new track from FECR. So how can that be pledged and of 

what real value is a track easement to anyone else if AAF high-speed passenger service proves to 

be unprofitable? If the easement were eventually transferred to another party, would that 

require a new EIS for a new kind of service? 

• If Fortress pledged $1.6+ billion of its real estate holdings in downtown Miami as collateral for 

any passenger service RRIF loan, I would be more confident that this AAF loan application was 

just not a lawyerly game where Fortress immediately pays off its own equity "investment" of 

$400+ million as profits once it has the RRIF loan and then walks away from the poorly

collateralized loan for its highly-unlikely-to-be-profitable AAF passenger service leaving the 

taxpayers (that is me!) holding the bag. 

• I predict that if the RRIF loan were to be approved without requiring serious collateral to protect 

the U.S. taxpayers from financial risk of default on the RRIF loan due to Fortress' poor estimates 

of passenger service profitability, this would be the likely scenario. Fortress (through FECR and 

other FECI subsidiaries) would continue to own prime real estate in Miami and all the tracks on 

the right of way allowing a much more frequent and profitable freight service from the 

expanded port in Miami and Ft Lauderdale with no environmental review. 

• Fortress subsidiaries have previously left governments with the bill when they made financial 

miscalculations. Fortress Credit promised a developer financing to build the Olympic Village for 

Vancouver, BC. When Fortress itself faced financial reverses, it strategically suspended its line 

of credit to the developer and the City of Vancouver taxpayers eventually had to step in to pay 



so that the Olympic Village could be completed on time. All of the financial risk was cleverly 

transferred by Fortress Credit to the Vancouver city government. 

Can we get a serious environmental review of the AAF project? 
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I resent that the initial draft EIS for the project has been prepared by people paid by AAF rather than 

being a truly independent assessment. Is this typical for FRA/RRIF loan applications? As to 

environmental impact, I find that many of my environmental concerns regarding the proposed MF 

project are not addressed substantively in the Fortress-financed EIS study. I will comment on only a few 

of my concerns. 

• Scope of the draft EIS: 

Why does the draft EIS of the RRIF loan only focus on the impact of proposed new high-speed passenger 

service and not on the greatly-increased freight traffic also to be expected on the same route once a 

second set of tracks is laid alongside the single track along the Martin County and other Treasure Coast 

portions of the route? Would any additional through freight service be prohibited on the new set of 

tracks? If not, why is this not part of the EIS at this point? 

• Re noise and vibration: 

The report speaks of about a rough doubling of noise and vibration events. Over what distance from the 

rail line was this measured? I live about .5 miles from the FECR track. What will I hear? Does the 

estimate of noise and vibration impact include noise and vibration from the additional volume of freight 

traffic that the new railbed will make possible? How much is freight traffic expected to increase, in 

addition to the proposed MF trains? How does the additional vibrational frequency of high-speed rail 

service differ in its impact on endangered biological communities, both terrestrial and aquatic, 

compared to the current volume of slower speed freight service on the single track? Has this been 

studied by biologists? In our area, the rail line goes for miles through the fragile ecosystems of the 

Jonathan Dickinson State Park and abuts the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Sea Branch State 

Nature Preserve. I worry that the endangered gopher tortoises and other animals that live in the ground 

and move slowly will suffer from high-speed train noise and vibration disturbing their burrows and 

killing them on the tracks. What about the surviving manatees that graze in the Indian River Lagoon sea 

grass beds alongside the Jonathan Dickinson, Hobe Sound Wildlife Refuge, and Sea Branch parks? How 

will they be affected by a new kind of vibration from high-speed trains? How will the increased vibration 

and noise from the proposed MF trains impact our prime local music performance venue, the Lyric 

Theater in Stuart? The report does not address any of these questions. 

As to remedies for some of these impacts, am I correct in assuming that our local government will have 

to pay for any noise-mitigating efforts such as quiet zones or sound-proof walls? Whose pockets will 

these taxes come from? If property values and therefore tax assessments decrease on the properties 

very near the tracks due to increased noise, whose local taxes will be raised to make up the difference in 

the county budget? (I can guess it will be mine!) As I see it, while Fortress makes profits, I get negative 



local tax impacts twice over, as well as the environmental burden on myself and the local ecosystem 

from additional noise/vibrational pollution. 

• Re safety: 
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From my home, I must cross one, two, three or four at-grade FEC crossings to do any routine daily 

errand: go to the grocery store, gas station, pharmacy, bank, post office, doctor, library, etc. In an 

average day of errands, I am crossing FEC tracks at grade between Stuart and Hobe Sound about 8-10 

times. The same holds for my 91-year-old mother, several siblings who live in the same community, and 

my children and grandchildren who are holiday visitors. I am really worried about the increased dangers 

of high-speed trains at our crossings. At-grade crossings are not compatible with the safety of high

speed trains and are very rare on the Acela run and Japanese bullet trains which I have taken. I myself 

experienced (and immediately reported) a local crossing gate malfunction a year ago at Osprey Rd in the 

middle of the night when I was rushing to Martin South hospital to be with a neighbor who had just 

been taken by ambulance to the emergency room. How much more unnerving/hazardous would a 

crossing gate malfunction be when trains are travelling 110 mph and you cannot see them by looking up 

and down the track before they are on top of you? We should not be having high-speed trains in our 

communities unless there are grade separations consistent with safe crossings by cars, bicycles, 

wheelchairs, and pedestrians. The FEC rail line profits indirectly from the increased population along its 

right of way both in the demand for freight movement and in the proposed ridership of new passenger 

service so it is not enough to say that FECR was here first and has no obligation to shoulder the costs of 

mitigating such impacts on local populations. After all, the proposed high-speed AAF trains would be 

new arrivals, not current Florida residents! 

• Re transportation: 

Our county is known for its marine life, fishing and ocean- and lagoon-based recreational boating. 

Marine-based activities (not just commercial boat repair as mentioned in the EIS) are a very important 

contributor to the local economy and a principal tourist attraction. Most marinas in Martin County are 

west of the FEC tracks, and boats need to pass through the narrow Jupiter Inlet or St Lucie River FEC 

railway bridges to get to the lagoon or ocean. It will be hugely disruptive to the boating community to 

encounter up to 8-9 hours a day of closures of the three principal railway bridges (including Ft 

Lauderdale's). Almost no boats except kayaks can get under these bridges when they are closed. 

Compared to current rail traffic, the AAF schedule will add another 5-6 hours of closure (including raising 

and lowering time) to boat traffic at each bridge, mostly during daylight hours which are the prime 

hours for safe navigation. I can hardly imagine the resulting boat queues and economic impact on the 

recreational boating industry if these bridges are closed for additional rail AAF traffic as projected. I 

assume and hope the Coast Guard will address these matters because this is a very serious economic, 

recreational, and impeding of navigation impact for many people. 

In addition, where railway bridges are close to highway bridges which must also be raised, both bridges 

will have to be raised simultaneously for long periods to allow passage in narrow opening of the long 

lines of boats from each direction that will have been queuing to wait to pass. What is the proposal for 



5 

coordination of bridge raisings? All of this will cause unacceptably long roadway traffic delays {which 

could also be dangerous to life in the case of stopped emergency or police vehicles going to the hospital 

or crime scenes). There are also increased safety hazards for boats jockeying for position while waiting 

for short and infrequent openings in narrow inlets with strong tidal currents. 

Who really endorses AAF? 

• The report cites various local authorities as generally endorsing the concept of high-speed rail 

for our area. I am sure you are aware from their comments on the draft EIS, all of the local 

governments along the Treasure Coast, including Martin County, have looked at the specific AAF 

project and are highly opposed to it. The next draft EIS should rightly include the actual current 

views of our local administration on this specific project, which is the one being evaluated, and 

not general pronouncements from several years ago which have been superceded as more 

information about AAF has been reluctantly divulged by FECI and Fortress. 

My conclusions 

I appreciate that the current draft EIS is just that, a first draft, and trust that substantially more careful 

study of these and other potential environmental impacts will be undertaken for FRA by independent 

analysts so that subsequent drafts will explain the true environmental costs of AAF that will be borne by 

local residents and ecosystems. These costs, if properly weighed against the poor economic prospects 

and minimal environmental benefits to be expected from the AAF project {that will not even release 

proposed ridership and revenue assumptions, undoubtedly because they would be wildly unrealistic as 

has usually been the case for other proposed high-speed rail project) would be necessary to get a more 

balanced picture of net costs and benefits. 

I ask you to give careful consideration to the concerns I have raised in this letter. I am generally a 

proponent and supporter of public transit, an occasional user of Tri Rail, and a year-round resident of 

Florida's southeast coast, so I am disturbed that many aspects of the AAF project, especially secrecy 

about its financing and ridership figures, feel very fishy to me. Please do not OK this self-serving draft 

EIS; require much more independent assessment and study before making a final EIS determination on 

this loan. 

I think FRA should subject the whole review process for the RRIF loan to the most careful economic as 

well as environmental scrutiny. Is AAF really a "sustainable" project in the sense that it can meet its 

revenue projections? At a minimum, the AAF loan from RRIF should not be approved unless ironclad 

collateral is provided by Fortress or other FECI subsidiaries amounting to sufficient value (not including 

any passenger rail equipment or related easement rights) to keep the taxpayers' support of FRA and 

RRIF completely whole in the event of the likely economic demise of AAF. By requiring such collateral as 

a condition for the RRIF loan, the true intentions of Fortress will be revealed as to whether this is a true 

contribution to South Florida or only a scheme to use public funds to milk the profitable parts of FECI 

and unscrupulously leave the taxpayers with the bill for the rest. 



I am hoping that AAF is not just a clever con job against the taxpayers. I hope that you, and all other 

U.S., state, and local politicians and Administration officials would smell out and blow the whistle on 

loaning money to any company that says it is committed to "totally private financing" and then 

structures a deal designed to stiff the taxpayers. Where is the collateral? Where is the data supporting 

financial feasibility and sustainability? 

I look forward to following the decisions of the FRA on the current draft EIS as well as on learning about 

the, I hope stringent, conditions to be placed on any RRIF loans provided to Fortress and FECO for AAF. 

Sincerely, 

~m~ro~~ 
cc: 

The Honorable John Mica, U.S. Representative from Florida 
The Honorable Corinne Brown, U.S. Representative from Florida 
The Honorable Daniel Webster, U.S. Representative from Florida . 
The Honorable Anthony Foxx, U.S. Secretary of Transportation 
The Honorable Joseph C. Szabo, Administrator, Federal Railroad Administration 
The Honorable Gina McCarthy, Administrator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
The Honorable Rick Scott, Governor of Florida 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Nelle W. Temple Brown 
7820 SE Little Harbour Drive 

Hobe Sound, FL 33455 

30 November 2014 

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a citizen of Martin County, Florida residing in Hobe Sound. I am registering my strong opposition to 

the proposed FRA/RRIF loan for the All Aboard Florida (AAF) project proposed by Florida East Coast 

Industries and the Fortress Investment Group hedge fund that owns it. I am seriously concerned about 

the environmental consequences -- and even more fundamentally concerned about the economic 

impacts -- of any FRA/RRIF loan for AAF on myself and on other citizens and taxpayers of our county and 

our country. 

What are the hidden agendas? 

I feel strongly that FECI and Fortress have been quite duplicitous in the way this project has been 

presented to the public (and perhaps also to the FRA/RRIF) up to now. 

• They say the loan is for a new high-speed passenger service, but the first draft EIS ignores the 

substantial collateral environmental impacts of the planned expansion of freight service on the 

newly-constructed second track. 

• From the beginning Fortress claimed that there would be no public financing of the project; I 

witnessed the refusal of Mr. Gonzalez of AAF to disclose publicly to local county commissioners 

the AAF's financing plans at the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council meeting of March 21, 

2014. Only belatedly and under duress has AAF more recently revealed that the plan is for the 

principal financing to come from public loan funds of FRA and RRIF (or, more lately, from 

taxpayer-subsidized Private Activity bonds if the RRIF loan is not forthcoming). 

• AAF is still not releasing to the public its expected ridership or proposed ticket price information 

and indeed, I understand, has gone to court to prevent public release of this supposedly 

"proprietary" information. Is there really an active competitor in the wings? Doubtful, since 

almost no regular passenger rail services worldwide are profitable. So what are they trying to 

hide? After all, won't those of us who are expected to buy the tickets be the ones who will 

make the route profitable - or not? How can Fortress and AAF know what the ridership will be 



without publishing proposed prices since projected ridership numbers and ticket costs are 

intimately related? 
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• Isn't the fact that there is already reasonably-priced Tri Rail passenger service operating on the 

most densely-populated section of the proposed route (Miami to North Palm Beach) a good sign 

that AAF's proposed public loan is based on questionable and unsustainable revenue estimates? 

The current TriRail service is not operating at capacity -- nor with financial profitability as far as I 

know -- and only has a ridership base of less than 1 percent of the local population. How many 

additional, year-round, daily, premium-price riders between these cities and to/from Orlando 

can you expect from a local population composed in large part of non-commuting retirees with 

cars, seasonal residents, and occasional tourists who are likely to prefer the convenience of 

rental cars to schlepping luggage on and off a train? 

Is serious collateral is being offered? 

Unless there is real collateral offered by Fortress for the loan other than the new passenger-service 

rolling stock and other AAF 11assets", I fear the taxpayers will be left holding the bag for over $1 billion in 

FRA/RRIF Federal loans while Fortress and its other carefully-lawyered separate FECI subsidiaries will be 

left with all of the profitable assets of FECI. 

• I read that Fortress are pledging the passenger cars and new track or right of way as collateral, 

but I understand from the EIS that the proposed AAF passenger service will only get a perpetual 

passenger service easement on the new track from FECR. So how can that be pledged and of 

what real value is a track easement to anyone else if AAF high-speed passenger service proves to 

be unprofitable? If the easement were eventually transferred to another party, would that 

require a new EIS for a new kind of service? 

• If Fortress pledged $1.6+ billion of its real estate holdings in downtown Miami as collateral for 

any passenger service RRIF loan, I would be more confident that this AAF loan application was 

just not a lawyerly game where Fortress immediately pays off its own equity 11investment" of 

$400+ million as profits once it has the RRIF loan and then walks away from the poorly

collateralized loan for its highly-unlikely-to-be-profitable AAF passenger service leaving the 

taxpayers (that is me!) holding the bag. 

• I predict that if the RRIF loan were to be approved without requiring serious collateral to protect 

the U.S. taxpayers from financial risk of default on the RRIF loan due to Fortress' poor estimates 

of passenger service profitability, this would be the likely scenario. Fortress (through FECR and 

other FECI subsidiaries) would continue to own prime real estate in Miami and all the tracks on 

the right of way allowing a much more frequent and profitable freight service from the 

expanded port in Miami and Ft Lauderdale with no environmental review. 

• Fortress subsidiaries have previously left governments with the bill when they made financial 

miscalculations. Fortress Credit promised a developer financing to build the Olympic Village for 

Vancouver, BC. When Fortress itself faced financial reverses, it strategically suspended its line 

of credit to the developer and the City of Vancouver taxpayers eventually had to step in to pay 



so that the Olympic Village could be completed on time. All of the financial risk was cleverly 

transferred by Fortress Credit to the Vancouver city government. 

Can we get a serious environmental review of the AAF project? 
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I resent that the initial draft EIS for the project has been prepared by people paid by AAF rather than 

being a truly independent assessment. Is this typical for FRA/RRIF loan applications? As to 

environmental impact, I find that many of my environmental concerns regarding the proposed AAF 

project are not addressed substantively in the Fortress-financed EIS study. I will comment on only a few 

of my concerns. 

• Scope of the draft EIS: 

Why does the draft EIS of the RRIF loan only focus on the impact of proposed new high-speed passenger 

service and not on the greatly-increased freight traffic also to be expected on the same route once a 

second set of tracks is laid alongside the single track along the Martin County and other Treasure Coast 

portions of the route? Would any additional through freight service be prohibited on the new set of 

tracks? If not, why is this not part of the EIS at this point? 

• Re noise and vibration: 

The report speaks of about a rough doubling of noise and vibration events. Over what distance from the 

rail line was this measured? I live about .5 miles from the FECR track. What will I hear? Does the 

estimate of noise and vibration impact include noise and vibration from the additional volume of freight 

traffic that the new rail bed will make possible? How much is freight traffic expected to increase, in 

addition to the proposed AAF trains? How does the additional vibrational frequency of high-speed rail 

service differ in its impact on endangered biological communities, both terrestrial and aquatic, 

compared to the current volume of slower speed freight service on the single track? Has this been 

studied by biologists? In our area, the rail line goes for miles through the fragile ecosystems of the 

Jonathan Dickinson State Park and abuts the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Sea Branch State 

Nature Preserve. I worry that the endangered gopher tortoises and other animals that live in the ground 

and move slowly will suffer from high-speed train noise and vibration disturbing their burrows and 

killing them on the tracks. What about the surviving manatees that graze in the Indian River Lagoon sea 

grass beds alongside the Jonathan Dickinson, Hobe Sound Wildlife Refuge, and Sea Branch parks? How 

will they be affected by a new kind of vibration from high-speed trains? How will the increased vibration 

and noise from the proposed AAF trains impact our prime local music performance venue, the Lyric 

Theater in Stuart? The report does not address any of these questions. 

As to remedies for some of these impacts, am I correct in assuming that our local government will have 

to pay for any noise-mitigating efforts such as quiet zones or sound-proof walls? Whose pockets will 

these taxes come from? If property values and therefore tax assessments decrease on the properties 

very near the tracks due to increased noise, whose local taxes will be raised to make up the difference in 

the county budget? (I can guess it will be mine!) As I see it, while Fortress makes profits, I get negative 



local tax impacts twice over, as well as the environmental burden on myself and the local ecosystem 

from additional noise/vibrational pollution. 

• Re safety: 
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From my home, I must cross one, two, three or four at-grade FEC crossings to do any routine daily 

errand: go to the grocery store, gas station, pharmacy, bank, post office, doctor, library, etc. In an 

average day of errands, I am crossing FEC tracks at grade between Stuart and Hobe Sound about 8-10 

times. The same holds for my 91-year-old mother, several siblings who live in the same community, and 

my children and grandchildren who are holiday visitors. I am really worried about the increased dangers 

of high-speed trains at our crossings. At-grade crossings are not compatible with the safety of high

speed trains and are very rare on the Acela run and Japanese bullet trains which I have taken. I myself 

experienced (and immediately reported) a local crossing gate malfunction a year ago at Osprey Rd in the 

middle of the night when I was rushing to Martin South hospital to be with a neighbor who had just 

been taken by ambulance to the emergency room. How much more unnerving/hazardous would a 

crossing gate malfunction be when trains are travelling 110 mph and you cannot see them by looking up 

and down the track before they are on top of you? We should not be having high-speed trains in our 

communities unless there are grade separations consistent with safe crossings by cars, bicycles, 

wheelchairs, and pedestrians. The FEC rail line profits indirectly from the increased population along its 

right of way both in the demand for freight movement and in the proposed ridership of new passenger 

service so it is not enough to say that FECR was here first and has no obligation to shoulder the costs of 

mitigating such impacts on local populations. After all, the proposed high-speed AAF trains would be 

new arrivals, not current Florida residents! 

• Re transportation: 

Our county is known for its marine life, fishing and ocean- and lagoon-based recreational boating. 

Marine-based activities (not just commercial boat repair as mentioned in the EIS) are a very important 

contributor to the local economy and a principal tourist attraction. Most marinas in Martin County are 

west of the FEC tracks, and boats need to pass through the narrow Jupiter Inlet or St Lucie River FEC 

railway bridges to get to the lagoon or ocean. It will be hugely disruptive to the boating community to 

encounter up to 8-9 hours a day of closures of the three principal railway bridges (including Ft 

Lauderdale's). Almost no boats except kayaks can get under these bridges when they are closed. 

Compared to current rail traffic, the AAF schedule will add another 5-6 hours of closure (including raising 

and lowering time) to boat traffic at each bridge, mostly during daylight hours which are the prime 

hours for safe navigation. I can hardly imagine the resulting boat queues and economic impact on the 

recreational boating industry if these bridges are closed for additional rail AAF traffic as projected. I 

assume and hope the Coast Guard will address these matters because this is a very serious economic, 

recreational, and impeding of navigation impact for many people. 

In addition, where railway bridges are close to highway bridges which must also be raised, both bridges 

will have to be raised simultaneously for long periods to allow passage in narrow opening of the long 

lines of boats from each direction that will have been queuing to wait to pass. What is the proposal for 
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coordination of bridge raisings? All of this will cause unacceptably long roadway traffic delays (which 

could also be dangerous to life in the case of stopped emergency or police vehicles going to the hospital 

or crime scenes). There are also increased safety hazards for boats jockeying for position while waiting 

for short and infrequent openings in narrow inlets with strong tidal currents. 

Who really endorses AAF? 

• The report cites various local authorities as generally endorsing the concept of high-speed rail 

for our area. I am sure you are aware from their comments on the draft EIS, all of the local 

governments along the Treasure Coast, including Martin County, have looked at the specific AAF 

project and are highly opposed to it. The next draft EIS should rightly include the actual current 

views of our local administration on this specific project, which is the one being evaluated, and 

not general pronouncements from several years ago which have been superceded as more 

information about AAF has been reluctantly divulged by FECI and Fortress. 

My conclusions 

I appreciate that the current draft EIS is just that, a first draft, and trust that substantially more careful 

study of these and other potential environmental impacts will be undertaken for FRA by independent 

analysts so that subsequent drafts will explain the true environmental costs of AAF that will be borne by 

local residents and ecosystems. These costs, if properly weighed against the poor economic prospects 

and minimal environmental benefits to be expected from the AAF project (that will not even release 

proposed ridership and revenue assumptions, undoubtedly because they would be wildly unrealistic as 

has usually been the case for other proposed high-speed rail project) would be necessary to get a more 

balanced picture of net costs and benefits. 

I ask you to give careful consideration to the concerns I have raised in this letter. I am generally a 

proponent and supporter of public transit, an occasional user of TriRail, and a year-round resident of 

Florida's southeast coast, so I am disturbed that many aspects of the AAF project, especially secrecy 

about its financing and ridership figures, feel very fishy to me. Please do not OK this self-serving draft 

EIS; require much more independent assessment and study before making a final EIS determination on 

this loan. 

I think FRA should subject the whole review process for the RRIF loan to the most careful economic as 

well as environmental scrutiny. Is AAF really a "sustainable" project in the sense that it can meet its 

revenue projections? At a minimum, the AAF loan from RRIF should not be approved unless ironclad 

collateral is provided by Fortress or other FECI subsidiaries amounting to sufficient value (not including 

any passenger rail equipment or related easement rights) to keep the taxpayers' support of FRA and 

RRIF completely whole in the event of the likely economic demise of AAF. By requiring such collateral as 

a condition for the RRIF loan, the true intentions of Fortress will be revealed as to whether this is a true 

contribution to South Florida or only a scheme to use public funds to milk the profitable parts of FECI 

and unscrupulously leave the taxpayers with the bill for the rest. 



I am hoping that AAF is not just a clever con job against the taxpayers. I hope that you, and all other 

U.S., state, and local politicians and Administration officials would smell out and blow the whistle on 

loaning money to any company that says it is committed to "totally private financing" and then 

structures a deal designed to stiff the taxpayers. Where is the collateral? Where is the data supporting 

financial feasibility and sustainability? 

I look forward to following the decisions of the FRA on the current draft EIS as well as on learning about 

the, I hope stringent, conditions to be placed on any RRIF loans provided to Fortress and FECO for AAF. 

Sincerely, 

~--.tu.~~ 
Ne~ ~pie Brown 

cc: 

The Honorable John Mica, U.S. Representative from Florida 
The Honorable Corinne Brown, U.S. Representative from Florida 
The Honorable Daniel Webster, U.S. Representative from Florida 
The Honorable Anthony Foxx, U.S. Secretary of Transportation 
The Honorable Joseph C. Szabo, Administrator, Federal Railroad Administration 
The Honorable Gina McCarthy, Administrator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
The Honorable Rick Scott, Governor of Florida 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Av., SE, Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: FEC ,RR - All Aboard 

Dear Sir: 

November 24, 2014 

The Treasure Coast has been called the Sailfish Capital. It is populated by people 
that enjoy the water. They moved here for fishing, the beaches and generally to enjoy the 
sun. It sprouted considerable marine related businesses. All of this is impacted with 
Flagler's old route, a Class 2 railway which runs through the center of communities. 
I am a retired trial attorney and 20 yrs ago came to Florida with my ketch, settling on a 
canal off the ICW. "on the other side of the tracks" Not only do I have to cross the FEC 
tracks to shop, go to the hospital, etc.- all grade crossings that impede evacuation. From 
the maritime aspect, ifl want to go to the South Fork of the St. Lucie River, I have to 
pass through the FEC RR bridge. On more than one occasion, I have been held waiting 
for 25 minutes. And if another train is corning, it can increase to 45 minutes. The bridge 
is gear operated and very slow. Probably 100 years old. The ICW has many bridges and 
they for the most part operate on an opening schedule. Open every 3 0 minutes of a 10 
minute duration depending on traffic. This is acceptable and one can plan on a definite 
opening. The ultimate solution to the St Lucie waterway is to raise the old bridges to 
58ft., same as Route 1 bridge. 

My concerns first relate to the access to a highway from not only my home but 
from some 5,000 others in town, similarly situated. Secondly the closure of the RR 
grade crossings in an unacceptable manner. No tunnels or bridges. I am unable to go to 
the store, hospital, doctors without crossing the tracks - all grade crossings. In New 
England there were very limited grade crossings. Tunnels or bridges were the norm. 

All Aboard can never mitigate the concerns I have mentioned above even with a 
loan. They would be better advised to lease the CSX tracks that travel in "cow country" 
with very little adverse impact. As a matter of fact if new rai]s were built alongside 
Route 95 with a lease from the state, all problems are solved. In this manner, the monies 
spent for a parallel track on the existing route, would be somewhat the same. Do not 
forget the sharp bends in Stuart that would involve considerable cost. The only 
competition to Orlando is from Amtrak that already has at least four (4) trains that go 
between West Palm and Orlando on CSX tracks. 

The cunent "impact statement" is not impartial as it categorizes the area as Rural. 
While it was funded by your agency, the consultants never looked .. Furthermore, there 
was no consideration of the Treasure Coast where I live. There are 500,000 homes that 
are affected by FEC. 

~~ 
erbert Barlow 

9139 SE Hawksbill Way,Hobe Sound, FL 33455-3113 



Mr. & Mrs. !.awrence Ande.son 
3296 SE Glacier Terr. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455-8908 

-AAF's ~ffect on navigati~; (the rail 
road bridge across the St. Lucie River is 
single-track only). 

- The effect on air qua lity and health 
of residents with the increase from 840 
trains month ly to the projected 2,160 
trains monthly. 

- The amount of noise and vibration 
that wi ll affect buildings. 

- The effect on property values. 
- The effect on first responde rs at-

tempting to reach hospitals or residents 
in critical need 

- The safety of residents in down
town s in the event of a derailment . 

- The effect on traffic flow and com
merce. 

- The safety of pedestrians and vehi-
cles at railroad crossings. 

- The cost of maintaining crossings. 
(AAF will pay for the initial safety up 
grades at crossings .) 

- The effect on wildlife of adding a 
third track through Jonathan Dickinson 
Park. 
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'Ill= h:n:mab1e Mrd.nistratoc 
Fe:Era1. Pai1rcad ldni.nistratic:n 
U.S. ~ of 'Irans{:::artatim 
lax> l\al" Jers:y ave., S.E. 
W:IEhi.rgt.cn, IC '2fJ5CXJ 

{ 

N:Jveri::er 3J, 2014 

Ps a 74 years old reti.reE, 34 years rasid:nt in s.E. Florida, am farrrer Flarica D.o. T. etployee 
S:rVinJ tre µililic 24 }'EBt'S, allav ITE, pl..a3s:, t.o refer tre rerl far re-establishir:g tre ~ train tlBt 
st:q:p:rl at eoch a:asta1 city, in oo:re of wri.cn tre train '[BS9:rl c1.cse to airp:n:t am S:£tfXlI t; rut it dis::u.11£Ctej 
far mly tre freight train t.o nn sirre mi.dsixties m F .E.C. (Florica Ea.st Cl:Est) railrcad. 

'Ib tre rapidly~ }.XPll.atim a1s) t.rurisn in t.h:s: o:astal cities, tre still praroterl just 
arr hls:iIEss is a th::uj1tJ.ess attituE with exp:rie-cirg ~ affect~ every OE, i:artia.ll.arly a.ir 

h:a.lth fmn air, water, am groom :i::ouutirn. 

O::nsi<Erirg safety, tre d:an:es are that b.19:S arrl rrcstly cars are vu1IErab1.e daily trrublerl in c:cst.1.y 
n::oo traffic a::cid:nts aftB1 fatal, ummmly with trains m tre rail; likewise, at mpre:lictable ratural am 
d±Er disasters, tre trains can lBmle a:nvemE!1tly evco.atims rrassi'Wl.y arrl :fast '.ani;arai- to autarcbiles stu:::x 
rn tre n::oo ~-up all alm;J, far exarple in hlrriam::s arrl if c:1cm:g:rl tre 2 ~ . nu::1.Em' .tEEd:ars, aE in 
mi.dEast F1.orida am tre arer in 3:llt:hEast Flori&. mien that aE durirg tre hurriCBrE Arrlrew in Al.gust 24, 1932 
il0S i:artially cra::kai fartmately mt life threat.au.nJ fron radiatim, like it lBfE:Bl:rl in Japm a lDl.cx::Bl.Et in 
~ 2011. .An::t.rer exatpl.e is in sitratims ot:l'Er th3n natural disasters, like durirg tre rtHl ln.u:s to · alleviate 
tre high,.eys fmn rmvy traffic; ~' ~ trains m F .E.C. railn::oo ta:rl durirg tre 2rrl ...orld war a::nnut.~ 
efficialtly am quickly military~ to tre airp:rts am ~ts at t.h:s: o::ssta1 cities, as rrBlticnrl 
a1D.e m tre 1st ~-

Cblirusly tre :i;:oint is h:M v.ell tre p.lbl.ic is sene:1; tre pr~ive SJ aill.erl "All Ab:Brd F1.orica" 
~ train rn F .E.C. railn::oo will run f.ran Mi.ani. to Cto:a B:a::il, th:n turn W::Et to Grlarw instead of 
a::ntirn.ti.nJ up to Jcd<3:nvi.lle in Flarica rn F .E.c. railn::oo, th:n N:lrthEast alm.;J tre follavirg states as tre 
AMIRAK is p.1.annin.;J. 'Ire ''All Al:x::ard Flarica'' will st:cp in Ft. I..alrl:rdale arrl W::Et Palm B:B::tl, mly th:B:! 2 stq::s 
sdw~ all otrer o:astal cities, \\bile AMIRAK as an altetrative t.o high sp:erl train will st:cp at a:BStal cities. 

'Ilank :yw Jdmly h:::n:mabl.e Mninist.rat:or far yrur attaltirn rn this iSSLE. 

sin:erely, 

Oris Clristab.l.1.ru 
420 N.E. 12 ave., apt. :#ffil 
Hallamale :Em:h, FL 3JX13 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Edward C. (Ted) Kennedy 
9011 SE La Creek Ct. 

Hobe Sound, FL.33455 
Phone/Fax 772-545-0749 
E-Mail kennedytc@att.net 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Rm. W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 120590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

10/14/2014 

This letter is in opposition to the All Aboard Florida plan for high speed rail between 
Orlando and Miami, Florida through the Treasure Coast as presently proposed. It will act 
as a barrier wall between the communities and one of their primary sources of income, 
the water based recreational areas, aside from being incredibly inconvenient and noisily 
disruptive of the community. 

I am in favor, generally, of public transportation but this project needs to be farther 
west and less disruptive. 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

November 25, 2014 

I am writing to protest All Aboard Florida's plan to run 32 passenger trains daily from 
Miami to Orlando. This plan makes no economic sense to the communities along the 
Treasure Coast of Florida. Trains running at speeds exceeding 100 miles per hour 
represent a major safety hazard to our communities. There are over 300 level grade 
crossings along the proposed route. No other high speed train anywhere in the world 
has that type of level grade crossing situation. Amtrack has 11 such crossings from 
Boston to NY, and the trains are significantly slower than those proposed by AAF. In 
addition there is no protective fencing or barriers in the plan to protect the public from 
these high speed trains. Furthermore, the existing bridges were not built to handle the 
amount of train traffic that would occur between the freight and passenger service. 
People are killed every year by trains, and this proposal will exponentially increase the 
risk of fatalities!! This is a major disaster waiting to happen! 

With the added train traffic, bridges over waterways will be down most of the day 
hindering boat traffic and commerce. Rail crossings will also be down limiting the 
ability of emergency vehicles to get to the public and to medical facilities. Add the 
noise pollution and property value depreciation to the equation and the negative 
impact on the Treasure Coast of Florida will be substantial. This plan is bad for Florida 
and if approved is likely to be an economic loser. It appears that the only winner might 
be the Fortress Group who is using the passenger train ruse as a means to develop 
real estate in Miami and Fort Lauderdale. If a government guaranteed loan is 
approved, we the taxpayers will once again bail out Wall Street. 

o not go forward with this plan! 

David K. Kaugh 
7178 SE Golf Ridge ay 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
dkkaugher@comcast.net 

cc: Anthony Fox, Secy of Transportation 
Gina McCarthy, USl;:PA 
Sen. Bill Nelson 
Sen. Marco Rubio 
Rep. Corrine Brown 
Rep. Lois Frankel 
Rep. John Mica 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

John A. Kaichen 
5299 SE Sweetbrier 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
Tel: 772-220-1540 

November 7, 2014 

Our neighborhood in Stuart, Florida area, is up in arms, as I'm sure 
you've heard. The proposed high-speed trains passing through the 
residential communities along the Atlantic coast will have an inordinate 
impact on this area. It could be avoided if the trains used another track not 
so close to the shore. It is available. I'm told that choice has been 
rejected by the All Aboard Florida managers because they would have to 
"rent" those tracks. 

Your agency was created to serve the railroad needs of the country 
as a whole, not just to make sure railroads made a profit. Surely the high 
speed trains could use the alternative track which would avoid the chaos 
created by the proposed plan. Why not? 

'very truly yours, 
1 

/ ,r' 

a/~~, 
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To: John Winkie 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave.,SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir, 

October 26, 2014 

I am writing to express my thoughts about All Aboard Florida, the proposed high rail train from Miami 
to Orlando, FL. I am sure both Miami and Orlando will benefit from the project; however, all of the 
towns along the way will be greatly affected by the proposed train. We live in Martin County, and 
wonder if this area was even considered regarding effects of a high speed train on our communities 
along the proposed rail. We have MANY crossings which alone is of high impact as to safety at the 
crossings. Stuart, FL will be greatly affected with the train; not only the downtown business 
community, but our Hospital is on the West side of the tracks, and the largest percentage of residents 
live on the East side, causing much delay by ambulances and emergency situations being able to easily 
get to the health care facility. Fishing is a major industry here, and the impact of long waits for trains to 
pass and bridges returned to allow passage will financially affect the whole industry. The noise of train 
whistles 32 times daily for the high speed trains at each of the many crossings; as well of all of the 
daily freight trains will greatly affect those who live near the tracks. 

Personally, my doctors offices are also on the West side of the tracks; our school; buses will be greatly 
impacted when their routes take them across the tracks. The back-up at intersections will be very long. 
We already have many freight trains to contend with; and once the Panama Canal is completed, we 
know we will have many more and much longer trains carrying freight along the East coast. 

We hope you will convey our concerns to the interested parties, as the residents of this area have not 
been taken into consideration in the planning of this project. The high speed trains we have been on in 
Europe travel through the countryside; not through community after community along our busy coastal 
area.. We will gain NO benefits from the train, as they will not stop in any of our communities; we feel 
we have not been given consideration as to the effects of and costs of such a project. 

Thank you for reading my letter. I am a senior citizen who came to Florida for the beautiful weather 
and sunshine; not for dangers at railroad crossings. 

Sincerely, 
Joanne Hoglund 
8109 SE Double Tree Drive 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
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The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 
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October 27, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
Mr. John Winkle 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

PLEASE PLEASE read the enclosed letters to the editor. These letters have appeared in our local 
newspaper "Scripps Treasure Coast Newspaper" for several months. We don't have the millions of 
dollars All Aboard Florida is spending on politicians and lobbyists. Please note our local 
representatives do NOT support AAF. 

The AAF project will bring a number of jobs to Florida, but most of them will not exist when the 
project is completed. Our beautiful communities on the Treasure Coast and our quality of life will be 
extremely affected in a negative way on many many levels. Thousands of residents and thousands of 
visitors must be considered. 

For the future this railway system is better suited INLAND, WEST of Federal Highway where a 
railway line is presently located. 

Thank you for your time and I hope your consideration for our welfare. 

:I 



October 1, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Advinistration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room 
W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

Thousands of letters have been published in protest of AAF and how it will negatively impact on the 
Treasure Coast communities of Florida. 

The report submitted by your office was prepared and paid for by AAF. This is not acceptable on any 
level. The communities of the Treasure Coast of Florida and Tequesta, Fl deserve better. Please listen 
to our representatives. Please read the enclosed news release from the Stuart News. 

S±pr;1?ely, <-
1

/ 

\( \c~::v~,2'c: __ le{(_ 
Mary-EHeh Fianklin 
5658 S.E Forest Glade Trail 
Hobe Sound, Fl 33455 
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It is with deep concern that I object to the 11AII Aboard Florida" proposal to bring 

32 passenger trains a day in addition to the freight trains already passing along 

the east coast of Florida. 

The quiet community in which I live is close to the railroad tracks. This project will 

greatly disturb our peaceful enjoyment of our property as well as present an 

increased hazard at each crossing, and there are several just in our small 

community of Hobe Sound, as well as pose a danger for police, fire trucks and 

ambulances reaching our area in a timely manner. 

It is also my understanding that it will greatly impact the boater traffic on our 

lovely waterways and I am very concerned about the wildlife that will be 

impacted by the route of the proposed tracks. Most particularly as the trains pass 

through the beautiful Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Not just the speeding rail 

cars that potentially will kill the animals, but also the vibrations that will cause the 

burrowing wildlife to be greatly disturbed. 

There is nothing that I can think of that makes this railroad coming through our 

area that is beneficial to our community or the majority of the communities along 

the currently proposed route. 

I beg you to reconsider this project and all of the harm that it will do the way of 

life along the east coast of south Florida. Moving the rail lines inland to the 

sparsely populated central Florida would be more acceptable and still allow the 

project to go forward. I am NOT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA! ~o~ 0 {l,Nl,U\ • 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

7889 SE Sugar Sand Cir. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

The "Public Health and Safety" section of the EIS does not adequately address some 
important negative aspects of the proposed All Aboard Florida program. 

On pages S-17 and S-18, the EIS states "The Project would have an overall beneficial 
effect on public health, safety and security in the rail corridor." Further, "The benefits 
resulting from decreased congestion and the potential for fewer vehicular crashes and 
fewer emissions indicate that there will be no significant negative impacts on public 
health and safety." 

These claims are based solely on train riders reducing the number of cars on 195 annually. 
While the "potential" for fewer crashes exists, there is no way to ensure that fewer cars 
means fewer crashes. Moreover, the reduction of emissions on the 195 corridor will be 
offset by the increase in auto exhaust from cars idling at closed crossings 32 times a day 
near heavily populated communities further east. In season, car lines will be 12-15 strong 
in each direction, with each auto spewing exhaust while awaiting clearance. 

In addition, you should note that All Aboard Florida has not always made safety a 
priority. They initially refused to provide "sealed corridors" in their plan. Only after the 
Government demanded that they provide these safety features did they agree to include 
them. 

As in other areas, All Aboard Florida has not fully addressed the potential negative 
impacts of their service on "Public Health and Safety." Unless or until they do so, their 
loan should be denied. 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

7889 SE Sugar Sand Cir. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

The "ridership" promises for All Aboard Florida in the EIS look overly optimistic. These 
numbers are unlikely to be attained. This could result in a loan default or immediate 
request for subsidies. 

According to the EIS, All Aboard Florida projects to have 3.5 million riders in 2019. At 
the same time, AAF claims they will take 3 million car trips off the road annually. Both 
these numbers seem high, and the two contradict each other. 

Assuming ridership of 3.5 million per year, that equates to 9,589 passengers per day or 
approximately 300 on each of the 32 trains. That means 300 passengers on every train 
every day including weekends, holidays, etc. In comparison, the Amtrak Acela train in 
the northeast carried only 3 .3 million passengers in 2013. Ace la serves market areas with 
a combined population of 38 million. AAF states that "9 million live along the AAF rail 
corridor." Thus, a huge number of tourists must opt for train trips between Miami and 
Orlando each year at whatever rate is being charged and with a full understanding that 
when they reach the Orlando airport they'll need transportation to their next destination. 

AAF also claims it will remove "at least 3 million car trips" from roadways each year. 
Given their ridership expectation of 29% solo travelers and 71 % multiple travelers, we 
can assume an average of two persons in each of the 3 million car trips or 6 million in 
total. That equates to approximately 16,440 riders per year or 514 passengers on each 
train. 

The question is: which numbers are correct? Regardless, both sets seem too high and the 
likelihood of default or subsidies being needed rises accordingly. The requested loan 
should be denied. 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

7877 SE Sugar Sand Cir. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

The "ridership" promises for All Aboard Florida in the EIS look overly optimistic. These 
numbers are unlikely to be attained. This could result in a loan default or immediate 
request for subsidies. 

According to the EIS, All Aboard Florida projects to have 3.5 million riders in 2019. At 
the same time, AAF claims they will take 3 million car trips off the road annually. Both 
these numbers seem high, and the two contradict each other. 

Assuming ridership of 3.5 million per year, that equates to 9,589 passengers per day or 
approximately 300 on each of the 32 trains. That means 300 passengers on every train 
every day including weekends, holidays, etc. In comparison, the Amtrak Acela train in 
the northeast carried only 3.3 million passengers in 2013. Acela serves market areas with 
a combined population of 38 million. AAF states that "9 million live along the AAF rail 
corridor." Thus, a huge number of tourists must opt for train trips between Miami and 
Orlando each year at whatever rate is being charged and with a full understanding that 
when they reach the Orlando airport they'll need transportation to their next destination. 

AAF also claims it will remove "at least 3 million car trips" from roadways each year. 
Given their ridership expectation of 29% solo travelers and 71 % multiple travelers, we 
can assume an average of two persons in each of the 3 million car trips or 6 million in 
total. That equates to approximately 16,440 riders per year or 514 passengers on each 
train. 

The question is: which numbers are correct? Regardless, both sets seem too high and the 
likelihood of default or subsidies being needed rises accordingly. The requested loan 
should be denied. 

Sincerely, 
1 

/#r;;M), o/Jtlh~~ 
Michael J. O'Donovan 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

7877 SE Sugar Sand Cir. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

Your EIS analysis of the negative effects on various minority and low income 
communities on the Treasure Coast is neither complete nor accurate. 

You state on pages S-17 and S-17 that "Neither the E-W Corridor nor the N-S Corridor 
would result in residential displacement, job loss, or neighborhood fragmentation .. " In the 
Hobe Sound and Stuart area there are several businesses adjacent to your tracks that will 
suffer lost business and may even have to close entirely as a result of the dramatically 
increased rail traffic and its effects on the environment. 

Further, you may be correct in saying there will be no "residential displacement" because 
of eminent domain. However, unlike some communities, residents of low income and 
minority neighborhood homes may not leave because they can't afford to move. In effect, 
they are not displaced, they are held hostage in an undesirable location and cannot escape 
the negative impacts of your train service even if they want to. 

Your EIS also states on page S-17 that "mitigation would limit any changes in vibration 
along the N-S Corridor." This presumably refers to the "wheel and rail maintenance" that 
will diminish the expected doubling of vibration along the N-S Corridor. For minority 
and low income people living close to the tracks your promise to alleviate this problem is 
not enough to justify your going forward. 

Minority and low income residents near your proposed rail line will be disproportionately 
impacted by your trains. The project should be dropped. 

Sincerely, ( 

A A ' p /)to d1 ~·· -,,,. W' t G ~ \. •V Jv'Q')..,v__) 

Michael J. O' onovan 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

7889 SE Sugar Sand Cir. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

The Draft EIS does not justify allowing All Aboard Florida to proceed with their planned 
passenger service. 

The vast majority of justifications for moving ahead and granting a federal loan are based 
on promises, not actions. Time and again an environmental impact is deemed acceptable 
on the basis of AAF promising or committing to "mitigate" the situation. 

To date, these people have attempted to trick us into accepting their plan with misleading 
facts or partial truths. They imply they are not going to use taxpayer money when they've 
asked for a $1.6 billion government loan. They talk about lowering emissions by taking 3 
million cars trips off 195, but they ignore the vastly increased amount of exhaust fumes 
created by cars idling at crossings further east 32 times every day. 

Promises from All Aboard Florida are not enough. They've been anything but transparent 
up to now and in the EIS they have hidden behind "mitigation" claims rather than openly 
addressing potential negative impacts with clear action steps. Their loan request should 
be denied. 

Sincerely, . 

JJ~{~~~ 
Dennis J. O'Donovan 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

7889 SE Sugar Sand Cir. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
October 7, 2014 

The "Public Health and Safety" section of the EIS does not adequately address some 
important negative aspects of the proposed All Aboard Florida program. 

On pages S-17 and S-18, the EIS states "The Project would have an overall beneficial 
effect on public health, safety and security in the rail corridor." Further, "The benefits 
resulting from decreased congestion and the potential for fewer vehicular crashes and 
fewer emissions indicate that there will be no significant negative impacts on public 
health and safety." 

These claims are based solely on train riders reducing the number of cars on 195 annually. 
While the "potential" for fewer crashes exists, there is no way to ensure that fewer cars 
means fewer crashes. Moreover, the reduction of emissions on the 195 corridor will be 
offset by the increase in auto exhaust from cars idling at closed crossings 32 times a day 
near heavily populated communities further east. In season, car lines will be 12-15 strong 
in each direction, with each auto spewing exhaust while awaiting clearance. 

In addition, you should note that All Aboard Florida has not always made safety a 
priority. They initially refused to provide "sealed corridors" in their plan. Only after the 
Government demanded that they provide these safety features did they agree to include 
them. 

As in other areas, All Aboard Florida has not fully addressed the potential negative 
impacts of their service on "Public Health and Safety." Unless or until they do so, their 
loan should be denied. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement C
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Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement . FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose . 
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All Aboard Florida Inte rcity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportatton 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 
. " -. .:.·· 

There are 4 ways that you can comment : 

1) Wr itten comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes prov ided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Wr itten commen ts may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the D~IS must be submitted to t he FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name J); c..vin e H C-f'(e oh 

Address ~3/D SE Loe-+ Lo..k wq, 
Ho.be 5ounl 1 -~ 3 3 L!--1S-

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available _ ~ 
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7622 S.E. Dove Street 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
November 1, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Our family attended the local educational/input forum at the Charlie Kane Center in Stuart, 
Florida this past week. Until that time we were opposed to All Aboard Florida's plan for a high 
speed passenger train for many reasons: 

Financial - We are skeptical that the project can sustain itself. Same line passenger trains 
have been attempted before and have failed. The project's supposed mission is to 
provide passenger service but many believe that the projyc~'s lllission is to obtain RRIF 
loans under the guise of providing passenger service and ihen that fails to utilize those. 
tracks to double freight traffic. We.hope this theory will be,.d,uly "Snoped" by the FRA 
before any financial considerations are JTiade. · · ' ' 

Safery-Hobe Sound hoµses an, elementary school.not more thf!:n a couple of blocks from 
the prnposed raii with walker~ andbike riders traveling that. p~rti~;u-la:r crossing on a daily 
basis. ,Additionally, Hobe Sound's (and other .communities along tb;e tracks) ruralJJ.f!,ture 
lends .itself t~' children arid adults crossing the tr:a~ks at 'locations pthet tha.n armed .' ' ' ;-i . . ,,; ; ' '. ! '' ' ,,1" -

crossmgs. 

Waterways -The Okeechobee Waterway has a single track train crossing. It would be 
impossible to run an additional 32 trains every day without dramatically influencing 
marine traffic and having a significant economic impact. The EIS indicates a closing 
cycle is 15 minutes, those who are on the water say it's closer to 30, we believe this 
information should be tested independently to determine accuracy. 

Businesses -The number of businesses that will.be negatively impacted by the increased 
trains is significant. .f.\dditionally AAF speaks to "taking cars .off the roads" but those 
sam~ cars stop at locations all along th~ mute fr~m MianJ.i to Orlando to .eat, and . . . 
sometimes st.?y, which provides an economic boo;st,tq omc:omlllunities. 

Medical Emergencies~ We will.separate this from Safety because we have a large 
population residing east of our tracks. While AAF talks to the "60 second" rule of arms 
closure, our roads back up quickly regardless of the time the a~~s are closed and those .at 
the back of the line will experience much long~r delays, with dire results if those 'vehicles 
are emergency vehicles. . . 



Mr. John Winkle, FRA 
November 1, 2014 
Page II 

Independent Evaluation - We are concerned that the FRA is making decisions based an 
Economic Impact Study that was paid for by AAF. That would be the equivalent of 
banks allowing homeowners to select their own appraiser, a practice abolished long ago 
for good reason. At the very least an independent study should be done and compared to 
that provided by AAF to insure consistency. 

Location - We are concerned that efforts have not been made to work with CSX to 
determine viable options to run the train up the center of the state - a more direct route 
which would impact fewer communities and waterways. 

Since attending the forum we have added to our list of concerns a distrust of the company itself. 
Every question that we asked had a "fast talking" answer or was inconsistent with what another 
representative had told us. Just a couple of examples were the assurance that there would "never 
be delays" as a result the new trains due to their scheduling. There are already delays that occur 
when crossing arms are out of order. So, with the addition of the thirty-two trains which are 
more subject to delays as a result of their passenger nature, and a second set of tracks which can 
experience issues all their own, we are skeptical that there will "never be delays". When we 
made inquiries as to ridership study disclosures we were told that only some of the studies were 
disclosed with their RRIF loan request but that some were proprietary, we were later told by 
another representative that all the ridership studies had been disclosed. We did, however, get an 
honest answer when we asked whether or not the tracks that would be laid for passenger trains 
are engineered to support freight traffic if the passenger train failed - obviously the answer was 
"yes". 

We realize FEC can do what it wants with the tracks that it has, and can even add tracks or 
increase train volumes if it wants. We don't believe, however, that the FRA should participate in 
the funding of this project through RRIF loans when there are so many unaddressed issues and 
concerns about the true intent of the project, about its real impact, and about the accuracy of the 
information provided in the EIS. If FEC/ AAF are confident that "passenger" rail will be 
successful then let them fund it through private issues and not put the risk on the Federal 
government. 

Sincerely, 

~ . 

r, .... ,u.C~. ~ 
Jane C. E. Logan 

Cc: President Barack Obama 
Representative Patrick Murphy 
Senator Joe Negron 
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DAVID L. WENNER 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE Room W38-31 l 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

7055 SE Golfbouse Dr. 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
772-545-7188 
November 21, 2014 

My wife and I are very concerned about the negative effects of the proposed additional 
rail traffic being proposed by All Aboard Florida. Our most impo11ant concern is 
safety. We know of no other cmTent or proposed rail system in which trains pass so 
many crossings at high speeds without overpasses . There are four crossings near our 
home that we use almost daily. We are also wonied about the delays in emergency 
vehicle access because our community is separated from hospitals by the Florida East 
Coast Railway line. 

Some of our friends are also concerned about the effect of these issues - and the 
increased noise and vibration of so many additional trains - on their home values. 

We are confused as to why an additional passenger rail service is warranted, and the 
EIS does not make a convincing case. We know of no profitable passenger lines and 
wonder if the RIFF loan is being sought for purposes other than for what it is intended . 

For all these reasons we hope you will delay approval of the $1.6 billion loan to AAF 
until our concerns have been fully addressed. 

Sincerely, 

David L. Wenner 

Cc: Senator Marco Rubio 
Senator Bill Nelson 
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Mr. John Winkle 

CAROLYN B. WAKEFIELD 
6946 SE MOURNING DAVE WAY 

HOBE SOUND, FL. 33455 

December 1, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

This letter pertains to the high speed passenger rail service proposed for the East 
Coast of Florida. 

Have you ever read anything by author Carl Hiaasen? He is a Floridian who writes 
books and articles about corruption, scams and just plain strange things, all of which 
take place in Florida. When asked why he writes only about Florida he explains that 
since the state is at the bottom of the 48 contiguous states, all the nation's sludge 
flows down here. I know you have heard of Bernie Madoff and dangling chads, for 
example . 

In your wildest dreams can you imagine that Big Business can convince a country, a 
state, several counties and towns, politicians and realtors, that a passenger rail 
service with 32 trains a day from Miami to Orlando will be profitable? Recent 
history clearly refutes this. 

Of course, Disney is represented on the Board of the Railroad. Of course, non
interest bearing bonds will finance it. (who would buy one?). Of course three cities 
are rushing to build huge railroad stations with no money coming from All Aboard. 
Of course, the Environmental Impact Study was conducted by All Aboard itself! Of 
course the Coast Guard representatives have opined that boat traffic on many 
waterways with drawbridges will be severely interrupted, and the poor physical 
condition of these drawbridges has not been addressed . This sounds like a perfect 
plot for a new work by Carl Hiassen! 

I am against All Aboard Florida. I live in a small town along the tracks and like many 
small towns the Florida East Coast Railroad runs right through the middle of town. 
There are more than 300 GRADE LEVEL crossings along this route which must be 
dramatically improved at the expense of the local taxpayers. Ambulances, hospital 
visits, school buses, shoppers, church worshipers all need to cross these tracks. And 
all for a GRAND SCHEME by a large hedge fund which really eventually wants to 
have improved freight service. 



Mr. John Winkle 

DAVID D. WAKEFIELD 
6946 SE MOURNING DOVE WAY 

HOBE SOUND, FL. 33455 
NOVEMBER 7, 2014 

Federal Railroad Commission 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project as proposed is a bad idea. 
High Speed rail service is fine when carefully planned and financed. This project is 
being rushed through by its corporate and Florida State sponsors to avoid 
responsible planning and environmental delays. 

The route chosen between Miami and Orlando goes through the middle of many 
large and small coastal towns in southeast Florida for almost 200 miles. There are 
many grade crossings, four in the small town of Hobe Sound alone. My wife and I 
cross the tracks at least six times a day on average. Safety is a real concern because 
of the frequency of the 3 2 planned trains. Urgent visits to hospitals and doctors, fire 
and police emergencies will be impacted with frequent traffic backups. 

Along with the everyday inconvenience we local taxpayers will be forced to pay for 
extensive improvements at all the crossings. Sold to us as a "privately financed" 
project, it will involve taxpayer money developing and improving the four train 
stations, and a large federal loan to be repaid by State and Local bond issues 
collateralized by Florida East Coast Railroad assets. If the passenger service loses 
money, and it may based on recent rail service experiences, taxpayers and bond 
holders will absorb all the risk. 

Another set of tracks exists to the west where the land is much more rural. These 
tracks are operated by CSX. It is my understanding they have no interest in 
undertaking passenger service and have never even been approached because of the 
close ties between FECRR, its owner Fortress Investments, a large Florida 
corporation and the Governor's administration. Other Florida areas are not affected 
and are ambivalent. 

Please review this project carefully. Thank you. 



\ 



Mr. John Winkle 

William and Carol Tutko 
8056 SE Sequoia Drive 

Hobe Sound, Florida 33455-7888 

Phone: 772-220-2634 
E-Mail: bilcar0946@aol.com 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 November 26, 2014 

Subject: All Aboard Florida Railroad Project 

Dear Sir: 

It makes no sense to be running these trains through the towns of the Treasure Coast in 
Eastern Florida. The trains will be rnnning through many small towns with multiple 
crossings that will impede both foot and automobile traffic. The tracks are not up to high 
speed trains standards. If All Aboard Florida were trnly serious about high speed trains, 
they would be rnnning on welded tracks with speed over 200 miles per hour. 

The cmTent projected speeds will not make the trip to Orlando, as an example, much 
shorter. You have to factor in the time to get to the train station, park your car, board the 
train and atTange for ground transportation when you get to your destination of either 
Orlando or Miami. The area ground transportation would only add to the cost of an 
already expensive trip. The projected total cost of this service puts it out of the reach of 
most families plus it is inconvenient. 

The only people seeing any profit from this project will be those already living in 
Orlando and Miami. The major profit will be made by the New York hedge fund 
(Fortress Investment Group) when they eventually an-ange to sell the project and get a 
return on their original investment in Florida East Coast Railroad, who is driving this 
project. These rail services in other parts of the country never make money without 
government intervention. So, when Fortress exits the project with their profit in hand, the 
taxpayer will be left paying to support a losing situation going forward. 

Further, there are projections of many more freight trains, with more freight cars, to be 
added after the Panama Canal expansion is completed. In Martin County Florida, where 
we live, we have a railroad draw bridge .that crosses the St. Lucie River, which has only 
one track. There are no plans to replace this bridge built well over 50 years ago or to add 
additional track. Both freight and passenger trains ~ill have to be staged on either side of 
the bridge and will block intersections preventing first aid and fire vehicles from 
perf01ming their duties and risking lives as they wait at the crossings. 

ll Page 



The bridge being old and in need of replacement, takes a long time to go up or down 
when it allows boats to pass under it. The clearance is not sufficient to allow many boats 
to pass without raising the bridge. As a former boat owner, we have been delayed for 
long periods of time by its slow opening. We can't imagine what the backups will be on 
the waterway when there is added more freight and 32 high speed passenger trains a day 
over this old bridge. 

To further complicate the bridge and safety situations, there is a severely curved track 
just south of this bridge. This was not mentioned in the Environmental Impact Study. 
This will also slow down trains and cause a backup into downtown Stuart blocking more 
crossings and adding to this dangerous safety issue. 

It would be more expensive but All Aboard Florida would encounter less resistance to 
their project and get better results by having the trains go west of the populated areas 
along the Interstate 95 corridor. If the project was relocated there, the trains could go 
faster, get to their destinations quicker and not interrupt life in the Treasure Coast 
communities. 

If All Aboard Florida is allowed to go through our small towns and take away parking 
spaces in downtown areas, intenupt both auto and boat traffic, create safety issues and 
change the way of life for many Florida residents south of Orlando, in the long run it will 
have a negative effect on the entire State of Florida. Florida may no longer be an area 
that visitors and residents want to spend their time and money enjoying what Florida has 
to offer. We sincerely hope this project is stopped from continuing as currently planned. 

Sincerely, 

~5-~ 
William S. Tulko 

~8~~ 
Carol B. Tulko 
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November 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, FRA 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room 
W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

The idea of a passenger train between Miami and Orlando, FL is a total ruse to upgrade the existing 
tracks that run through the middle of the coastal towns along the east coast of Florida. There has not 
been a profitabl~ passenger train in the United States in the 100 years. They want the tracks upgraded 
at taxpayer expense to increase freight travel on these tracks through neighborhoods at 110 miles per 
hour. Thirty-two trains per day will disrupt for hours every day automobile traffic, schocl buses 
transporting children safely to and from school .. emergency ambulances to hospitals on the opposite 
side of the tracks, fire, and police, not to mention commercial boat t raffic on the St. Lucie River. 

The research has not been done as to the effect of high speed rail traffic on noise, pollution, vibration, 
safety and the cost to the economy of these coastal towns and the obstruction of the waterways which 
are vital to the marine services, marine retail and all their supporting businesses. 

Any ·such increased .rail traffic should be moved to the tracks west of these towns, near Florida's 
Turnpike for the least impact on our Treasure Coast towns. 

Please stop All Aboard Florida! It is an absurd idea that has not been t horoughly investigated. This will 
ruin these small, picturesque towns forever, dividing them in half, without having given any of the 
citizens of the towns any voice whatsoever. 

Very truly yours, 

Alison G. Small 
7080 SE Wead Stork Wc.'{ 
Hobesound,FL33455 
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November 29, 2014 

Mr. Joseph Szabo 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

The idea of a passenger train between Miami and Orlancio, FL ls a total rus~ to upgrnde ~he eJcisting 
tracks that run through the middle of the coastal towns along the east coast of Florida. There has not 
been a profitable passenger train in the United States in the 100 years. They want the tracks upgraded 
at taxpayer expense to increase freight travel on these tracks through neighborhoods at 110 miles per 
hour. Thirty-two trains per day will disrupt for hours every day automobile traffic, school buses 
transporting children safely to and from school, emergency ambulances to hospitals on the opposite 
side of the tracks, fire, and police, not to mention commercial boat traffic on the St. Lucie Rive .. 

The research has not been done as to the effect of high speed rail traffic on noise, pollution, vibration, 
safety and the cost to the economy of these coastal towns and the obstruction of the waterways which 
are vital to the marine services, marine retail and all their supporting businesses. 

Any su~.h .increased rail traffic shouid be moved to the tracks west of these towns, near Florida1s 
Turnpike for the least impact on our Treasure Coast towns. 

' . . 

Please stOp'AII Aboard Florida! It is an absurd idea that has not been thoroughly investigated. This will 
ruin these small, picturesque towns forever, dividing them in half, without having given any of the 
citizens of the towns any voice whatsoever. 

~· 
Peter M. Small 
7080 SE Wood Stork Way 
Hobe Sound, .FL 33455 
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November 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, FRA 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room 
W38-311 
Washington, DC.20590 

Dear Sir: 

' ~ • .; ~.° I 

. .J 

The idea of a passenger train between Miami and Orlando, FL is a total ruse to upgrade the existing 
tracks that run through the middle of the coastal towns along the east coast of Florida. There has not 
b!'!en a profitable passenger train in the United States in the 100 years. They want the tracks upgraded 
at taxpayerte>rn~r.ise}c>)nc,r~ase freight travel on these tracks through neighborhoods at 110 miles per 
hour. Thirty-two t~ains pe'r·day will disrupt for hours every day automobile traffic, school buses 
transporting children safely to and from school, emergency ambulanc2s to hospitals on the opposite 
side of the tracks, fire, and police, not to mention commercial bc,at ·traffic on the St. Lucie River. 

The research has not been done as to the effect of high speed rail traffic on noise, pollution, vibration, 
safety and the cost to the economy of these coastal towns and the obstrnction of the waterways which 
are vital to the marine services, marine retail and all their suppordng businesses. 

Any such increased rail traffic should be moved to the tracks west of these towns, near Florida's 
Turnpike for the least impact on our Treasure Coast towns. 

Please stop All Aboard Florida! It is an absurd idea that has not been thoroughly investigated. This will 
ruin these small, picturesque towns forever, dividing them in half, without having given any of the 
citizens of the towns any voice whatsoever. 

~ 
Peter M. Small 
7080 SE Wood Stork Way 
Hobesound,FL33455 

772-546-9322 
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November 29, 2014 

Mr. Joseph Szabo 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 
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The idea of a passenger train between Miami and Orlando, FL is a total ruse to upgrade the existing 
tracks that run through the middle of the coastal towns along the east coast of Florida. There has not 
been a profitable passenger train in the United States in the 100 years. They want the tracks upgraded 
at taxpayer expense to increase freight travel on these tracks through neighborhoods at 110 miles per 
hour. Thirty-two trains per day will disrupt for hours every day automobile traffic, school buses 
transporting children safely to and from school, emergency ambulances to hospitals on the opposite 
side of the tracks, fire, and police, not to mention commercial boat traffic on the St. Lucie River. 

The research has not been done as to the effect of high speed rail traffic on noise, pollution, vibration, 
safety and the cost to the economy of these coastal towns and the obstruction of the waterways which 
are vital to the marine services, marine retail and all their supporting businesses. 

Any such increased rail traffic should be moved to the tracks west of these towns, near Florida's 
Turnpike for the least impact on our Treasure Coast towns. 

Please stop Al] Aqoard Florida! It is an absurd idea that has not been thoroughly investigated . This will 
rui~ these small~ -,;i~turesque towns forever, dividing them in half, without having given any of the 
citizens of the towns any voice whatsoever. 

Very truly yours, 

Alisqn G. Small ,, , : _ 
7.080 SE: Wo~d Sto_rk Way, , . 
HobeSoun~FL33455 

772-546-9322 
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October 30, 2014 

John Winkle, Director 

Mitchell Shivers 
7128 SE Greenview Place 

Hobe Sound, Florida 33455 
646-244-7201 

Federal Railway Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. Room W 38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida 

Dear Sir: 

I strongly oppose the All Aboard Florida (AAF) proposal to provide intercity 
passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando using the existing FEC tracks. 

I do so because of my concern over the likely adverse impact the project will have 
on the economic well being of coastal Florida from just north of Palm Beach until 
Orlando. Further, the project imposes heavy burdens on the citizens of the Treasure 
Coast- without any benefit whatsoever in return. 

The DEIS fails to adequately address the numerous concerns, expressed over many 
months, by the Treasure Coast electorate. These concerns include health, safety, 
traffic operations, economic and quality of life impacts. 

The Treasure Coast public is very familiar with the existing FEC track system, its 
current safety issues (poor, antiquated, unsafe bridge crossings and unsafe vehicle 
and pedestrian crossings) and its current usage (limited runs of freight trains). 

This one time asset of coastal Florida is now promising to become a burden. It's 
practical utility to the State is coming to an end. 

I endorse all the findings of the letter sent to you by the Treasure Coast Legislative 
Delegation, chaired by Florida Representative Debbie Mayfield (District 54). 

I urge you to reject the DEIS as it stands and insist that Treasure Coast citizen 
concerns be fully addressed. If they are not, I respectfully request that you reject the 
AAF proposal in its entirety. Thank you, sir. 

' 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

~ u~s. Department 
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Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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Jldministration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administrat ion 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on ttie DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

UC(U;:F-
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tt~ 35UtSD) fl 
email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 
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Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad · 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the .FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 
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4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email 
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Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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September 25, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle 

Allowing All Aboard Florida to both double the tracks and drastically increase rail 
traffic on an old shoreline route is to flagrantly disregard Florida's development 
over the past 60 years. The right choice is to facilitate the use of existing rail lines to 
the west avoiding a dangerous conflict with the current high density population. 
Few people really want to stop progress, including freight from the new enlarged 
port of Miami as well as passenger trains. But this should be regulated so it is good 
for all, not just a single company who would wantonly disregard public safety for 
profit. If public safety was to be fully considered it would be more economic for this 
company to use the existing western rail line. I believe that your mission as a 
regulatory agency should have public safety as your first concern. 

Railroad crossings are a major safety concern for both the time a closed crossing 
stops emergency traffic and the speed of proposed high speed trains. 

Road closing times are made up of three events. The longest of these is the time 
from when the guards go down to when the train arrives. As you are aware, this has 
to be a lot longer for a high speed train in order for the train to have time to stop if 
the guards fail to operate. The time the train crosses the road is probably the 
shortest of the intervals with the third being the time to remove the guards after the 
train passes. So we are taking about a total of several minutes, up to 10 minutes -
critical minutes we are told for a patient with a stroke or heart attack - minutes that 
the roads are blocked 32 times a day for a total of 5 hours a day at each rail crossing 
up and down the shoreline on roads which are now standing between the patients 
home and hospital emergency care. This is an unacceptable risk for the public just 
so a company can make money. Again, the solution is to use the western tracks. 

Also high speed is involved - the proposed trains will be speeding through 
complicated road crossings. Crossings like "confusion corner" in Stuart which are 
safety concerns just for the slow existing road traffic. A high speed train with the 
bare minimum safety crossing guards proposed will be deadly. Whole cities have 
been built up around these crossing in the last 60 years and the only reason there 
hasn't been more deadly accidents is that there are only a few trains and they 
slowly, very slowly, approach these areas. Allowing high speed train operation 
would be deadly and totally irresponsible. The company proposing to do this has 
economics in mind not public safety. Installing really safe crossing guards in these 
areas would be prohibitively expensive. Again the solution is to use the western 
tracks away from these high population shoreline areas. 



There are other issues of public concern such as the many frequent closings of the 
very old rusty, worn railroad bridges. These bridges should be replaced and 
elevated to recognize the difference between what exists now and when they were 
built almost 100 years ago. Road bridges have had to face this reality and have been 
upgraded over waterways and roadways. Should not the railroads be held to the 
same public standards? 

If All Aboard Florida is allowed to follow through on their current plans it will put 
the Florida public at risk and become a public expense just for company profits. 
This should be as unacceptable to you as it is to us. 

Please direct All Aboard Florida to amend their plans. 

Sincerely 

·-d 
David and Barbara Schilke 
10708 S.E. Dock Court 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 

/ 
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All Aboard Florida 

David Schilke <dcs.msee1969@gmail.com> 
To: AAF _comments@vhb.com 
Bee: "drew.n.campbell@gmail.com" <drew.n.campbell@gmail.com> 

Gentlemen 

Thu, Sep 25, 2014 at 11 :55 AM 

Allowing All Aboard FL to both double the tracks and drastically increase rail traffic on an old shoreline route is to 
flagrantly disregard Florida's development over the past 60 years. The right choice is to facilitate the use of existing 
rail lines to the west avoiding a dangerous conflict with the current high density population. Few people really want to 
stop progress, including freight from the new enlarged port of Miami as well as passenger trains, but this should be 
regulated so it is good for all, not just a single company who would wantonly disregard public safety for profit. If public 
safety was to be fully considered it would be more economic for this company to use the existing western rail line. I 
believe that your mission as a regulatory agency should have public safety as your first concern. 

Railroad crossings are a major safety concern for both the time a closed crossing stops emergency traffic and the 
speed involved. 

Closing time has 3 intervals. The most important is the time from when the guards go down to when the train arrives. 
This has to be a lot longer for a high speed train in order for the train to have time to stop if the guards fail to operate. 
The time the train crosses the road is probably the shortest of the 3 intervals with the second being the time to remove 
the guards after the train passes. So V:Je are taking about a total of minutes - minutes that the roads are. blocked 32 
times a day - critical minutes we are told for a patient with a stroke or a heart attack - and this will happen ;32 times a 
day for a total of hours at each crossing up and down the shoreline on roads which are now standing between the 
patients home and hospital emergency care. An unacceptable risk for the population just for company to make 
money. !he solution is to use_ the western tracks . . 

And high speed is inv.olved - the proposed trains will be speeding through complicated road crossings. Crossings like 
"confusion corner" in Stuart which in themselves pose safety risks just for the slow existing road traffic. A high speed 
train with the bare minimum safety crossing guards proposed will be deadly. Whole cities have been built up around 
these crossings in the last 60 years and the only reason there hasn't been more deadly accidents is that there are only 
a few trains and they slowly, very slowly, approach these areas. Allowir:,g high speed train operation would be deadly 
and totally irresponsible. The company proposing to do this has economics in mind not public safety. Installing safe 
crossing guards in all these areas would be prohibitively expensive. Again the solution is to use the western tracks 
away from these high population shoreline areas . 

There are other issues of public concern such as the many frequent closings of the existing very old rusty, worn 
railroad bridges. These bridges should be replaced and elevated to recognize the difference between what exists now 
and when they were built almost 100 years ago. Road bridges have had to face reality and have had do this . Should 
not the railroads be held to the same standards. 

If All Aboard Florida is allowed to follow through on their current plans it will put the Florida public at risk and become a 
public expense j1,1st for company profits. Tt,is should be as unacceptable to you as it is to 1,.1s. 

Please direct All Aboard. Florida to amend their plans. 

Davi~~ marLcom> . . . Thu, seP 25, 2014 at 11 :56 AM 
To: Barbara Schilke <barbara.~chilke@gmail.com>, Barbara Hampp <jbhampp@bellsouth.net>, Barbara Farenwald 
<BFarenwald@hollandamerica.com>, David Schilke <dcs.msee1969@gmail.com> ' · 
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November 25, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue; S.E, 
Room W 38 31 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Sir: 

My husband and I moved to Florida, Martin County jn 1971. We settled in 
Stuart, moved to Jensen Beach in February, 1975, and in 1977 settled int\ 
the area known as Rio.. We picked this area because it seemed like a very 
quiet community with lots of trees, which seemed to us like the small town 
we came from, 
From childhood we were taught that this country had a government of the 
people, by the people and for the people, but now it seems as though it is a 
government of the 'big money" and the people have so say about what 
happens on their streets and in their neighborhoods. From what I have read 
in local newspapers, I feel there is a very small percentage of the citizens 
residing on the Treasure Coast who are in favor of All Aboard Florida. 
In addition to disruptions in residential areas, there is the matter of the city of 
Stuart with the railroad tracks running through the downtown area. 
What about "Confusion Comer"? -- will this quaint intersection be removed? 
Does the average citizen have any say in what happens in their 
neighborshoods? Where are local government officials? 

CC: Stuart News 

Yours truly, 

Bette Harkness 
1280 NE 14th Ct., Apt. L13 

J ense n Beach, FL 34957 



10/30/2014 

To Whom It May Concern: 

My husband and I are totally against the FEC building AAF through Martin 
County along the FEC corridor. It will destroy Martin County along the coast 
where most of the population lives. Western Martin Countyh~s thous.ands of acres 
of undeveloped land and it is a straight shot to Orlando using that direction. Why 
not insist that AAF build its tracks out there? 

My husband and I happen to live on the wrong side of the tracks and are fearful of 
long delays for Emergency Rescue Services to be able to reach us. We frequently 
wait long periods of time for the trains to pass, with us having to sit right in the 
exhaust of multiple cars. That will be a nightmare when there are 32 additional 
openings and closings. We will literally be almost housebound. 

Additional concerns about the RR Bridge, which is almost 100 years old, cause 
pause. I've learned that the only inspections done on this bridge are done by the 
FEC and they refuse to release inspection reports to anyone. Attached is a picture 
of the FEC Bridge. Does it look like it can handle an extra 32 raising and lowering 
a day7AAF refuses to double track or build a new bridge. 

There were 2 train derailments north of the Roosevelt Bridge in 2004 near my 
home. A train carrying crushed rock derailed creating what looked like a 
moonscape. FEC cleaned up the cars but left the debris which ultimately 
changed the drainage pattern of storm water in our area. When Martin County 
asked FEC for assistance, they refused stating that they owned the right of way 
and that they didn't need to remove anything further. The County ultimately 
spent hundreds of thousands of dollars trying to improve storm water drainage 
in my area and it is still not as good as before the derailment. That is not what I 
call being a good neighbor. Attached are copies of the newspaper articles that 
covered the derailment. 

I have also learned that the company that did the EIS was hired and contracted 
by FEC. It appears that the fox is in charge of the henhouse. Our County staff 
has studied the report and it is absolutely not factual and doesn't even look at 
many areas of concern to our county. I can only assume that the same is true of 
other counties. 



Martin County is paradise to those of us who live here. We frequently vote to 
tax ourselves to buy conservation land, to build libraries, to maintain 
infrastructure and we have a very strong Comprehensive Plan to protect 
ourselves from the mistakes that have been made in other counties. If AAF is 
asking for government guaranteed loans, don't let them have it. It is a very risky 
venture and a few people expect to make a large amount of money. There is no 
commuter train in the world that is nonsubsidized, although I understand that 
China claims to have one. Please don't let Martin County's citizens' rights be 
trampled for the profit of a few. 

Sincerely, 

John P. and Myra Galoci 
7 45 NE Spencer St. 
Jensen Beach, Fl., 34957 

/7~· 
C John P. Galoci 

h~'¥~ 
MyMi Galoci 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S; Department 
of Transportation 

federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

M r. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Adm inistration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email 

\AC. 
4J.-q5 l""-' '( S \> ~ tv t:·-r 
~ lZl\1, s I[~ "Bt~C-\4J ~L 3Y 9S1 

Please provide you r email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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11/25/2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S. E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

RE: All Aboard Florida railroad coming through our towns on the Treasure Coast 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

This railroad is a very bad idea. Nothing good about it! I live four blocks west of the 
tracks and I hear the trains rumbling down the tracks in the middle of the night and all 
day long. I hear the loud honking signal at the crossing north of me and again south of 
me, and actually one further down the line. 

It's not only about the noise, air pollution and disruption it's also about eroding 
property values. Who would want to buy my home if I chose to move away to a more 
pleasant neighborhood? Besides, I love my little home in Jensen Beach. I moved here 
from PA 25 years ago and have seen many changes in traffic but nothing like this 
proposed train traffic. Eighty percent of what I do in a day takes me across the tracks in 
our downtown and Stuart downtown. I have no objection to what exists now, nor 
anything against mass transit, but this is something that is being forced upon us for 
sheer greed. The substantial increase in train traffic is unacceptable. And, we hear 
about a further percentage of freight traffic to come in the next years. 

The study that was done glossed over the part about quality of life and other issues 
important to we who live on the Treasure Coast. It was a sham, just like the meeting I 
attended at the Kane Center in Stuart. Although, everyone representing the railroad, 
including the FRA, was very polite and answered questions. it felt like a very controlled 
public relations event for AAF. I did write my thoughts on the comment sheet, all 3 
pages of it (and no one had a staple gun to keep it together). I came away frustrated, 
angry and feeling like I had wasted my time. It looked like a done deal already! 
In fact when I bring it up to my neighbors, they take no action because they think it is a 
done deal and they have no say in the matter. 

The double track coming through downtown Jensen Beach and Stuart, as well as others, 
will ruin these towns. I am sh_ocked that the survey team c.ould not see this. The 
increased commuter and freight trains will be a disaster for the businesses and maritime 
traffic. 



Please take this train west to the CSX tracks and keep it out of our State Park (Jonathan 
Dickinson) and our coastal neighborhoods. Try building it along the 1-95 corridor. That 
makes more sense. Stop the commercial creep that is encroaching on towns all across 
America. 

I could make many more points as I have read many by thoughtful writers on the 
opinion pages of the Stuart News, but I am sure you have already heard them. Please, 
please do all you can to stop this train. 

Sincerely, 

Lorraine Devereaux 
1386 NE Flora Place 
Jensen Beach Fl 34957 
772-334-6698 
raindev@bellsouth.net 
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JOHN WINKLE 
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
1200 NEW JERSEY A VE. S.E. 
ROOM- W38-31 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590 

REGARDING: NO GO- ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

SEPTEMBER 20, 2014 

IN ANSWER TO THE STUART NEWS THIS SUNDAY MORNING, I WILL COMPLY WITH 
MY OPINION FOR WHAT IT'S WORTH. 

MY HUSBAND DEL AND I MOVED HERE FROM MICHIGAN, HA YING A PLACE IN JENSON 
BEACH, FL. FOR MANY YEARS DECIDED TO MAKE THE BIG MOVE PERMANENTLY AND 
ENJOY WEATHER WITHOUT SNOW. WE DID JUST THIS, UNTIL HE BECAME VERY ILL AND 
SUCCOMBED TO ALZHEIMERS LEAVING ME DEVASTATED. ALTHOUGH WE REALLY 
ENJOYED ALL THE WONDERFUL SHOPPING IN STUART ALONG FLAGLER BL VD. JUST 
LOOKING IN THE WINDOWS WAS INTERESTING AND GOING TO THE THEATER, WE NEVER 
GAVE A THOUGHT OF A TRAIN COMING THROUGH JENSEN BEACH AND STUART WHAT 
A DISASTER WAITING TO HAPPEN. I'VE BEEN HERE OVER 20 YEARS AND MAYBE IT'S 

TIME FOR ME TO MOVE BACK TO MICHIGAN BEFORE THIS HAPPENS. 

I HA VE NO IDEA HOW MANY LETTERS MUST BE RECEIVED BEFORE YOU PEOPLE REALIZE 
THIS UNFORTUNATE SITUATION, DISREGARDING THE INTELLIGENCE OF PROPERTY 
OWNERS, SMALL BUSINESSES THAT SURROUND JUST THE AREA YOU HA VE CHOSEN TO 
ADVANCE WITH THE PLANS YOU FEEL WILL BE EXCEPTED BY EVERYONE, ONLY A 
COMPLETE NIGHTMARE FOR TRAFFIC LIGHTS, OUR BRIDGES OPENING AND CLOSING, 
ALONG WITH THE FISHERMAN THAT COME ALL THE WAY HERE TO OUR OUTSTANDING 
EVENTS THAT HAPPEN ALL SEASONS, STORING THEIR BOATS, USING OUR 
ACCOMMODATIONS HERE IN STUART, FL. AND JENSEN BEACH, FL. ONLY TO REALIZE 
THAT THIS NO LONGER WILL EXIST FOR THEM, OR THAT THEY DO NOT HA VE A VOICE IN 
THE SITUATION OR TO BE NOTIFIED TO BE HEARD AS ONLY THE PEOPLE THAT LIVE HERE 
DO. 

I SUGGEST MOVE YOUR SUGGESTED SITUATION OVER BY 1-95 WHERE THERE IS ALL 
KINDS OF ROOM. LEA VE STUART, FL AND JENSON BEACH, FL AS THEY ARE. 

SINCERELY, 

JACQUELINE D. ARNOLD A VERY CONCERNED PARTY 
/""'), 

i ; ,l ;f) 
~ I' /t /L// / 

\,_/ \,,.-· (: 

COPY SENT TO: CONGRESSMAN PATRICK MURPHY 
18TH DISTRICT, FL. 

B,1 7!&~t; 
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December 1, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

This letter is in reference to All Aboard Florida's plan to apply for Federal money to send 32 high speed trains and 50 
freight trains through Stuart, Florida when the Panama Canal is completed. Many believe the loan is already a done deal 
and are disgusted with OUR Federal Government. It is my hope that you will take my concerns under consideration 
before approving a loan, if granted, and in the event of failure to repay the loan, the government must require the rail 
lines/property be used as loan collateral instead of equipment. Default on the loan is very likely because we all know 
the U.S. rail service is subsidized by the tax payers! 

Although there are many concerns, my primary concern centers on the myriad of problems relative to increased freight 
train traffic. Please follow my logic as listed below: 

1. AAF plans to double and triple the tracks through the Treasure Coast, to provide for new high speed trains and 
increased freight trains moving north and south. 

2. The train trestle bridge over the St. Lucie Waterway is only 1 set of tracks with no AAF provision to add another 
set of tracks across the river. The bridge is over 100 years old, takes 20 minutes to close whose signal comes 
from Jacksonville. The bridge should be replaced. 

3. The one set of tracks north of this bridge makes a 40 degree turn, is a serious safety concern as the train must 
slow down, otherwise it will leave the tracks, plow into street traffic and block the road until cleared of debris. 

4. The average freight train is 1-1.75 miles in length while AAF's report states their freight trains will average 
2.6 miles (13,728 feet) in length. 

5. While waiting for a southbound freight train or faster moving high speed train to pass over the St. Lucie 
Waterway bridge, a northbound freight train sitting on the tracks will have to wait on the tracks south of the 
bridge. This 2.6 mile long freight train will block commuter traffic at all 6 major crossings in Stuart. None of this 
has been addressed in the AAF Impact Report. A map is enclosed for your perusal, the red dots being the 
crossings most affected. 

6. According to my calculations, these are the times it will take for a 2.6 mile long freight train, travelling at the 
speeds indicated, to pass through each crossing through the Town of Stuart. 
a) 10 mph speed (528 feet/hr) = 15.6 minutes 
b) 15 mph speed (105,600 feet/hr)= 7.8 minutes 
c) 20 mph speed (132,000 feet/hr) = 6.24 minutes 

7. Using the above data, 50 daily freight trains will block traffic at each crossing 12.5 hours, 6.5 hours or 5.2 hours 
each day, respectively. 

8. The daily schedule of 32 high speed and 50 freight trains passing through Stuart and how long a sitting/non
moving freight train must wait in Stuart to pass over the St. Lucie Waterway bridge is NOT addressed in the AAF 
Impact Statement. 

9. When a 2. 6 mile long freight train waits south of the bridge or travels slowly through town, traffic at all major 
railroad crossings will back up but most seriously to the west to the U.S. #1 highway, the major north-south 
artery in Stuart. At all the major railroad crossings in Stuart, the distance between the railroad crossings and 
U.S. #1 is not more than SO -150 feet. The east-west backup across U.S .#1 will obstruct the north-south flow 
of traffic on this major artery as well. This information has also been omitted from the AAF Impact Report. 

According to AAF, the reason for the government loan is for the addition of the high speed rail service. However, based 
on all that has been omitted from the AAF Impact Report regarding how the increased freight train traffic will affect the 
daily lives of our citizens. I believe the loan is a smoke screen. The loan will ultimately be used to improve and add new 
rail lines for the increased Asian freight, scheduled to begin with the opening of the enlarged Panama Canal. 





The freight train tracks need to run parallel to the 195 corridor or up through the middle of the state - not through the 
towns of the Treasure Coast. I realize a business is in business to make money but a big corporation should not be 
permitted to omit serious consequences of their actions in an Environmental Impact Statement when asking for a 
government loan for passenger service. In addition to making money, it's as if AAF's bottom line should also read 
" .... and the public be damned." They need to be a good neighbor. And if they won't, it is up to you, Mr. Hinkle, and the 
Federal Railroad Administration to force them to be good neighbors. 

It is my understanding that all public comments will be posted on line. I will be looking for my comments and 
subsequent changes in the draft. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Louise Andrews (772.334.2584) 
1397 NE Sago Drive 
Jensen Beach, FL 34957-6429 





October 27, 2014 

Mr . John Winkl e 
Federal Railroad Administrator 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I would like to express my support for All Aboard Florida. This necessary project would re

establish passenger rail service between two of the state's most congested, populated and 

visited areas with minimal environmental impacts while generating thousands of job and 

millions in economic impact. 

As Florida becomes the nation's third most populous state, the increase in traffic on our 

highway will be significant and air quality will also be impacted as well as safety. As our 

population continues to grow, we must look to other transportation options. This project will 

remove up to 3 million vehicles from the highways. This will make the highways safer and less 

congested while reduce carbon monoxide (1654 tons), nitrogen oxides (192 tons) and VOC's (59 

tons) by 2030. There is not another infrastructure project that can have this type impact on the 

transportation system in Florida. 

All Aboard Florida is a privately-funded project that will become a significant part of the 

regional transportation system that will prepare Florida for the future. Let's all get on board. 

Sincerely, 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form wrn only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 

I have reviewed the draft EIS. As a native Floridian who has always lived along an enjoyed the 
outdoors along the east coast of Florida, any concerns I may have had about the AAF project 
impacting or degrading the overall environment have been well-addressed. Except for the Cocoa
Orlando segment the project uses a rail route that will have been in place for over 120 years. The 
Cocoa-Orlando segment will simply widen by a small amount a highway route that has been in 
place for over 40 years. On a broader scale Florida has endangered lands programs that will more 
than compensate for the negligible loss of habitat or effects on environment by the small widening 
of the Beachline (528) route. 

It is great to see a risk-taking private enterprise undertaking an entrepreneurial project of this 
magnitude that does not utilize tax funds nor anticipate a taxpayer bailout. It is my opinion that the 
completed project will boost both business and tourist travel in Florida. As such it will benefit 
communities along the line. I live in Brevard County which will not initially have a stop. But I 
anticipate that eventually the project will add stops by at least some of its trains in communities 
that initially will not have stops. The vigorous opposition by some in those communities is very 
short-sighted. 

I also believe other concerns about crossing blockage times, noise, etc. are being properly 
addressed by the project. There can be no sympathy for vocal complainers who bought property 
cli ,se to the existing rail line. They should have understood that the nature of the usage of such 
crnridors can change. I do have some sympathy for those in Canaveral Groves who bought property 
long before the project was ever conceived, and hope that their concerns can be mitigated in some 
way by AAF. 

Overall, it is my opinion that AAF is a plus for the state of Florida and the communities it will 
serve both in the beginning and later, and I fully endorse the project. 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of TransportotfQh 
Federal Rallraad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672}. 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name Roherk- Lo""'ry 
Address .3 Ol' 0 f't-, rp le, M.A,rt't\t /..tULe 

/ll&1'ev[tt,.i,1;fe,) FL 3:2qo3 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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ruth amirthanayagam 
to AAF _com ments@yhb.com 

cc ruth amirthanayagam 

Sat, Nov 29 1:23 PM 

Comments on Proposed All Aboard Florida Rail Service 

Attention: John Winkle 

Dear Mr . Winkle: 

This comment is in connection with the Proposed All Aboard Florida Rail Service. I am a resident of 
Hypoluxo and formerly Lantana, Florida . Both places in which I have lived are less than two blocks from 
the Florida East Coast Railroad tracks. In general, I am a strong proponent of public transportation. 

However, I have three primary concerns about the proposed passenger rail service in this particular 
location. 

First, Lantana is one of the towns with the highest death rates along the East Coast Railroad tracks. The 
tracks are very close to Dixie Highway (U.S. 1) in this area -- only 10 or 20 feet away. Currently there 
is only one track. Several bus stops leave people off along U.S. 1/Dixie. Shops such as K-Mart, grocery 

stores, restaurants, the post office, library are on the other side of the tracks. Frequently people -
young, old, with strollers, high school students, need to cross the tracks. Many of them do not cross at 
the crosswalks, some of which are in poor condition. They cross through the grass and over the rocks 
and rails. At the high speeds which All Aboard Florida proposes, the death rate will increase. With two 
tracks and trains crossing from opposite directions, the death rate will increase. With the greater 
frequency of trains, the death rate will increase. Further, there is a turn in the tracks which 
makes trains difficult to see. 

Second, traffic at all the Lantana crossings as well as Hypoluxo Road is a problem. Third, noise is also a 
concern. A lot of people live close to the tracks in these towns. Both of these concerns are minor, 
however, compared to concern number one -- people's lives. You need to look at the Lantana area, in 
particular, very carefully. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Sent from Windows Mail 



November 06, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE. Rm. W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: Miami to Orlando, Florida High Speed Railroad 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live on North Hutchinson Island in Ft. Pierce. Our exit or entry from the island is 
over the North Bridge Causeway, which crosses over the Intra-Coastal Waterway. 
Surveys show that 7,000 vehicles-a-day cross over this drawbridge causeway during the 
day. Most of this traffic is impacted by having the drawbridge raised to allow boats 
traveling north and south that, several times a day, causes a major traffic back up 
sometimes up to one mile long (depending on the size and speed of the boat) from either 
side of the bridge to and from U S Highway one. Associated with that route is a train 
crossing that once again adds to traffic back up. 

Now they are proposing adding extra train tracks in this area to accommodate high-speed 
trains going 110 MPH crossing thirty two (32) times a day! Imagine the impact this will 
have on the residents, not to mention emergency vehicles and delivery trucks, and real 
estate values! Most every homeowner north of West Palm Beach is AGAINST having 
this high-speed train rumbling though their peaceful little communities. The train doesn't 
stop in any of the towns northeast of Palm Beach. 

Talk about disruption of peace and quiet in these small towns! Not to mention the 18,252 
railroad crossings from Miami to Orlando. We live here because we love the small town 
atmosphere! There is plenty of vacant land west of the Turnpike and I-95 through which 
to route these high speed trains. Some tracks have to be built anyway; so why do they 
have to go through our towns. 

This proposal is insane and dangerous. Please do not allow them to ruin our beautiful, 
small-town communities. 

Very sincerely, 

illiam K. Medina 
3223 S Lakeview Cir Apt 8 
Hutchinson Island 
Florida,34949 



F L O R D A 

October 231 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue1 SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

John Moriarty & Associates of 

1942 Tyler Street 
Hollywood, Florida 
Phone 954.920.8550 
Fax 954.920.8586 

I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida project. This 
necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by reintroducing passenger rail 
along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, creating thousands of jobs and 
generating millions in economic impacts. 

All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida's 19 million residents and more than 95 million 
tourists. Florida's roads are already some of the most congested in the country, and the 
expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population continues to grow, we must 
look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, "The 
Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from 
the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019." 

There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida's landscape and economy and 
benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail system will become 
a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state. 

Very truly yours, 

John Leete 
Executive Vice-Presiden 
John Moriarty and Associ 
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11/6/2014 

TO: 

FROM: 

Print letter I Citizens Against The Train 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Mr Jackson Hazlewood 

2002 captains Way 

Jupiter,Florida 33477 

The East Coast of Florida has topography unique to the United States, and is not suited for railway expansion. 

All Aboard Florida will significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use drawbridge access to 

open water, as well as businesses dependent on those boaters, therefore impacting the economy, recreation and 

quality of life. Reports from a significant number of boaters indicate that they would no longer use these 

recreational areas and would not make their usual stops here. 

4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of wait time for boats during train 

crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing over the actual impact of boating and boating businesses in 

the area, where at time several boats are stacked up waiting for trains to cross. 

The study describes the impact as "minimal." It is difficult to believe than an additional 32 trains plus 20 freight 

trains plus more additional freight coming up from Miami crossing the New River would not have any impact. 

The New River bridge would be closed 6.5 hours per day: 30 times a day for an average of 13 minutes vs. 10 times a 

day currently for an average of 19 minutes. 

The Loxahatchee River Bridge currently is used by about 20 trains a day and the bridge is down and blocking marine 

traffic for about 20 minutes each time. The Loxahatchee span would be closed 8.4 hours per day: 42 times a day for 

an average of 12 minutes vs. 10 times a day for an average of 19 minutes. 

The proposed additional MF passenger train traffic will add at least one additional bridge lowering each hour - two 

additional lowerings unless the northbound and southbound trains cross at the exact same time, which is unlikely. 

That's 40 to 60 minutes each hour with the bridge being down, blocking all boat traffic, including emergency boats 

operated by the U.S. Coast Guard, the Jupiter Police, the Tequesta Police and the Florida Fish and Wildlife 

Conservation Commission. 

Table 2.2-3 indicates 746 out of 900 Martin County's river marinas are affected by rail traffic, clearly showing the 

detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates that the marine industry for the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in 

December 2013. The EIS state St. Lucie River has 1,307 slips; over half are commercial. Delayed boating will 

definitely impact these businesses and the economy. I refer to the EIS informational table: 

https:/lwww.citizensagainstthetrain.com/print-letter/6/1 1/2 



11/6/2014 Print letter I Citizens Against The Train 

The draft continues to misrepresent: "The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82. 9% of the marine activity in 

Martin County and 15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St. Lucie River is 

located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this river is equivalent to 82.9% of the 

economic value of the marine industry in Martin County plus 15.3% of the economic value of the marine industry in 

St. Lucie County, resulting in a total economic value of $648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 million 

in direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects. This activity supports a 

total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table 5.2-9)." 

The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in queue waiting for the drawbridges to open and close and 

how these standing trains might further impact railway crossings while they block these crossings during their wait, 

further impacting all of the above problems caused by increased train traffic. 

Sincerely, 

~on Hazlewood 

v~ a/ o rr~ 

https://www.citizensagainstthetrain.com/print-letter/6/1 212 



Donna Dickerson 
959 Pompano Drive 
Jupiter, FL 33458 
September 22, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing in regards to the DEIS for All Aboard Florida. I wish to point out the data 
used for vessel traffic at the Loxahatchee Railroad drawbridge is seriously flawed and 
request that further studies be required using valid data. 

First of all the assumption that "winter" is the peak season for boating traffic is incorrect. 
Vessels traversing through the Loxahatchee railroad bridge are mainly owned and 
operated by full time Florida residents who are boating for pleasure. The Jupiter Inlet 
District (Jupiter Inlet District, 400 N. Delaware Blvd. Jupiter, FL 33458 (561) 746-2223 
(561) 744-2440 Fax) has an ongoing study of boat traffic, the data from which that I am 
sure will be provided to you. Pleasure boating is weather dependent. When the winds 
and seas are high the boating volume is less. The weather conditions during the survey 
period of Dec. 31, 2013 to January 21, 2014 were some of the worst of the season. 

The sampling periods used for vessel traffic at all three movable bridges in this study are 
highly irregular, "2-3" weeks. Why not a set number of days or weeks? The use of this 
variable sample period indicates that possibility of data manipulation. 

This DEIS discusses vessel queues for these bridges. The waterways are not roadways. 
Roadways have tum lanes for vessels to queue, waterways do not. I have personal 
experience boating through the Loxahatchee bridge on our personal vessel. This bridge is 
located at the intersection of the Loxahatchee River and the Intracoastal waterway. The 
current under this bridge can be extremely strong especially at mid tide. The bridge is 
adjacent to the Al A highway bridge. Westbound vessels must wait east of the AlA 
bridge where there is considerable boat traffic traversing the Intracoastal waterway. In 
addition, further to the east is the US 1 drawbridge which at times also has boats waiting. 
My husband is an experienced licensed boat captain and a very good boat pilot. However 
many boaters are not as experienced, waiting for the railroad bridge to be raised can be a 
frightening experience as boats of all sizes with captains of various abilities maneuver in 
place with tides and traffic. 

There is also no traffic light for the boaters. Once the railroad bridge is raised it solely 
the responsibility of the boaters to be proceed safely through the bridge. I have witnessed 
many near collisions as boater fighting the current and often lacking patience traverse 
through this bridge. 



Mr. John Winkle 
September 22, 2014 
Page2 

A significant increase in bridge closures during the day at this location is a disaster in the 
making. I am requesting that more data be collected and analyzed at all of the movable 
bridges covered by this DEIS. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

\ incerely , 

J%v,/l )nu{jJd-, ' 
Donna Dickerson 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
u.S; Department 
·of Transportation 
federa l Railroad 
Adl'.llinistration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email 

}/ (g 70 

_) 
Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 



November 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Room W38-311 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle 

In Jupiter it's a pretty drive south on Alt. A1A from Indiantown Road. 

The landscaping in front of the many communities, the trees and plants 

in the median, the trees and bushes by the train track. It won't be 

pretty if three more tracks are added. And many of us worry that we 

won't be able to get to the hospital fast enough if we have a stroke. 

Please put your new tracks out west. 

Sincerely 

Donna M. Cohen 

16940 Bay Street, 206N 

Jupiter, FL 333477 



November 21, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle 

I live in Jupiter, FL. The day before yesterday at 1 p.m. Indiantown Rd. was 

congested from before Military Trail to Alt. AlA, where I live. Yesterday at 2 p.m. 

North Lake Blvd. was congested from before Costco to Alt. AlA. I can't imagine 

what it would be like with an additional 32 trains. And that's not including more 

freight trains. 

Last weekend we drove to the west coast. We saw no trains on the track. There 

is plenty of land to build more tracks and very few people that would be 

inconvenienced. There is little room by our track, many would be inconvenienced 

and we would lose all the trees that are on either side of the track. 

I also strongly oppose the government financing a private company. Haven't we 

learned anything from Solyndra or Fisker? 

Please, please do not approve All Aboard Florida. 

Sincerely 

Donna M. Cohen 

16940 Bay St. 206N 

Jupiter FL 33477 



November 25, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington, DC 20950 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I live in Jensen Beach in Martin County on Florida's Treasure Coast. I am adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida (AAF). 
It will reduce my quality of life. I came here from Northern Virginia to live out my retirement years in a quiet, low stress 
area. Now I'm starting to regret that decision. I see AAF as a serious detriment to my future quality of life and to my golden 
years. My opinions on key issues follow. 

1. Biased Draft Environmental Impact Study. The study was commissioned by the leaders of AAF. It does not fairly 
represent the effects of AAF on the Treasure Coast. I believe the study would have been more realistic, and would 
have had better mitigation plans, if it had been done by an objective and independent party with no direct ties to 
AAF. 

2. AAF leadership integrity? They say they're not aware of issues raised by Martin County residents re: AAF' s 
request for permission to float private activity bonds. How can that be true when more than 38,000 Treasure Coast 
residents signed a petition against AAF's plans, and the FRA held a meeting in Stuart attended by more than 500 
people who expressed their opinions and objections to the project? 

3. Overstated passenger traffic estimates. There are cheaper and more desirable ways to travel between South 
Florida and Orlando, ways that will become even more competitive if AAF is completed. Thus, AAF revenue 
projections should be questioned. Federal funds should not be loaned or supplied in any form to this project. 
Taxpayers should not be put in the position of subsidizing AAF in the future. 

4. Single track Stuart railway bridge. The bridge must be raised to allow east-west boat traffic on the St. Lucie 

River. Additional trains (both passenger and freight) will cause boats to be stopped for longer periods ohime. This 
will harm our commercial and recreational interests. AAF' s plan is to let this 100-year old bridge remain single 
tracked, and to create staging areas to handle the queue of backed-up trains. 

5. Staging trains in Stuart is a bad idea. Proposed staging areas appear to be mini railway yards with constant 
commotion, activity, and additional noise. The northern staging area is near population; the southern is near wildlife. 
AAF's solution does not satisfactorily mitigate these negative impacts. 

6. Downtown Stuart business will suffer & traffic will worsen. The City of Stuart has an historic and quaint 
downtown. AAF tracks run through a busy intersection called Confusion Comer, so named due to a convergence of 
4 roads in the busy downtown and the confusion this poses to drivers and pedestrians. Adding trains (passenger and 
freight) will exacerbate the confusion, especially when our population swells during the winter season. This will 
make the historic downtown less desirable to visit and could threaten the viability of many small businesses. AAF 
should move trains west toward central Florida where tracks already exist, where population density is far less, and 
where businesses will not suffer. AAF is not planning passenger stations from West Palm Beach to Orlando, so they 
would not be losing passengers by using a western route. 

7. Downtown Jensen Beach will suffer. Jensen Beach also has a quaint and historic downtown, smaller than Stuart. 
The commercial downtown is one block long with a traffic rotary at the end crossed by AAF tracks. It's painful to 



imagine high speed passenger and additional freight trains barreling through our tiny town, not to mention the 
resultant safety issues. Train noise and vibration in such a close and confined area will be devastating to downtown 
businesses. Shops, restaurants, the bank, hotel, and numerous arts and crafts boutiques will all be severely impacted. 
Patrons are sure to dwindle and profits destined to fall. Customers will not tolerate the disruptive effects of the trains 
barreling through, and they will take their business elsewhere. 

8. Pedestrian & wildlife safety. AAF tracks in Martin County pass through some densely populated and wildlife 
protected areas. The corridors are not contained for the most part . The speed of AAF passenger trains is proposed to 
approach 110 mph. This means that pedestrians crossing the corridor--and wildlife in the corridor--will have much a 
greater risk of injury than with freight trains travelling at 60 mph. The AAF plan does not satisfactorily mitigate this 
risk. 

9. Substantial increase in train noise & vibration. Currently I hear freight trains passing within 3-4 miles ofmy 
home at all times of the day and night. Homs blare, and the machinery creates a rumbling noise with vibrations. 
Thirty-two passenger trains daily, travelling up to 110 mph, will increase these health stressors. Directional horns 
may mitigate some noise to my ears, but what about the noises and vibrations emanated by train machinery? Noise 
and vibration technologies are not being used effectively in the AAF plan, in my opinion. 

10. Crossing delays can be life-or-death situations. AAF's tracks run north and south here . This effectively stops east 
and west travel when trains are present at crossings . Emergency personnel are prevented from travelling east and 
west when trains are present. Fire Rescue personnel say that 'seconds count' in most emergency situations . 
Additional passenger (and freight) trains will impede their progress in reaching hospitals, fires, and other life
threatening incidents. Fast passenger trains can reduce crossing down times, but backed-up trains from staging areas 
that follow in each other's footsteps w;t/ increase crossing congestion and down times . AAF's plan to schedule 
trains from staging areas will lead to extended delays at crossings. This is not a solution that we should have to 
accept. 

Sincerely, 

~~ .. +~ 
Susan White 
2021 NW Windemere Dr 
Jensen Beach, FL 34957 





Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
AAF comments@vhb.com 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
All Aboard Florida Project 
Please include this as part of public comment 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert L. Taylor 
40 NE Alice Street 
Jensen Beach, FL 34957 
November 26, 2014 

We are residents of the Rio neighborhood Jensen Beach, Florida. We oppose Phase II of the All aboard 
Florida project for all of the reasons set forth in the November 20, 2014 letter from Ms. Weiss, president 
of the Rio Civic Club. 

However, should the project be approved, we have another, critical concern, and that is the location of 
a "siding" to "hold" freight trains while All Aboard trains cross the single track bridge over the St Lucie 
River at Stuart. There is discussion for locating this siding north of the river in the Rio area. 

According to Rio Civic Club research cited, the average freight train is 8,150 feet long (about 1 Yz miles). 
Going north from the river, there are three crossings within 1 Yz miles. The first, Fern Road, is the only 
ingress and egress for the hundreds of residents in the Harborage condominium development. Their 
access to the other two crossings further north in the 11/2mile stretch is cut off by a permanent gate. 
Going north from that gate is where the Rio community starts with its 1,200 households, including 
ourselves. Our only emergency ingress and egress is the other two crossings within that 1 Yz mile 
distance: Wright Boulevard and Dixie Highway. They could both be blocked if the siding is put 
immediately north of the river. We could only get to a hospital or emergency facility via circuitous 
routes adding perhaps fifteen vital minutes or more. The same applies to fire and rescue vehicles. 

On the other hand, from the Dixie highway crossing to the Jensen Beach town crossing is about two 
miles with no interim crossings, enough to "hold" a freight train with no crossing obstruction. Locating a 
siding here, or a more rural area north, would solve this problem critical to the residents of Rio, very 
possibly saving property in the event of a fire and lives in a health emergency . The above concern is 
compounded in the event fright traffic increases as many portend with better port access for larger 
ships. At the least, future freight trains should be precluded from access to the All Aboard tracks. 

Thank you for your consideration. 



November 23, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

DONNA TAGLIARENI 
132 N .W. Broken Oak Trail 

Jensen Beach, FL 34957 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE - Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Wmk.le: 

On behalf of the people who live on the Treasure Coast, please read this letter with the 
knowledge that you hold the lives of thousands of individuals in your hands not only today, but 
every day for decades to come. 

Big train. Big business. Big problems. Big lies. We know what the Big issues are which the 
Big 'bullies refuse to acknowledge; among others: degraded crossings, unsealed corridors, 
increased possibility of train derailments at higher speeds, greater amounts combustible fuels 
traveling through the middle of small towns, excessive train noise and vibrations, longer trains as 
Big train moves to more commercial operations as they are already preparing to do, 
environmental impacts, loss of property values, and the list goes on. 

If AAF would move their trains to their western corridor tracks, all or most of the above concerns 
could be eliminated. Admittedly, it may cost them a bit more money up front, which even they 
know they will make back; but how does that compare to the other cost...the personal cost...the 
cost of safety .... the daily cost of life. 

Imagine being in an ambulance on your way to the hospital knowing that you are in a life and 
death situation, then getting to the railroad crossing and finding that you cannot cross the tracks, 
that you are going to die, because the 18th train of the day is going to Orlando or delivering 
aggregate to some northeastern city. What ignominy to have one's death rattle drowned out by 
the sound of rattling train tracks. It is about all of the big things; but, more importantly, it is 
about each and every personal thing. What AAF is planning is incomprehensible, reprehensible 
and unconscionable. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

~' 
Donna~ 
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ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 
OR 

THE TREASURE COAST? What's in a name? 
Our magic land, you folks disdain 
You want to kill it with your trains 
A pox on you, for shame for shame 
In 1895 you came 
The railroad had a different name* 

The floor boards creak, the walls do moan 
Another train invades our homes 
Metallic shriek and belching tear 
The East Coast Monsters rent our air 
Look out birds and turtles too 
These dollar bandits extinct you 

What happens when our wiring crimps 
Enough to cause some fires 
When hubby has a heait attack 
Quick help response is dire 
Now get this, Grannie's had a.stroke 
She is in whit.e hot pain 
But thanks to you, her brain got boffod 
\·Vhile waiting on the train 

GREED DESTRUCTION NO RESPECT 
NOISE POLLUTION, what the heck 
Metro Rail is prime crime zone 
New Flagler's mess will spoil OUR homes 
Guess what, Jimmy Carter? 
You're still at number one 
Now every day we'll praise you 
For the bang up job you've done (Panama Canal) 

The trade winds and the season blow 
The seas enshape our coastline so 
The star tracks pull, red giants die 
The Gulf Stream northbound passes by 
Swept up in Earth's great magic show 
Some vestige of Jost peace may hold 
In gibbous moons of autumn's glow 
In starlight streams from long ago 
In Coriolis forces flow 
0ur pairi attd-Ioss·will, !hie and grow. 
:~ ··~ ··J/ ) / !'°· ··}ii .ft-' i);}1;1 fi(1.; ,1~ ,.!\.:\ 
'.!' J.aqksonviJl~, ~t;!i}l:'gustine and Indian River Railway Co. became 
f'Jorid~_EasfCc;\11~tll~iiWia~ C9., l:a:ll 1895 
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October 19, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle 

My wife and I have big concerns about All Aboard Florida. We can't imagine why there 
is a need to have 32 trains racing thru our small town of Jensen Beach each day at high 
speeds, without any of them making a stop in our area that would offer us that service. 

During the Winter Season, our Highways and our Rivers are crowded with autos and 
boats. It's bad enough that the freight trains currently running thru our area create traffic 
back ups for both cars and boats. Thirty two additional trains each day would also affect 
Emergency vehicles getting to their destinations quickly. 

Increased noise, falling property values, and increased bridge and rail crossing 
maintenance would also be a big concern. 

It also scares us that they are asking for over a Billion dollars in government loans. 

We think the plan as it is right now, would be a terrible plan and a good chance that our 
government (us) would lose money when it fails. 

We would hope that your organization would deem this plan "Unworkable". 

JACK and BARBARA SOPHER 
773 NETTLES BOULEVARD 
JENSEN BEACH, FLORIDA 34957 
772-229-3762 
772-229-8045 - Fax 
idsopher@aol.com 
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To. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re. Comments on DEIS for Phase 2 ofAAF project due December 3rd, 2014 

. . I ~ not going to comment on all the promises made by AAF on crossings, 
no_1se,v1brat~on,water _quality, etc. I am also not going to comment on the theory concerning times of 
bndge ol?enmgs, closmgs, and making tracks straighter. I just want to comment on two simple facts ..,.,.,.."",,;, .. ,,,.,,, •. , .. ,,,, 
I hope will be checked out. Number one, Can the trip from Orlando to Miami be made, day in and day 
out, in 3 hours or less, and number two, if not, will fewer round trips bring in less revenue to support 
the project. 

Here are some simple facts on times and miles published in the Stuart News: approximately 
75 miles from Miami to West Palm and approximately 100 miles from Orlando to Fort Pierce. That 
leaves about 60 miles from Fort Pierce to West Palm Beach. Highest speeds of 60 MPH between 
Miami and West Palm Beach with stops at Miami, Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm should take at least 
75 minutes, 100 miles between Orlando and Fort Pierce should take at least 60 minutes. That leaves 
about 45 minutes to travel 60 miles between Fort Pierce and West Palm Beach. Freight trains, with 
track improvements, could travel 37 MPH thru Martin county and 35.55 MPH through Saint Lucie 
county. Almost 2 hours for 20 freight trains per day by 2016. Double the speed for AAF, think about 
safety, would mean about 60 minutes to travel between Fort Pierce and West Palm Beach. That is a 
total of 31/4 hours to make a proposed trip in less than 3 hours. Even in a perfect world this can't be 
done, day in and day out, with 52 trips per day. I figure, at most, 4-6 round trips safely, per day. Hence, 
the revenue problem. No lender should even consider this Federally backed loan, and I would hope 
that no Federal Agency would consider a guarantee for said loan. Miami to West Palm, with it's dense 
population might make some sense, but not the West Palm to Orlando piece. 

Respectively submitted, 

/!JwAJ f @J:(rul/Y/fV: 
Guido P. Ottaviani 
3 316 N .E. Holly Creek Drive 
Jensen Beach,Florida 34957 



II 

October 7, 201.4 

Mr. Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1.200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
ROOM W-38-311. 
Washington D.C. 20590 

4309 NW Royal Oak Drive 
Jensen Beach 
Florida 34957 

Re: Environmental Impact Study Draft-All Aboard Florida- Orlando to W.P.B. 

Dear Sir, 
I would like to start by saying how outraged I am about the time allowed to respond 
about a project of this magnitude. A major portion of the taxpayers are not here 
until after the holidays, something we are sure AAF is counting on. 
I purchased a house lot along the Indian River some 12 Years ago. 
I have paid over $20,000 in taxes to keep this property. It is about 600 feet 
from the railroad tracks. In a lovely sub-division. A year an a half ago 
the market started to come back from the crash of 2008. A lot sold for 
$104,000. So last year I decided to clear and put my lot on the market, it has a 
water view the lot that sold did not. So I felt asking $100,000 
was reasonable. Last March when the News of ALL Aboard Florida 
hit the papers other owner's in the sub-division panicked and sold lots 
one for $74,000 the next $60,000, neither had water views. So I lowered 
The price to $79,900 and received and offer in April. The potential buyer withdrew 
their offer when they found out about the trains. Recently I hired a 
Broker who informed me to disclose the possibility of the increase train traffic. We 
have had no inquires for the property for months. 
There are also homes in there that worth $600,000 before the crash, they are lucky 
to get half of their value now. We do not need this fictional impact study to know 
what this had done to our property values. 
They are exceeding what the use of these tracks were meant for a 100 years ago. 
Let them go out west!!! 

1~··\, n~
~i~ a·-
Sent certified mail: 7014-1200-0000-5148-6997 



November 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

LEE NOONAN 
1212 NE 14th Court, #M-3 

Jensen Beach, FL 34957 
917-656-5523 

All Aboard Florida's (AAF) proposal to provide intercity passenger rail service between 
Miami and Orlando will be a disaster to the Treasure Coast. Indeed, the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is presented in a way slanted to accommodate the 
interests of Disney World and the large cities of Miami, Fort Lauderdale and Orlando. Their 
possible economic boon would absolutely be at the expense of some of Florida's most 
important ecosystems, highly regarded beach/tourist destinations, property values and 
quality of life for millions of citizens on the Treasure Coast 

Most Florida state legislators oppose AAF. It is being kept alive by a governor with interest 
in currying favor with big business at the expense of his poorer and minority citizens. The 
DEIS-as currently slanted-is a tool being used by the governor and his fellows who 
refuse to listen to the multitude of reasons why AAF is WRONG for the people of Florida. 

1) THE TRAINS WON'T STOP AT ANY LOCATIONS ON THE TREASURE COAST. 
2) THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT WILL AFFECT BOTH NATURE AND PEOPLE 

ADVERSELY. 
3) PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY WILL BE COMPROMISED BY LONG TRAFFIC LINES 

AS 32 PASSENGER TRAINS PLUS ADDITIONAL FREIGHT TRAINS CLOSE LOCAL 
ROADS. 

4) THE LOCAL MARINE INDUSTRY WILL BE CRIPPLED DUE TO ANCIENT RAILROAD 
BRIDGES UNABLE TO ACCOMMODATE BOTH ADDITIONAL RAIL TRAFFIC AND THE 
NEED OF BOATS TO GET TO THE OPEN SEA 

5) THE LOCAL ECONOMY IN GENERAL WILL BE NEGATIVELY IMPACTED DUE TO 
ROAD CLOSURES WHILE TOO FREQUENT TRAINS PASS. 

The proposed AAF needs to be defeated immediately and proper balance considered 
that includes ALL of the citizens of Florida, not just the selfish interests of a few. 

Lee Noonan 
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September 21,2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave 

S .E. Room W38-31, 

Washington ,DC 20590 

Subject: Miami to Orlando Passenger rail Service. 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Our country has been wedded to the automobile for 100 years and the habit is 

difficult to break, however, slowly but surely economics and overcrowding will 

eventually change our notion of having to drive the automobile everywhere. 

I have witnessed our loss of trains and light rail over my lifetime to the 

automobile, and it is now apparent that every major and not so major city in 

America has an automobile traffic problem. 

When the first rail lines were brought to Florida, rail was the most efficient mode 

of travel , but unfortunately the trains in America lost out to the automobile and 

now we are finally beginning to see the need for trains again. 

The trouble with adding the proposed high speed rail to the existing tracks is that 

the use of the existing track will exacerbate our growing traffic problem mightily, 

let alone add noise and unwanted disruption to bedroom communities. The 

proposed train will do nothing to help our communities commute to other cities 

as well. 



Page 2. 

I firmly believe the proposed system should not be allowed to use the existing 

grades and tracks and if a system of high speed rail is to connect Orlando to 

Miami then it should be on a properly designed and well thought out route away 

from automobile traffic and neighborhoods that will be affected by the present 

plan. 

I have travelled extensively on trains across this country, in my youth and 

throughout Europe today. Europe as you know has every form of rail service 

available and it is planned well and separates rail from traffic in their high speed 

routes. 

We should only allow high speed and inner city rail to be brought to us if it meets 
these concerns fully. 

I respectfully request that you not allow this proposal any funding or your 

approval to move ahead with the plan to use our existing tracks. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Magelssen 

l/ (; 3& N (;J W Ci(} dm n j 6ct f. fr 
Jm5u{ &oct, pt_, ?'11Sl-



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Subject: The Greatest Threat to the Quality of Life in Martin County, Florida 

11/18/14 

I am writing this letter to you as a concerned citizen of Martin County, Florida searching for help in 
regard to what I perceive as the greatest threat to our quality of life in Martin County Florida which is 
the plan being implemented by All Aboard Florida's high-speed passenger rail service. I have read their 
environmental impact statement. This document is not adequate and incomplete leaving out most of 
the critical information for determining impacts (especially noise and navigational). The document is 
also incomplete in defining the mitigation efforts that will be performed AAF, they are very vague in the 
impact statement. 

I am not against private enterprise and do not believe the government should interfere with private 
enterprise but I do believe the government has a responsibility to protect our citizens. AAF's proposed 
plan does not include efforts to reduce or mitigate excessive noise similar as what is being incorporated 
along the interstate highway systems. When the railroad was built the population of the area is not 
what it is today. For AAF to expand its business without having to mitigate the damage it will cause to 
property values along the Treasured Coast of Florida (Approx. 137 miles of heavily populated areas) 
does not represent a business plan which addresses the true environmental impact to communities 
along the Treasure Coast of Florida. I believe that as a bare minimum the AAF railroad expansion plans 
should include the installation of a sound dampening system (designed for trains) for the entire Treasure 
Coast of Florida. The simple system would mitigate the noise problem along with providing additional 
safety measures needed to operate a high speed train within densely populated areas. 

In addition Martin County of Florida is a very popular marine center with both commercial and personal 
navigational needs. Again I do not believe government should interfere with private enterprise business 
plans but why does the railroad have priority over navigational business. AAF's plans for the St. Lucie 
railroad bridge are not compatible with Martin County's marine businesses. IF AAF is not going to 
replace the existing bridge designed more than 50 years ago with a design that is compatible with future 
needs, the I believe the opening and closing of the existing bridge be regulated so that it is open at least 
40% of each hour of the day supporting the marine industry in our area. 

I hope you listening to the citizens of Martin County Florida including our local county government and 
address AFF railroad business plans for expansion of its business in a manner which incorporate modern 
High speed railroad designs into an ancient railroad platform. 

Thank you for reading this letter. I hope you will take the appropriate actions for such a controversial 

~[j;;;}tl. d 
Donald Lyders 
2217 NE 16th Court 
Jensen Beach, Florida 34957 





November 26, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

I want to register my opposition to the planned increase in rail traffic through small, east coast towns 
like Stuart and Port St. Lucie with the proposed All Aboard Florida initiative. This project will provide no 
benefits whatsoever to the residents of the towns along the proposed route between Orlando and 
Miami while impacting these communities with additional traffic congestion, noise and air pollution. 

I've lived in Jensen Beach for just over one year and am sometimes awakened during the night by the 
sound of the train as it travels along the route between Orlando and Miami. I'm being told that the All 
Aboard Florida rail line will eventually increase the number of times the train travels along this route to 
forty-six times each day. Once a day is inconvenient for everyone living along this route; forty-six times 
each day through our communities is incomprehensible. 

There is simply no justification for the inconvenience the residents living along this rail line will endure 
because the owners of the railroad want to make a quick buck. I don't believe the claims by the 
proponents of the All Aboard Florida initiative that the expanded rail service proposed between Orlando 
and Miami will decrease the number of automobiles on the expressway, increase the number of jobs 
available along the route or enhance the Florida economy. 

We live in a democracy and the citizens of the communities along the proposed route of the All Aboard 
Florida rail line should be able to determine whether this project is continued, especially if it is viewed as 
a detriment to our communities. 

There are alternative routes through central Florida that would be far less detrimental to the daily lives 
of the residents living in and around nearby communities, and these are the routes that should be 
considered instead of the East Coast Rail line that runs through the congested corridor along US 1. The 
proposed expanded rail service along the Florida East Coast rail line will only add to the congestion along 
US 1. Any person or institution that claims otherwise in being untruthful. 

The Federal Railroad Administration should adhere to the decision of the majority of the community 
residents who will be impacted adversely by the All Aboard Florida project instead of the big business 
owners who will profit from our distress. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
522 NW Windflower Terrace 
Jensen Beach, FL 34957 





XX• ::: Marina Mile Yachting Center 
•r 11t •• ~ •• .i'c9 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 17th 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing in relation to the proposed Florida railroad project All Aboard Florida that I understand the 
F.R.A. has approved. I represent Marina Mile Yachting Center ("MMYC"), one of the many marine facility 
service centers to the west of the FEC bascule bridge in Fort Lauderdale Florida which AFF intends to 
use. 

MMYC is a hybrid full service shipyard and marina located on the New River just west of the CSX I FOOT 

railroad track on the southern end of the bascule bridge. The yacht basin and graving dock at MMYC can 

accommodate work simultaneously on up to 12 large yachts over 100 feet and 12 others of medium 

size. MMYC has eight resident marine trade contractors and over 200 registered contractors on our 

insurance logs. MMYC and its on-site contractors employ approximately 40 employees in varying 

marine skill sets, including painters, mechanics, electricians, carpenters, AC technicians, yard 

administrators and operations staff. Together with on-site technicians, outside contractors and vessel 

crew, the working economy of the yard fluctuates between 75 - 125 heads in daily operations. 

Increasing FEC bridge closings on the current FEC bascule bridge adjacent MMYC will certainly pose 

safety concerns with boat owners, yacht captains and tug boat companies on a river that already has its 

navigation challenges. Increasing wait times for vessels will cause vessel congestion that will add further 

challenges particularly when the tide is flooding and ebbing. These safety concerns and the increased 

wait times could lead boat owners and captains in the local Broward market to seek other repair and 

refit options to the south in the cities of Dania Beach and Miami or to the north up toward and including 

Palm Beach. 

Florida has limited facilities like MMYC that can accommodate refit and repair of vessels over 100' in 

length with dry docking capabilities. The impact of the increased FEC bridge closings on the larger 

yachts, generally internationally registered, may drive the work to other states or the ever expanding 

shipyards in the Bahamas, Caribbean and elsewhere. 

MMYC shares a property line that borders the Florida Department of Transport ("FOOT") right-of-way 

which accommodates the CSX rail line and the elevated Amtrak rail line. MMYC can state factually that 

the bascule bridge closings on the CSX track do provide increased risk to vessel safety at periods of 

closing. The elevated Amtrak line, by contrast, poses no disruptions to increasing marine traffic. The 

current level freight traffic on the CSX track at the New River bascule bridge has been tolerable to 
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mariners in the past. However, if freight traffic should increase on the CSX and FEC tracks, the increased 

congestion on the New River will quickly have negative consequences for the New River marine 

industries to the west of the bascule bridge. 

MMYC believes strongly that the best solution for increased rail traffic over the New River at Fort 

Lauderdale would be an elevated bridge around 50' in height with opening capacity so as to not limit air 

draft to marine service centers in bound. This would surely reduce the financial impact to the marine 

industry in Broward County and Fort Lauderdale and most certainly reduce the incidence of vessel 

accidents likely to occur if railroad bridge closings on the New River should significantly increase. 

Two parallel and adjacent bridges should be considered as the solution over the New River at Fort 

Lauderdale, one for the Amtrak elevated line and one for the new freight projection . This would 

certainly be one of the best compromises for the interests of railroad companies, mariners, business 

owners and the general public 

Yours sincerely, 

David Hole 
General Manager 
Marina Mile Yachting Center 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue , SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

AARON J. GOROVITZ 
2006 WAYHAVEN CT. 
MAITLAND, FL 32751 

October 2, 2014 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would re-establish 
passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and populated regions : This new 
service would have beneficial social and economic impacts for the millions of residents that travel along 
the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, the influx of 
cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove many vehicles on the road each 
year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South 
Florida and between South and Central Florida. 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in 
Florida. 

Sincerely, 

AJG/axl 
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Federal Railway Administration 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington D.C. 20590 

Att: John Winkler 

I have been a resident of Jupiter for almost 30 years, and am a big fan of rail travel. However, I feel that 

All Aboard Florida is not the rail project needed by our residents 

I have relatives in Orlando, and visit frequently, usually by auto( there are two highways that go there 

directly, the Florida Turnpike and 1-95) There are planes- and a train( generally the Silver Meteor) that 

run from Miami-west Palm Beach, Winter Park an Orlando twice a day. I doubt that those trains are 

overcrowded. They go through a mostly uninhabited area of Florida, and are more convenient to Disney 

and other Central Florida attractions. 

When all aboard Florida trains get to the Orlando airport, those tourists will need road transportation 

on Orlando's already crowded roads. 

Nothing has been announced as to the cost of the trip, but tourists will have a far better option of going 

by car, directly to their destination and if they have families it is a cheaper option as well. 

The tracks were there before the Florida population grew in the communities close to the ocean and 

beaches. 

During the season, the crossings are often crowded and backed up. 32 trains a day will paralyze the 

major crossings- affecting school traffic, ambulances, and beach traffic. The bridges across the 

lntercoastal open twice an hour, further complicating the traffic flow. 

The cost to the local communities to make the crossings safe will be considerable, and they will get 

nothing out of it. Why would anyone drive from Stuart or Jupiter to west Palm Beach to take a high 

speed train to the Orlando airport? 

The railroad Bridge in Jupiter will closed much of the time, restricting boats from entering and leaving 

the Loxahatchee River. 

Sincerely yours, 
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Subj: (no subject) 
Date: 12/4/2014 11 :21 :53 AM . Eastern Standard Time 
From: ERothermel@aol.com 
To: AAFcomments@vhb .com 

Dear Sirs: 

I am dumbfounded - # 1 - that anyone would consider putting a high speed train on 90 
year old tracks and bridges and #2 that you would deem to run it thru hundreds of 
crossings used by local towns!! I do not think that anywhere in the world the old 
tracks would be used for such a train. 

I have lived in Jupiter since 1969, and am fully aware of the impact this event would 
cause - not only for car traffic, but also boats in ttie lntracoastal Waterway, both here 
and in Stuart. The train is not of any benefit to 1,.1s1 or ar1Yone else north of 
West Palm Beach except being a hazard for emergency vehicles trying tb get patients 
to our hospitals. ' 

I have not heard anyone here who is not totally against this train!! 

Elizabeth Rothermel - Jupiter, FL 

Thursday, December 04, 2014 AOL: ERothe1mel 



Mr. John Winkle 

Tom & Peggy Pettibone 
16936 Passage Island South 

Jupiter, FL 33477 
561-7 44-7758 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

November 9, 2014 

We are opposed to Florida East Coast Railway sending 32 All Aboard Florida (AAF) 
passenger trains a day through the Treasure Coast downtown areas. In particular, 
we are opposed to the FRA's granting a $1.6 billion loan to AAF. It is a scheme by a 
New York hedge fund to enhance their balance sheet at taxpayer expense. Please do 
not use government funds for the sole benefit of this private hedge-fund. 

Worse, the project will create safety problems, damage Florida's marine, fishing, and 
tourist industries, and turn many desirable coastal communities into a gritty industrial 
corridor. 

Of particular concern are the highway crossings in many communities. Today's 
closures already create serious traffic problems. Doubling or tripling the closures will 
greatly worsen this situation, and create life & death issues by delaying access to 
hospitals. 

In addition, increased closures of the 90-year old railroad trestles at the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee, and New Rivers will seriously damage Florida's marine, fishing, and tourist 
industries. They are already old, rusty and unreliable. Under this scheme they will be 
closed for long periods each day effectively eliminating access to those rivers and the St. 
Lucie Canal connecting Florida's east & west coasts. 

In order for this scheme to be viable, overpasses must be built at the highway crossings, 
and the 90-year old trestles must be replaced with elevated rail bridges for vessel 
passage. Please halt the project until these improvements are incorporated in the plans. 

Tom & Peggy Pettibone 



TO: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

FROM: 

Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

MaryJo McPhail 
127 Adobe Cr 
Jupiter Fl 33468 

CSX Transportation is one of only five Class One railroads in the United States. CSX currently 
furnishes passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando via Amtrak. If high-speed rail is such 
a great opportunity, I wonder why CSX has not jumped at the chance to prove that service. 

In fact, no railroad company is planning to provide the high-speed rail service. The current 
proposal is by a Wall Street hedge fund, Fortress Investment Group. Fortress bought the FEC in 
2007 and has set up All Aboard Florida as a subsidiary. 

At a recent meeting with the St. Lucie County Commission, the All Aboard Florida representative 
acknowledged that the money being borrowed by All Aboard Florida would be used to build a 
second and third set of tracks that would be used by the FEC in its freight operations. 

That's only half of the story. The first, second and third set of tracks and the roadbed will be 
owned by the FEC and will not be subject to the lien of the mortgage given by All Aboard Florida 
to secure its debt. If All Aboard Florida should fail, then the FEC has the improved roadbed and 
the second and third set of tracks free and clear of any lien. 

This is like a bank lending someone the money to build and furnish a home and taking back a 
mortgage on only the furniture. 

If the FEC is not willing to guarantee the loan to All Aboard Florida and secure it by a mortgage 
on the real estate and all improvements, then the loan should not be made. 

Sincerely, 
MaryJo McPhail 



Mr John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 

RE: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

7088 SE Rivers Edge St. 
Jupiter FL 33458 

November 6, 2014 

Regardless of the faults of the EIS, we all know this is not about passenger service, it's about freight service. 
Since there is speculation that AAF will have to apply for a loan from your agency in spite of theil' claims to 
seek p1ivate funding, 1 respectfully request that you reject any request from AAF thus exposing the nation's 
taxpayers to the unpaid debt due to the failing passenger service, regardless of collateral of tracks and rolling 
stock. We are convinced they don't care if the passenger service fails, they expect to make money from their 
real estate holdings along the route, and from the freight service that will surely increase. The disastrous 
impact of this venture on all residents on the east coast will be irreversible. 

Claims that passenger service is needed to offer another mode of transportation and take cars off the road are 
speculation. There is already service to Orlando by Amtrak that is under utilized and losing money. With 
few, if any, exceptions, high speed rail around the world does not pay for itself. Any claims that it will here 
are smoke and mirrors to sell theil' game. In China, for instance, 1 am told by government officials they don't 
expect it to make money, at least for a long while, they see it as a service to theil' people, to connect cities to 
enable the people to visit other areas and to assist in business to improve the economy. And they have over a 
billion people as potential riders. Their high speed rails are elevated for the most part, the few crossings they 
have at ground level are well fenced, and they go thru mostly sparsely inhabited areas. The vibration is felt 
many blocks away. Let AAF elevate the tracks and build overpasses for our already busy crossings. 

As a resident of the Treasure Coast I see this as a threat to our lifestyle that will impact the health, welfare, 
and safety of the public. I am fortunate in that I live far west of the FEC tracks and have easier access to the 
Jupiter Medical Center. Many people are not that lucky. However, all of my doctors are located on the east 
side of the tracks and I wonder how often I'm going to miss an appointment because of lengthy closing of all 
the crossings I could use. Access to my county seat requires crossing the FEC tracks twice no matter what 
route 1 take. Many might see the problem of boats stacking up when bridges are up only as an inconvenience 
for pleasure boats. Florida's economy is built on many factors, one being outdoor activities, and the marine 
industry plays an important part in our economy. 

I am sure AAF does not care about we the people, they're in it for the money, not to be nice to us. I would 
hope that our govemment would be more interested in protecting the people and rejecting any financial 
assistance requested by all their related companies. No matter how quiet the proposed increased railway 
traffic on the FEC tracks, this is a travesty forced on the mass of people involved. While it may increase 
business of some sort, it will destroy other businesses, it will impact our State Parks and kill the animals and 
peace of these parks. The number of trains now are a problem but they don't go as fast and are not in the 
numbers planned. What a shame. 



TRR Bahia Mar, LLC 

Via Federal Express 

November 20, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

1175 Northeast 125th Street · Suite 102 
North Miami, Florida 33161 

(305) 891-1107 ext. 202 · Facsimile (305) 891-2577 
Jimmy@TateCapital.com 

Re: DEIS for Phase II of the All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the All Aboard Florida 
project has significantly understated the impact on the Marine Industry and the need for 
access on the New River. The Marine Industry is a key component to the economic 
wellbeing of South Florida and specifically Broward County. It represents: 

• 136,465 jobs regionally in marine businesses; 
• 110,000 jobs in Broward County; 
• Over $11.5 billion in gross output regionally; 
• $8.8 billion in gross output in Broward County; 
• Nearly $4.1 billion in wages and earnings. 

Bridge closure changes from current practice will directly affect the users of the 
waterway and businesses that rely on access. The proposed plan allows for 32 All Aboard 
Florida trains and 20 freight trains and permits only 50% access per hour to the upriver 
businesses under ideal conditions. 

The EIS plan is flawed as the only economic impact to the Marine Industry taken into 
consideration is the $101 of fuel consumed while vessels are waiting for a bridge 
opemng. 

The Marine Industry has been in discussion with All Aboard Florida since 2012 and from 
the beginning has requested items necessary for both the project and the industry to 
coexist, as follows: 

• 40 minutes of open time per hour during daylight hours. 
• Bridge tender with operational authority. 
• Identify the corridor capacity for now and future use for both the impact to 

the bridge and the east/west pedestrian traffic. 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
November 20, 2014 
Page 2 

The industry suppo1is the rail project but cannot risk the loss of $8.8 billion in economic 
benefit annually for 24 miles of track and a train station. A solution must be resolved 
before the project can be permitted to move forward. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Best regards, 

TRR Bahia Mar, LLC 

(I ) . :-~ 
~ sD.Tate 

President 

JDT:kmg 

I:\KMiller-Guerra\Back Up 2014 (KMG)\Bahia Mar\FRA (Winkle, John) 11-20-14.doc 



772-465-5755 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jrsey Avenue 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

3200 North Highway AlA 
Suite 909 

North Hutchinson Island, FL 
34949 

I live in Fort Pierce, FL on North Hutchinson Island and I firmly oppose the All Aboard Florida 
passenger railway as it is currently proposed. 

There will be 48 train crossings a day, (some of which are 100 cars long). South Hutchinson Island 
will have the same issues. We must use a causeway to shop, do business, go to medical appointments 
or go to school and church. The causeways are our ONLY exit and entrance. Then there are the needs 
of emergency vehicles to consider. The train won't stop for an ambulance! 

Florida East Coast is building a new track anyway, they should build it farther west where Amtrak 
already runs or they could also be compelled to construct over or underpasses for street traffic. 

I believe F.E.C. just does not want to spend the money for land out west, but I don't want access to my 
home restricted 48 times a day. 

Respectfully Yours, 

Fran Dambrouckas 
772) 465-5755 
franimald@gmail.com 

November 1, 2014 
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Federal Rail Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 
Sept 22, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I wish to submit my comments (into public record) on the All Aboard Florida high speed rail EIS 
report. Across the nation unelected, unaccountable and in most cases unknown individuals are 
deciding policy for "We the People". In our area this is known as the SevenSO regionalism 

scheme. One of the many goals of regionalism is for the densification and steering of 

populations along a road or rail. Developers Dover Kohl and Partners admit this openly on 

Twitter! The godfather of New Urbanism, Andres Duany told us directly in his May 2013 lecture 

(to the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council) that "fascism, it's efficient". We believe he 

means what he says. 

So, we are asked to accept a train that has little or NO benefit to anyone ... with the exception of 

Disney World, corporate elitists and SevenSO regionalists. Above all, we are asked to accept a 

train that will destroy our small, quiet, historic coastal towns. Adding more insult to injury, we 

will be fighting transit oriented development until kingdom come! At least 3 unnecessary, high 

density housing plans have been presented already. AAF and the accompanying developers are 

proceeding as if this project is a forgone conclusion. 

The overwhelming majority of citizens who know about AAF do not want this train, period. This 

will turn our area into one massive, noisy, grinding industrial zone as the project transitions to 

freight. With property rights, come responsibilities. Sadly, AAF is simply taking advantage of the 

current culture of regional control at our expense. 

THE PEOPLE HAVE SPOKEN. No trains, no stops, and especially no transit development. We 

have the right of self-determination. We do not want the re-engineering of our cities. As the 

founders of our great nation intended, we have the right to decide where we live and how we 

travel. Home rule and state's rights must prevail. 

The reasons for eliminating this route are legion. Please save our coastal towns from 

destruction forever. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Tronsportation 

Fec:leral Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose . 

If you need aqditio11cjtl space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 

Project 

. Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportotlon 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on tffeFRA 's website '(www.fra.dot.gov/Page/Pb672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr .,John,Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washingtb'n; DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information : 

Name 

Address 

email 

) ' . 

•J\ • I'. ' ' .. ~ 

\ s-q ft'~ U.5 RcJie_ Roac/ 
l'le w- Cc:r. r1 ~4. r, 1 ? -r: t> 6 ,g l{Z> 

Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 



September 22, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., S.E. 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mr. Winkle: 

If a picture is worth 1,000 words, as this one showing our small town 
and rural areas, then your 500 page environmental impact study could 
be summed up with just a few pictures. 

100 MPH trains, cutting through these areas, blocking 150 roads from 
just W. Palm Beach to Cocoa Beach approximately every 15 minutes 
or so while pelting out massive amounts of noise and vibration, can 
only be described as highly intrusive and dangerous to people who 
live near them or must cross them daily. 

So what is the purpose of the impact study if it suggests there can be 
peaceful coexistence between people and these new trains, when it 
is not at all possible! 

The Federal Railroad Administration can use THEIR study to provide 
the go ahead to build these trains to nowhere backed by federal loans. 
Plus when (not if) things go wrong operationally and financially, they 
can say unforeseen circumstances were at fault, not politics and money. 

OH, NO!. .. Not another scandal to appoint a special prosecutor for. 

Sincerely, 

Frank Leroux 
9799 Fleming Grant Road 
Micco, FL 32976 



It's no ti e 
to be silent 
on ilplans 

One of the first para
graphs in the summary 
speaks volumes for Trea
sure Coastresidents. 

On Friday, the Federal 
Railroad• Administration 
released its· long-awaited 
environmental impact 
statement on All Aboard 
Florida's planned passen
ger rail service. 

"Aff Aboard Florida ... 
is proposing to· construct 
and operate a privately 
owned and operated in
tercity passenger railroad 
system that will connect 
Orlando and Miami, with 
intermediate stops in Fort 
Lauderdale and West Palm 
Beach," the document 
states; 

There will¥ no stops 
mVero B~acll, Fort l'ierce or Stuart.·· · · · ·· 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose . 
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THE BEACON COUNCIL 

November 3, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 

Office of Railroad Policy and Development 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

It is my pleasure to write on behalf of The Beacon Council, Miami-Dade County's Official 
Economic Development Partnership. The Beacon Council's mission is to create new jobs 
and investments by creating new opportunities and by diversifying the local economy. 
Transportation and infrastructure is a key component to The Beacon Council's mission. 

All Aboard Florida is a welcome relief to the growing challenges we face in mobilizing people 
to and from some of our most populous cities. It will provide tourists, business and leisure 
travelers alike with a convenient, cost-effective travel solution . 

I want to add my voice to the growing support of many Floridians who understand the 
importance of this project and what it means for Florida's economy : $6.4 billion in direct 
economic impact in the next 8 years; $653 million in federal, state, and local government tax 
revenue through 2021, over 10,000 jobs on average through rail line construction (mid 2014 
- 2016), and over 5,000 jobs on average per year after rail line construction is completed 
through 2021. 

As the initial stages of construction begin, you can count on us to support All Aboard 
Florida with assistance as appropriate. I take great pride in saying that The Beacon Council 
is looking forward to supporting All Aboard Florida throughout this important project. 

Regards, ,f/L 4~,--") 
cc: Mr. Don Robinson, President and CEO - All Aboard Florida 

The Honorable Rick Scott 
The Honorable Bill Nelson 
Secretary Ananth Prasad, P.E. 

Miami-Dade 

County's 

Official 
Economic 
Development 
Partnership 

80 Southwest 
Eighth Street 

Suite 2400 
Miami, 

Florida 
33130 
Telephone: 

305.579 .1323 
Facsimile: 

305.375.0475 
www.beacon 
council.com 
E-mail: 
lwilliams@beacon 

council.com 

Larry K. Williams 
President & CEO 



White & Case LLP 
Southeast Financial Center, Suite 4900 
200 South Biscayne Boulevard 
Miami, Florida 33131-2352 

December 31, 2014 

VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Mr. John Winkle 

Tel + 1 305 371 2700 
Fax + 1 305 358 5744/5766 
whitecase.corn 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
AAF comments@vhb.com 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for 
All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing to submit further comments of the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc. 
and its members (the "Association") on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") for the All 
Aboard Florida ("AAF") project to offer passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando (hereinafter 
the "Project"). • 

In our earlier comment letter, we asked the Federal Railroad Administration to revise the DEIS to 
evaluate alternatives which would replace the existing Florida East Coast Railway ("FEC") bridges over 
the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. Much of the conflict between railroad operations and marine 
navigation is the result of the design of those bridges, which are close to the waterline and block 
navigation when their drawbridges are closed. Replacement of those bridges with newer spans, which 
could allow for more vessels to pass beneath them when the drawbridges are closed and/or which would 
shorten the time that the drawbridges are down, could address many of the boating public's concerns . 
The DEIS considers replacement or renovation of several other bridges along the FEC corridor as pa11 of 
the Project, and it could be revised to consider options to replace these two bridges as well . 

There is mounting evidence that the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River bridges need to be replaced. They 
were built nearly a century ago. As we demonstrated in our December 3, 2014 letter, the bridges appear 
to be physically decrepit and are covered with rust above the waterline. Since they are privately owned, 
we are in no position to have them inspected by independent engineering expe11s. However, the Florida 
Depa11ment of Transportation recently commissioned an engineering study of the publicly-owned U.S. 
Highway 1 bridge located next to the FEC bridge over the Loxahatchee River, and found so much 
underwater decay that it has recommended that the bridge be replaced. Given that the highway bridge is 
much newer than the FEC bridge, and is exposed to the same conditions, this indicates that our concerns 
about the condition of the FEC bridges are well-founded. 

ABU DHABI ALMATY ANKARA BEIJ ING BERLIN BRATISLAVA BRUSSELS BUCHAREST BUDAPEST DOHA DUSSELDORF FRANKFURT GENEVA 

HAMBURG HELSINKI HONG KONG ISTANBUL JOHANNESBURG LONDON LOS ANGELES MEXICO CITY MIAMI MILAN MONTERREY MOSCOW MUNICH 

NEW YORK PARIS PRAGUE RIYADH S.A.O PAULO SHANGHAI SILICON VALLEY SINGAPORE STOCKHOLM TOKYO WARSAW WASHINGTON, DC 

AMERICAS 90360367 



December 31, 2014 

We are not aware of any publicly-available engineering inspections of the FEC's Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie Bridges. The FEC and All Aboard Florida presumably have commissioned such inspections 
pursuant to federal bridge safety standards set faith at 49 CFR Pait 237. Those regulations authorize the 
Federal Railroad Administration to inspect and reproduce the records of such inspections in the exercise 
of its authority to ensure railroad safety. We ask that your agency exercise that authority, inspect and 
copy the records of inspections of those bridges, and disclose its findings in a revised draft EIS. We also 
ask that your agency conduct its own independent inspections of those bridges so that the public is 
assured of the objectivity of the results. 

If the evidence confirms that those two bridges need to be replaced now or in the near future, then the 
Project creates an oppmtunity for a win-win between railroad and marine transportation. New bridges 
could be designed to significantly reduce the obstruction of navigation, by raising their spans, updating 
the drawbridges, or other design improvements. The cost of those improvements could be wrapped into 
the overall Project cost, just like the cost of the replacement of other bridges along the FEC corridor 
already is included in the Project. Replacement of these bridges would be a small cost in the context of 
the overall Project. 

The National Environmental Policy Act requires agencies to consider alternatives to their proposed 
actions. This is especially true when the proposed action is one presented by a private party seeking 
federal agency approval or consent. We therefore strongly recommend that your agency consider 
different bridge alternatives for the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers, and set them out for public review 
in a revised DEIS. 

We also ask that your agency consider significant new information related to future demand for freight 
transpo1tation along the FEC corridor. In December 2014, President Obama announced that the United 
States would begin the process to normalize relations with Cuba. If the United States' trade embargo with 
Cuba is lifted, then it is reasonably foreseeable that there could be a significant increase in demand for 
freight transpo1tation along the FEC railroad corridor. Florida is located adjacent to Cuba and there are 
three major seapmts in South Florida all served by the FEC Railway, which means that any increase in 
trade with Cuba is nearly ce1tain to lead to an increase in freight traffic. We believe that the estimates of 
future freight traffic used in the DEIS do not assume a lifting of the Cuba trade embargo. Since an 
increase in the number of freight trains using the FEC corridor has a cumulative effect with new 
passenger rail service on the same rail line, we ask that the Federal Railroad Administration issue a 
revised draft EIS which updates the projections of freight demand based on this new development, and 
shows the effect of increased railroad operations on local communities. 

Sincerely, 

cc: U.S. Coast Guard, Seventh Coast Guard District (via U.S. Mail and Email: 
USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil) 
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November 7, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

It is my pleasure to write on behalf of the Miami Downtown Development Authority 
{ODA), an independent agency of the City of Miami whose mission is to grow, 
strengthen and promote Downtown Miami. 

All Aboard Florida is a welcome relief to the growing challenges we face in moving 
people to, from and within some of our most populous cities. It will provide 
commuters and visitors alike with a convenient, cost-effective travel solution. 

I want to add my voice to the growing support of many Floridians who understand 
the importance ofthis project and what it means for Florida's economy: $6.4 billion 
in direct economic impact in the next 8 years; $653 million in federal, state, and 
local government tax revenue through 2021, over 10,000 jobs on average through 
rail line construction (mid 2014 - 2016), and over 5,000 jobs on average per year 
after rail line construction is completed through 2021 . 

As the project begins, you can count on me to provide All Aboard Florida with any 
assistance. I take great pride in saying that the Miami DOA is ALL ABOARD. 

As always, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns 
at 305-579 -6675 or robertson@miamidda.com . 

Alyce M. Robertson 
Executive Director 

cc: Don Robinson 
The Honorable Rick Scott 
The Honorable Bill Nelson 
Secretary Ananth Prasad, P.E. 

Enclosures 
- Miami ODA Resolution Nos. 19/2014 and 23/2012 

200 S. Biscayne Boulevard, Suite 2929 
Miami, FL 33131 

Phone: 305.579.6675 
Fax: 305.371.2423 

Web: www.miamidda.com 



RESOLUTION NO. 19/2014 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
MIAMI DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF THE 
CITY OF MIAMI, FLORIDA (DDA) REAFFIRMING THE 
DDA'S SUPPORT FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA'S 
PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE BETWEEN DOWNTOWN MIAMI 
AND ORLANDO AND AFFIRMING SUPPORT FOR THE 
PROPOSED DOWNTOWN MIAMI CENTRAL STATION AND 
ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. 

WHEREAS, on May 18, 2012 the Board of Directors of the Miami Downtown Development 
Authority (ODA) adopted Resolution No. 23-2012 "in support of the proposed All Aboard Florida 
privately owned, operated and maintained passenger rail service between downtown Miami and 
Orlando" (Exhibit 1 ); and 

WHEREAS, on May 28, 2014 All Aboard Florida publicly announced the unveiling of its 
Downtown Miami "multimodal hub ... [featuring] mixed-use development with residential, office, 
commercial, and a retail concourse, while serving as a connector between All Aboard Florida's 
passengers and Miami's existing public transport systems" (Exhibit 2); and 

WHEREAS, All Aboard Florida and its parent company, FECI, are in discussion with 
Miami-Dade County regarding joint development of a parking structure and bus terminal pursuant 
to the Miami-Dade County Metropolitan Planning Organization's (MPO) Downtown Intermodal 
Terminal Feasibility Study, published in December 2013; and 

WHEREAS, All Aboard Florida has expressed an interest in incorporating a bicycle 
commuter station into its Downtown Miami terminal pursuant to the Miami DDA's Downtown 
Bike Center Feasibility Study, published in July 2013; and 

WHEREAS, on June 5, 2014 the Miami DDA Urban Design, Transportation, and CIP 
Committee reviewed plans for All Aboard Florida's Downtown Miami station and development 
program, and recommended that the DDA board adopt a resolution in support of the project; and 

WHEREAS, the DDA urges All Aboard Florida and FECI to incorporate the following 
into its project: 

• Transfers between the various services, including All Aboard Florida intercity rail, Tri-Rail 
Coastal Link commuter rail, Metrorail, Metromover, and Baylink should be seamless, user
friendly, and climate controlled; 

• A high-quality array of passenger support services should be provided, including through
checking of baggage and an integrated passenger notification system providing intercity, 
commuter, and local train timetables on all platforms; 

Board Meeting: 06202014 
Reso# 19/2014 

Page I of2 



II In conjunction with the proposed bus terminal and parking garage on County property: (a) 
existing green space should be preserved and lost green space appropriately mitigated, (b) the 
terminal should have a green roof with readily accessible, useable green space, (c) retail liner 
should be maximized along the perimeter of the terminal, especially along NW 3 Street, and 
( d) the total linear footage of driveways should be kept to a minimum, as should the linear 
footage of any single driveway and/or any "cluster" of driveways; 

• Trails, pathways and open spaces should be included to the extent possible in the planning, 
design and development of passenger rail service and adjacent transit oriented developments, 
including development of the proposed Flagler Trail from Downtown Miami to Orlando, 
while ensuring the preservation of right-of-way for existing and planned rail service along the 
corridor, including freight and passenger rail; 

• The DDA urges All Aboard Florida and FECI to work collectively with the City of Miami 
and Miami-Dade County to secure approval of trail facilities in conjunction with the 
entitlement review processes; 

• The All Aboard Florida terminal should include a "robust" bicycle commuter station with 
amenities including secure bike storage, bike sharing facilities, lockers and showers, towel 
service, and a bike tune-up station with air for tires and tools for minor repairs. 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of Directors of the Miami 
Downtown Development Authority of the City of Miami, Florida: 

Section 1. The recitals are true and correct and are adopted by reference and 
incorporated as if fully set forth in this Section. 

Secretary to the Board of Directors 

Board Meeting: 06/20/2014 
Reso# 19/2014 
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RESOLUTION NO. 23/2012 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE MIAMI 
DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ("DDA") OF THE CITY 
OF MIAMI, FLORIDA IN SUPPORT OF THE PROPOSED "ALL 
ABOARD FLORIDA" PRIVATELY OWNED, OPERATED AND 
MAINTAINED PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE BETWEEN DOWNTOWN 
MIAMI AND ORLANDO BEING DEVELOPED BY FLORIDA EAST 
COAST INDUSTRIES, INC; FURTHER ENCOURAGING FLORIDA 
EAST COAST INDUSTRIES, INC. TO SUPPORT A SEPARATE 
COMMUTER RAIL SERVICE WITH STATIONS AT HIGH DENSITY I 
HIGH COMMERCIAL INTENSITY AREAS ALONG THE ROUTE IN 
ORDER TO BETTER CONNECT DO'WNTOWN MIAMI TO OTHER 
PARTS OF THE REGION; AND FURTHER URGING THE FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND OTHER 
REGULATORY/FUNDING AGENCIES TO SUPPORT THESE 
PROJECTS AS NECESSARY. 

Exhibit 1 

WHEREAS, Downtown Miami is South Florida's largest, most utilized transit-oriented 
neighborhood, featuring the State's largest employment center, a growing high-density residential community, major 
cultural and entertainment destinations, and an existing premium transit infrastructure that includes three Metrorail 
stations, three Metromover loops, and two major Metrobus terminals; and 

WHEREAS, despite these facts, Downtown Miami is not currently served directly by regional or intra-state 
passenger rail; and 

WHEREAS, the 2025 Downtown Miami Master Plan supports directly linking Downtown to other Florida 
cities along the FEC corridor (provided herein as Exhibit A); and 

WHEREAS, Florida East Coast Industries, Inc., owners of the FEC corridor, has announced plans to 
develop privately owned, operated and maintained passenger rail service between Downtown Miami and Orlando, 
with additional stops at Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach (provided herein as Exhibit B); and 

WHEREAS, the DDA finds that this proposed service is consistent with and furthers the Downtown 
Miami Master Plan's expressed goals for such service; and 

WHEREAS, the DDA wishes to encourage Florida East Coast Industries, Inc. to support a separate 
commuter rail service with stations at high density I high commercial intensity areas along the route in order to 
better connect Downtown Miami to other parts of the region. 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of Directors of the Miami Downtown Development 
Authority of the City of Miami, Florida. 

Section 1. The recitals are true and correct and are adopted by reference and incorporated as if fully 
set forth in this Section. 

Section 2. The DDA Board of Directors supports the proposed "All Aboard Florida" privately 
owned, operated and maintained passenger rail service between Downtown Miami and Orlando being developed by 
Florida East Coast Industries, Inc. 

Section 3. The DDA Board of Directors encourages Florida East Coast Industries, Jnc. to support a 
separate commuter rail service with stations at high density I high commercial intensity areas along the route in 
order to better connect Downtown Miami to other parts of the region. 

BM:05/18/2012 Resolution#: 23/2012 



Exhibit 1 

Section 4. The DDA Board of Directors urges the Florida Department of Transportation and other 
regulatory/funding agencies to support these projects as necessary. /} 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 181
h da of Ma 20 . . .J!/ 

ATTEST: 

~im~ 
Secretary to the Board of Directors 

BM:05/18/2012 Resolution#: 23/2012 
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October 3, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please accept this letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project. This new 
intercity, express passenger rail service will have significant economic benefits for 
the state of Florida through the creation of jobs, generation of economic impact and 
tax revenues and increased mobility options. The project is receiving international 
interest and positions Florida as a global competitor. 

Although the system's current route is confined to central and south Florida, the 
economic benefits have statewide implications. The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement states that All Aboard Florida is set to have $6.4B in direct economic 
impact to Florida's economy over the next eight years and generate $653M in 
federal, state, and local governments revenue through 2021. The project will create 
over 10,000 jobs on average per year through the rail line construction and over 
5,000 jobs on average per year after the rail line construction is completed through 
2021. 

All Aboard Florida underscores Florida's relevance as a mega-region and as the first 
private, intercity passenger rail system in the entire nation. Supporting this projects 
means supporting Florida's economy, the creation of thousands of jobs, and an 
improved quality of life for our state. 

Sii;,cerely, 
/1 " I 

/ ' I " J / 
\I\ l/V1 
i'id~~

1

Veg Ja\Jamillo 
Miami, FL ', 



Mr. John Winkle, 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington DC. 20590 

Dear sir, 

It is a privilege to have the opportunity to make my views 
known, and to write this letter of support for the All Aboard 
Florida passenger train planned to connect Miami and 
Orlando with a fast and modem mode of transportation. 

The reasons for my enthusiasm are twofold : 

First, I see rail travel as a much safer alternative to the 
automobile which will save many lives in the decades 
ahead, as the American public once again finds its benefits. 
The second reason why I fully back this project is our 
future energy predicament : All Aboard Florida is a first 
step in what will surely become a more energy efficient and 
environmentally friendly future as our nation again 
embraces rail travel. The age of the railroads is back, and 
this time it will be here to stay. 
Again, I am grateful for the opportunity to voice my views 
regarding this urgent matter. Yours sincerely, 

Cesar M. Gonzalez 
6245 SW Kendale Lakes Cir. A-210 

Miami, FL 33183-1961 



1740 Shelter Trail 

Merritt Island, Fl 32952 

11/5/2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 

ATT: John Winkle 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 

Room W 38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

RE: Federal Railroad Rehabilitation, All Aboard Florida Program 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

All Aboard Florida, a subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries is wanting to have a high-speed 

passenger rail service from Miami to Orlando going through Brevard County Florida. None of 

these trains will stop in Brevard County. They are planning to run 32 trains a day at speeds as 

high as 110 miles per hour. 

Please deny this request. What mechanism will be in place to protect the public? This activity 

could cut off the east from the west parts of town and impede emergency services. I own 

property that is situated close to the current tracks. The delay at the crossing for these passenger 

trains in addition to the trains that run now will too much to ask of the people residing close to 
the tracks. Not to mention the middle of the night train horns that wake people up, and the 

possibility of more auto-train collisions. 

Who has the authority to say how many trains a day they can run? The people who own East 

Coast Industries and want this should be forced to live for a week close to what they are 

proposing for here. 

Sincerely, 

Donna Edwards 

321-452-0408 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project O U.S. De. port. ment 
of Transportation 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement ~ Federal Railroad 
~ Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 
project. This form wrn only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Department 
of Tronsportottoh 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672}. 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1} Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder} 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4} Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
·H!,4JJ/J£/IS /f////{tPUSt!2AI( 
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M6L6t?t'/A'A/£ r'L 
/ 

3~J'f£d 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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, of Transpe>rtotion 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Federal Railroad 
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Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on theyroposed 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 
Federal Rallroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 
2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 
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Patricia Hammock 
165 Riverview Drive 
Melbourne, FL 32901 

November 10, 2014 

RE: All Aboard Florida 

To Whom it May Concern; 

I am writing this letter in hope of getting some honest answers about the high speed rail 
from Orlando to Miami which will go into service in the near future. According to the 
reports I have read the train will travel at speeds in excess of 110 miles per hour and will 
only stop in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm. I've also read that 32 trains per day 
will run through our area, 16 going north and 16 going south! Boy, talk about noise 
pollution! What about the cargo trains that are already running and are those going to 
increase as well? 

What I want to know is who really benefits from this? Is the the State, the banks or the 
conglomerates? The general public in our area and the environment will not benefit from 
it. Our roads are already stressed out due to overgrowth and our railroad crossings are 
antiquated, not always reliable and now traffic will have to stop every 30 minutes for 
more trains. This is just useless to the general public! 

Our economy is already on a downward spiral, regardless of what we are being told and 
now property values along this path are going to decline due to this anticjpated monster! 

The noise issue with the horn was addressed as putting a buffer zone by the crossings 
but what about all the horn blasts as the trains pass by the homes along the tracks 
before the crossings? It will simply be unbearable. 

Another issue will be the danger of such high speed trains, pedestrain anp vehicle 
traffic. There are already numerous fatalities with the cargo trains and Amtrak trains. 
What about people who are trying to get to and from work? This is going to cause huge 
traffic headaches for those traveling from the coast inland. Are the needs of the public 
going to be ignored again for the sake of big money conglomerates? 

Why wouldn't it be wiser to build the new tracks along the 1-95 corridor which has 
already been approved for noise levels and environmental issues which would take it 
out of the general public environment? Again, I ask you to convince me that this is a 
good idea for the majority and not just for the elite few. Progress is a great thing but only 
if it is in the interest of the majority of the people and only if in the right direction. 



We can only be good stewards of our state and country as long as our elected officials 
are willing to not compromise our environment and our general public interest! We are 
the people who live here year 'round and support the state not the few wh<\> will ride the 
train from Orlando to Miami. It makes me wonder if all this is just so big business will be 

I 
able to transport more foreign goods from one place to another ... once All Bpard Florida 
fails. \ 

I'm waiting for a common sense reply. 

Patricia Hammock 
Concerned citizen 

I 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administrcdion 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form wrn only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportment 
of Tronspottotio.n 
Federal Railraad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4·ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 

co1VJiht1 m/ llo11 ttJ6dlscx1!l11ef-



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
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Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Acfministration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE; Room W38-31 

Washington , DC 20590 

. .. ,; : 
, ;Grassy Area. :, : 

i:< ; Martin Cou_nty, F~ ._., 
-~ ·. '. ~·; 

. . : , .. 
. ~- ; : ;, ' November1S~ 20H~'.',· 

I · , 

Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS), Intercity Passenger Rail 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

.· ~ ·- l ... ,-.r 

I am writing on behalf of the turtles and tortoises of Martin County, FL who are appalled at the plans 

outlined in the subject DEIS. Do have any idea how hard it is to get across the existing pair of railroad 

tracks before ,:i freight train traveling only 28.5 mph arri ves? I mean you try carrying your house on your 

back and see how fast you move. As I understand it, you want to increase the average train speed by 

three times and add an additional 32 train trips a day. Whoa! At'leastyou · .:irer.i't like those crazy 
. . ... ~ : ·., 

Japanese who think high-speed rail mean s speeds exceeding 300 mph! The add iti on of a second pair of 

tracks is not going to make it any easier get across the FECR rightofway ,eit_~er .. J am most concerned 

for my cousin Tammy Tortoise who is constantly dating guys from.the wrong side of the tracks, if you get 

my drift. 

Photo: Tammy, headed for the tracks (again). 

I did a search on the word "turtle" in the subject document and do you know that only sea turtles are 

addressed in it? HELLLOOO! With no disrespect intended to my cousins at sea, the last time I looked 

that big bad choo choo was bearing down on my tail, not somewhere out at sea. Hell, my friend Sammy 

the snake got more ink in your document that we did, and that dude can move out! 

So here are our recommendations : 

s . The DEIS 11eeds to be revised to lndude 'the -impact otrth,e turtle a~d to\t<>lse popµf~tion : 

. .,, " ,Add s9m~tur:tle , crossings 'Uhde'rthe'tr-acks, nice wide 'a\1d'well lit ones vi,i_th good dr.:ii.nage and 
. . . . . . ... . -. . . . ·' .. 

plenty of overhead clearance ' (some seem to think bigger',s l,etter when it comest~ shells) 

• Even better, tear up the existing tracks and move the entire project to the west 



: .• '-!: .. '.r.· .. ·· . . i• '' · 

. , ,, .. · _.· · 

I'm sure you can appr~ciate that !dpn'tb~ve room to carry a celh·phone ·in my shell and so cari't provide 
a number~h~~e :d:~h b;\;~~h2ed f~r ·a-dditi~na l informatiqn;ti0wever, ,voi:rshoutd 1feerto'pUbliih this in 

· . . . ; ~ . . ·, ,·: · ·: · · · .-·:, r·. ·· · , : i :.... ,:.~ .··. 1 • •. . •• • • • •• •. • • • • · • • • 

th1e' public: recbrd, and 'rc-riews is tree to publish, this .as a Ietter -tp the editor: , 
:~(~ ' 1.~ . .. ;-.:.·. _-:.;.; ·.': 1,:;~-.. ~:~ .. . . ·;'. ,. ..: . . ,. 

Regards, 

Tommy Turtle 

cc: Columnist Eve Samples, Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers 
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Information re All Aboard Impacts as we concerned residents and 
organizations prepare emails re Dec 3 deadline -
by Bill Ward, Mariner Sands General Manager and CARE FL 
Chairman 
on Thursday, November 13th at the Coast Guard Hearing at the 
Blake Library 
My name is Bill Ward, I am a resident of Stuart and I am the Chairman of 
CARE, which is short for Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida. 
I am holding in my hand a document that CARE submitted today to the 
U.S. Coast Guard as part of this proceeding. 
This document was prepared for CARE by Dana Goward, a 
retired US Coast Guard Captain who has more than 40 years 
of experience as a maritime professional. Capt. Goward was 
previously responsible for the permitting and regulation of more 
than 1 8,000 bridges over navigable waters in the United States. In 
addition, he previously served with the U.S. federal Senior 
Executive Service as the nation's maritime navigation authority. 
His complete bio is attached to CARE's submission. 

At the request of CARE, Capt. Goward recently took a close look at the 
condition of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges. 
This w,1s his h,1sir. r.nnr.h 1sinn_ ,1hrn Jt hnth hrirlnP.s'. 



··-- ... _ --- ·- --· ·-·--·-· ., ----- ---·. -· ·-;::)--· 
The St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges Do Not Meet the 
Reasonable Needs of Navigation, and given their age and 
history of mechanical and material failures, their 
deteriorated conditions will only be made worse by age 
coupled with an increase in train traffic. Furthermore, these 
bridges do not meet today's standards for new 
construction. 
Let me repeat that, for emphasis: The bridges, in their 
current condition, don't meet basic legal requirements. And 
additional train traffic will only hasten their degradation. 
Capt. Goward further asserts that The Coast 
Guard must designate these bridges as "unreasonable 
obstructions to navigation under the Truman-Hobbs Act, 
and mandate their replacement." That's a direct quote. 
We recognize that these hearings are focused solely on waterways, not on train traffic. 
But respectfully - and as everybody in this room is well aware -- bridges and trains are closely tied 
to each other in Florida. 
They are also an essential part of our daily lives here. 
As such, we believe the US Coast Guard has a duty to consider the impact of increased rail traffic 
on these bridges -- Or at least not ignore it. 
Our concern is particularly acute in view of the All Aboard Florida project, which would result in 
aquadrupling of train traffic over time -- passenger and freight. 
AAF alone proposes to run another 30-plus trains a day over our local tracks, as many people in this 
room are well aware. 
In closing, I'd like to leave you with this thought, and request: 

Since 1 790, the US Coast Guard has safeguarded our 
Nation's maritime interests around the world. 
The Guard has broad legal authority to do its job, and does 
not -- as a matter of history, honor and duty - step back 
from that authority when it comes to protecting and 
preserving our waterways. Ever. 
We respectfully implore you to apply that same high 
standard of care and concern to our local communities, and 
the millions of Floridians whose lives and interests depend 
on our navigable waters. 
Thank you for your time 

Sent by Donna Melzer, Chair of Martin County Conservation Alliance 
To unsubscribe, hit reply and so advise. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

~ u.~s. oepgrtmeht 

f--' :::;::~~;~d 
~ Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed . / 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for ~o other purpose. \ \ 11 { / Lf' 
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All Aboard Florfda Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Hi . t , . .. ~ HJ' · .. 

0 ~.$.: DeportfTlent 
of Trcmsportdtl¢n 
Federal Railroad 
~dmi~istration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are .4 ways that yo.u can comment: · , ., 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be malled to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comrlieiits hlay be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 
I I . ,,·. 

Con.,men~s on the ·D~IS.must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014 . 

. ,c . 1 .. ·, ,, 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
' ' -; ' ' 

1 ... ._, I· 

Address ; - , ,. ' ·.-
, . L~ i ' ' ~ } ; ·,' : .. ·, .. · .• / L :; -.. .. ~ ' . t~ ' .. ~\ , ' 

I , .. 

. , 

' 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 



All Aboa rd Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statemen t 0 

\ 
\. 

u.s; Deportment 
of Tronsportotion 

Federal Rail.road 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement . FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose . 
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From: Ann Lundstedt annlundstedt@rne.com 
Subject: All Aboard Florida 

Date: November 16, 2014 at 4:09 PM 
To: 

Secretary of the Florida Department of Transportation, Ananth Prasad has said that All Aboard 
Florida has a"communications and information gap" with the public. 
This was restated by Gov. Rick Scott days later. 

AAF says it has had over 600 meetings with the concerned citizens of The Treasure Coast to 
address these concerns. However,the people say they do not contain specifics and transparency. 
They claim they leave with more questions than answers. Another complaint with these meeting is 
that they are formatted to limit public comment and emphasize the company presentations. 

The Coast Guard hosted a meeting regarding the concerns of hundreds of boaters,marine industry 
owners, and people with homes and boats impacted by the opening and closing of the100 year old 
bridge that spans the St Lucie River in Stuart.A bridge which is often stuck in the up or down position 
because of mechanical problems.They filled the largest meeting room at the Blake library to 
overflowing. Only 55 were allowed to speak for two minutes each. 
Two different owners of marinas estimated there are more than 1000 commercial docks west of the 
bridge.Based on commuter trains running the majority of their schedule between 6:00 AM and 
1 O:OOPM the bridge will be virtually impassable during daylight hours. 
One speaker took exception to the graphic presentations made at previous hearings in this 
fashion"They fail to reflect the actual movement of boat traffic, currents,winds, volume of boat traffic 
and the fact that the railway and roadway bridges must work together to allow boat traffic to move. " 

Other speakers noted that the narrow navigation channel and the added congestion and frustration 
that will result by boaters having their right of way impeded will result in accidents.A maritine attorney 
predicted "Accidents at that spot will be dire" 

It was also pointed out that the eastern end of the cross-state Okeechobee Waterway has 10,000 
vessels a year passing through here. 

This problem area is only one of many that worry people that would be impacted by the additional 32 
(16 northbound and 16 southbound) trains a day. 

We have lived in Stuart for 14 years and are very aware of the complications that could result if this 
one business is given permission to negatively impact many other businesses that have invested 
heavily in their own businesses over the years. There are at least a dozen restaurants and small 
shops that have opened in the time that we have been here. 

We have driven from the northern border of Martin County to the southern border of Martin County 
looking at the RR Crossings. There are close to two dozen.There are at least 10 that would effect our 
getting to our doctors, hospital,church, schools etc. It is inconceivable that trains would be running at 
speeds up to 125 miles per hour at many of these crossings.In addition, the noise generated at these 
crossings by the additional trains blowing horns is mindboggling. 

In addition, We do not believe the intent of AAF is to institute passenger service. There is not a 
profitable passenger service in the United States. We believe the intent is to get a second track built . -. . . . .... . . - - . 



and once the passenger service tails the tracks will be used tor more mile long treight trains. Why 
else would AAF build a terminal building in Miami to accommodate freight from the Panama Canal. 

Do not destroy our quality of life and the small businesses for this sleight of hand proposal! 

Ann and George Lundstedt 
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Federal Railroad Administration 

Attn: John Winkle, Room 3831 

2100 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington DC 20509 

Dear Sir: 

I am very concerned about a proposal to run bullet trains along the east coast of 

Florida including through Vero Beach. It is stated that the undertaking is to 

provide passenger service but in reality will be for the transportation of freight 

from the enhanced port of Miami (following the widening of the Panama Canal) 

to Orlando. There are many obvious reasons why such an undertaking is adverse 

to the interests of our communities (whether passenger or freight) especially 

when there is an alternative route to the west available that would accomplish 

the same objective. Some of those reasons are as follows: 



• Trains rocketing through Vero Beach at speeds approaching 100 miles per 

hour, and at grade, with all crossings at grade, with residences and 

businesses on both sides of the grade level tracks, cannot be consistent 

with health, safety and welfare of the community. In fact, at these 

speeds, I would think that all grade crossings in the City would have to be 

closed any time a train approached, and be open only so long a a train is 

not approaching! 

• The number of trains per day (40+/- upwards of 2+ miles long) will cause 

intolerable and dangerous traffic congestion at the grade crossings, to say 

nothing of the unnecessary noise and vibration near the rails. 

• Our hospitals and the majority of our health facilities are located on the 

east side of the rail system, and in an emergency, these frequent and long 

trains can cause unwarranted delays in getting a sick person to the hospital 

or other health facilities, with its attendant risks to the health of the 

patient. 

• First responders, whether for health or other emergency will be gravely 

impaired in carrying out their urgent duties by these frequent and long 

trains. 

• This was originally proposed as a strictly private undertaking; then it was 

indicated that federal financial help will be sought, and now perhaps it is 

proposed as a private undertaking. Whether proposed as a private 

undertaking or government financial assistance is requested, (or both) the 

proposal presents the same adverse effects to those living their lives and 

carrying out their businesses along the rail route. 



• Merchants, whether retail shops, restaurants or artisans seeking to earn 

their living in Vero Beach will be impacted adversely. Just the problem of 

getting back and forth across the rails to say nothing of the noise, vibration 

etc. brought on by these bullet trains, is enough to impair many of our 

local businesses. Anecdotally, I am advised by an artisan that he will 

probably have to give up many of his home customers (located on both 

sides of the rails) because of the problems presented by grade crossing 

closures due to the number and length of the trains. I have seen other 

reports in the news media of similar hardships anticipated by businesses 

who expect a loss of customers who will not be able to get to their 

businesses as before. This is all unnecessary. Alternatives exist as noted 

below. 

• If All Aboard Florida wants to provide passenger service between Orlando 

and Miami, it can certainly do so on the rails that are located to the west 

of the city which would eliminate all of these problems involving the health 

safety and welfare of our citizens and businesses. In fact, Amtrack offers 

Orlando to Miami service along these westerly rails now. The tracks could 

be improved to accomodate the bullet train in this safer route. 

• Finally, it seems to be expected that the traffic of FREIGHT will grow and 

increase the frequency and length of the trains in the future, based upon 

the increased use of the Panama Canal. It will then become apparent that 

"All Aboard Florida" is really about the movement of an ever increasing 

volume of FREIGHT and not about unprofitable passenger service. 

• I understand from media reports that the Fortress Hedge Fund effectively 

owns the ships, the containers, the docks, the trains, and the rails. I do 

not begrudge Fortress its opportunity for profit if it is done without public 

funds. But the same profit can be made by using the rails to the west. 

They too can also be improved if desired. This would avoid the running of 

these bullets through towns and eliminate the substantial negative impact 

of the life of our communities. 

Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts. 



Very truly yours, 

W. STPEPHEN LEARY 



November 18 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-31'1 · 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project '·' -
Draft Environmental Impact Statement ;1" 

·, 

The environmental impact study concludes that the impact pf the All Aboard Florida 
( AAF ) high speed passenger project will be minimal to our east coast commui;1ities. 
The AAF prediction is for up to 50 passenger and freight trains per day. Beginning next 
year, a large number of super container ships that previously offloaded cargo on the 
west coast will be able to use the enlarged Panama Canal. The Miami port is currently 
transforming itself with a $2 billion investment in infrastructure improvements fo 
accommodate the super container ships. The Miami port has also partnered with 
Florida East Coast Railway ( FECR ) a AAf ~ister compa,;iy to re-intr,oduce on port rail 
service. FECR will be hauli'ng· more containers o'n the east cost corridor. This study did 
not evaluate the impact of more longer and faster container freight trains. The increase 
in freight and passenger rail traffic will obviously disturb people and increase traffic 
delays in a big way. 

The AAF project plans to run up to 32 passenger trains per day at 11 O mph through our 
heavily populated communities. A high portion of our population is seniors with slower 
reaction times. The study does not see this as a major safety issue as AAF plans to 
make some minor low cost upgrades to make crossings safer. There are 349 crossings 
on this corridor. To be really safe at 11 O mph there should be no crossings The current 
crossings are old and were designed to protect the motorist from heavy slow moving 
freight trains . The same crossings are now being asked to protect not just the motorist 
but the high speed train and the passengers. People will be surprised at how fast a 110 
mph train arrives at a crossing. The track needs to be maintained to a higher standard 
to run high speed passenger trains. The higher standard track will also allow the longer 
container freight trains to run much faster. The mixing of high speed passenger trains, 
freight trains, senior citizens and crossings could turn the east coast corridor into a 
death trap. 

AAF has applied for a $1.6 billion loan from the Federal Government. There are no 
profitable passenger rail lines in Florida or in the United States. AAF/FECR have no 
experience operating a passenger rail service. Amtrak already operates in Florida 
using the CSX thinly populated corridor and they already stop at the same three 
locations proposed by AAF. This is a very risky project and the likelihood of default or 
subsidies being needed seems very high. Are you getting a loan guaranty from Fortress 
Investment Group? Why would Washington and AAF be so excited about adding a 



passenger service on a east coast freight line? Could AAF be looking for government 
money from the passenger service to invest in double track and bridge repairs 
necessary to take on additional profitable container freight? A very likely scenario is that 
AAF will deemphasize the passenger service and fill in with more freight. This appears 
to be the ultimate goal based on their investments in the Miami port. AAF is a private 
company that tax payers should not be subsidizing. 

The draft EIS study is not complete without including freight traffic and a more 
comprehensive look at safety at the crossings. The mission of the FAA is to make sure 
our rail transportation systems are safe,reliable and efficient. Please help us stop all 
this madness . 

Sincerely, 

~lt/flL-~ 
Georg&' L Kline 
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housing, specific wetland and natural habitat). The very design and placement of the railroad in the 

19th century along the coast presents complex ecological issues which need to be addressed. 

The specific timing has hurt the public several ways. The report was issued on a Friday which ironically 
is the favorite time for organizations to release bad news --- they are assured of several "free" days. In 
order to be sure comment mail gets to you in Washington it must be mailed the Saturday after 
Thanksgiving, another practical constraint against the public. Note: few discerning citizens will email 
comments as the recipient is the consultant selected by AAF and paid by AAF. The real problem in 
our area about the timing has been the summer and fall absence of many of our residents. Thousands 
were not aware of the DEIS until sometime in November when they returned from summer homes. 

Lastly, the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act were not followed. As a result we 
in Indian River County were not able to attend the Scoping meetings presented by FRA during May 
2013. Our County had no newspaper advertisement or other notice of these meetings. As a result we 
were at least 7 months behind all other affected Counties to learn about the rail plan. 

The sum total of these facts has placed an unreasonable burden on Indian River County which is 
contrary to public law and regulations. This can be partially mitigated if you extend the comment 

period to February 3, 2015. Thank you. ~ &D ~~ ~<nu ~c..~ cil-u i:zJoou <i::- ---

\.\.&_~ \-o<'l-c-
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MR. JOHN WINKLE 
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
1200 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, SE ROOM W38-31 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590 

Dear M. Winkle: 

. ) 

I am writing about my concerns for "All Aboard Florida" high speed rail. 

Are you aware the small distances between homes and business and the tracks in Palm 
Beach and Martin counties? In derailments in Japan & France large distances are covered 
when those trains derail. All aboard Florida has made not provisions for these. 

The increased train traffic would block access for emergency vehicles. You probably don't know 
that much of our population in Martin and St Lucie counties live on the west side of the tracks 
but most of the hospitals and health facilities are on the east. Blocking access and slowing 
emergency efforts could cause additional tragedies. 

In Martin County there is a wide turn after you leave Jonathan Dickinson State Park traveling 
north. The tracks are on an embankment dropping some ten to twenty feet to the lntracoastal. A 
road runs above this track with a speed limit of 20 miles an hour. The road travels the same 
path as the rail line. I admit I'm not physics major but if you can't travel fast through this bend in 
a car what would a train be able to do. And remember there is a steep drop at that point down to 
the lntracoastal. If the train must slow down for turns how it can be a HIGH SPEED train. 

This region is also a wildlife sanctuary, what studies have been done to protect the wildlife in the 
area with additional traffic of a proposed twenty trains a day? What happens when one of those 
high speed trains meets one of our wild boars by accident? 

The tracks that All Aboard Florida wants to use are freight lines. These heavy trains carry rocks 
gravel in open cars up and down South Florida. The weights are stressful on the tracks and the 
debris is obvious to people who travel over the tracks. 

what would happens to a high speed train passing over the debris or the over stressed tracks? 
In Japan and France the high sped trains do not travel on the same track with the freight line. 

This is yet another example how unrealistic All Aboard Florida is being about a high speed train . 

It's in the wrong .place on the wrong track and NO provisions have been made to correct any of 
these issues. 

Sincerely 

',. 



MR. JOHN WINKLE 
FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
1200NEW JERSEY AVENUE, SE ROOM W38-31 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590 

DEAR MR. WINKLE: 
I'M SURE WITH ALL THAT IS ON YOUR AGENDA , THE FLORIDA PROPOSED BULLET 
TRAIN IS NOT AT THE TOP OF THE LIST. HOWEVER , I AM ENCLOSING A BLOG I 
WROTE AND THESE FEW THOUGHTS FOR YOUR INFORMATION . 

Page 1 of 1 

THE RAILROADS IN FLORIDA LIKE MANY OTHER AREAS WERE BUILT WHEN 
FLORIDA WAS A DESTINATION BETWEEN JACKSONVILLE , PALM BEACH , MIAMI AND 
THE FLORIDA KEYS. THERE WAS NOT MUCH POPULATION AND CE,RTAINL Y NO 
UNDERSTANDING THAT IT WOULD ONE DAY HOUSE 4 MILLION PEOPLE. 

NOW THAT SAME RAILROAD RUNS THROUGH AREAS OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
CROWDED WITH HOMES AND NO LONGER REDOLENT WITH ORANGE BLOSSOMS (AT 
LEAST NOT MANY) . IT IS A CROWDED THRIVING STA TE IN WHICH MILLIONS OF CARS 
CROSS THE TRACKS DAILY TO WORK , TO PLAY, TO SCHOOLS AND MOST 
IMPORTANTLY TO HOSPITALS . IN MARTIN COUNTY ALONE THOUSANDS OF TRIPS 
ARE MADE YEARLY BY AMBULANCES ACROSS THESE TRACKS. 
WHAT'S EVEN MORE ALARMING, WE HA VE THE HIGHEST RA TE OF ELDERLY CAR 
DRIVERS IN THE NATION : 'THESE FOLKS THOUGH CAREFUL ARE NOT AS ABLE TO 
REACT TO TRAIN CROSSINGS INSTANTLY AS THE YOUNG NOR IS THEIR EYESIGHT 
,AND HEARING ALL !HAT GREAt i .But IF ·You AMPLIFY THE SOUNDS AT CROSSINGS 
F.OR THEIR BENEFIT'VOtJ DISTURB 'THOUSANDS OF HOME OWNERS WHO LIVE NOT 
ONLY NEXT TO THE 'TRACKBUT A5BLOCK AWAY OR .A HALF MILE AWAY. . 

MARTIN COUNTRY UNLIKE MIAMI AND PALM BEACH COUNTY HAS THE RAIL LINE 
CLOSE TO THE OCEAN AND SO IT RUNS ALONG SOME OF THE MOST PERFECT 
WATERFRONT IN AMERICA. HOMES HA VE BEEN ESTABLISHED THAT WILL SUFFER 
NOT ONLY NOISE BUT VIBRATION WHICH IN THIS AREA WILL HA VE THE MOST 
IMP ACT. AN INCREASE NOT ONLY IN SPEED BUT ADDING A TREMENDOUS NUMBER 
OF TRAINS EACH DAY (32) AT HIGH SPEED WILL BE ON TRACKS NEVER INTENDED 
FOR THAT LOAD OR NUMBER OR SPEED. THERE ARE MANY DANGEROUS CURVES 
msT IN OUR COUNTY ON A TRACK BUILT TO SLOW DOWN TRAINS. 

IF THIS TRAIN MUST BE THEN MAKE THEM BUILD IT ANEW AND RIGHT- -PERHAPS 
ELEVATED. WHATEVER IS GOING TO BE SAFE, SMART , AND SENSIBLE. NOT ON 
ANTI QUA TED TRACKS THROUGH CROWDED NEIGHBORHOODS AND SHIFTING SAND . 
WHAT ARE THEY THINKING????? CERTAINLY NOT OF PEOPLE LIVING IN FLORIDA. 
SINCE FLORIDA'S INCEPTION THERE HA VE BEEN HALF-BAKED ENTREPRENEURS 
THAT HA VE WANTED A PIECE OF THE "LAND PIE" AS THESE DEVELOPERS ARE 
SEEKING . THEY MAKE NO l' ·BONES ABOUT BUILDING INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY ALONG 
THE ROUTES. 

WHAT THEN BECOMES OF THE CAREFUL CARE AND SECURITY OF THE NEW BULLET 
TRAINS ONCE THEY RAPE THE LAND ;M-ID TAKE THE PROFITS?? -???? WILL THE 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AGAIN FIND ITSELF TO )3LAME FOR i-IARMI~Ki: AP ART OF 
AMERICA THAT HAS BECOME THE· FOURTH LARGEST st A TE????????????? . 
IT IS MY HOPE YOU WILL READ THIS LETTER AND THE ATTACHED BLOG. 
CHEERS, CONNIE CONNIE HOUSER RESIDE T OF MARTIN COUNTRY 

~~ 1,y.26 'le/ 
https://www.blogger.com/editor/static _files/blank_ quirks.html 10/26/2014 



Hi, 
Generally this blogger likes to keep focused on world news but the HIGH SPEED TRAIN 
SITUATION IN FLORIDA HAS BECOME A REAL SCARY SITUATION. 

It wouldn't be bad if they were planning to spend the money to build new raised tracks like the 
Japanese to send 100-125 mile an hour trains across the landscape but they ARE NOT! THEY 
INTEND TO RUN THOSE TRAINS OVER TRACKS SET IN PLACE OVER 100 PLUS YEARS 
AGO IN WHAT IS CALLED IN PARTS OF FLORIDA "SUGAR SAND!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

WHAT IS SUGAR SAND??????????????? WELL, THE EASIEST WAY TO DESCRIBE IT IS IF 
YOU GET STUCK IN IT IN YOUR CAR AND YOU TRY TO GET OUT WITHOUT A TOW, 
YOU MAY WELL DIG YOURSELF A HOLE TO CHINA. IT HAS NO REAL FOUNDATION 
AND ITS MISSION IS JUST TO BE SAND NOT STONE OR CEMENT ! ! ! SO IT IS MOVABLE 
AND TRACKS GOING THROUGH THIS REQUIRE CONSTANT UPKEEP AND THUS FAR 
THE RAILROAD COMP ANY HAS MANAGED TO KEEP IT UP. TRACKS WIGGLING AND 
SHAKING FROM SPEED IN THAT POROUS SAND CAUSES DAMAGE. 

BUT WHAT IS GOING TO HAPPEN WHEN YOU HA VE HEAVY TRAINS GOING 
MONSTROUS SPEEDS OVER THESE TRACKS ??????????? THIS BLOGGER CAN DAMN 
WELL GUARANTEE YOU THAT NO ONE KNOWS FOR SURE ! ! ! ! !! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

BUT DISNEY (AND OTHER POWER BROKERS IN ORLANDO AND MIAMI) HA VE 
ENOUGH ECONOMIC CLOUT NOW IN THIS STATE TO MAKE DEMANDS THAT 
POLITICAL POWERS FEEL MUST BE MET ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

THIS BLOGGER IS PRETTY SURE GIVEN HIS REPUTATION THAT IF WALT 
DISNEY WERE ALIVE HE WOULD NOT CONSIDER KILLING TRAINLOADS OF LITTLE 
KIDS WORTH THE ECONOMICS INHERENT IN HIS WONDER WORLD. IF HE DID IT 
AT ALL, IT WOULD BE ON NEW AND POSSIBLY ELEVA TED TRACK WITH THE BEST 
ENGINEERS IN THE WORLD!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Page 1 of2 

THIS IDEA OF RUNNING THE SUPER SPEED TRAINS ON THE ALREADY EXISTING 
TRACKS THROUGH CROWDED SECTIONS OF FLORIDA IS PERHAPS THE WORST 
BOONDOGGLE FLORIDA HAS SEEN IN YEARS ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! AND LITTLE MONEY TO 
PREVENT CROSSING ACCIDENTS IS AVAILABLE AS WELL (ANOTHER TYPE OF 
HORRIFYING DISASTER), MAYBE THE POWER BROKERS' VISIONS LEA VE MUCH TO BE 
DESIRED!!!!!!!!!!!! 

AND BELIEVE THIS BLOGGER,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, FLORIDA HAS SEEN SOME 
BOONDOGGLE DOOZIES ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

THERE'S ALWAYS SOME GREAT AND GOOD REASON BEHIND MOVING THINGS 
LIKE CLAUDE PEPPER'S "CROSS FLORIDA BARGE CANAL" AND PLANNING BY THE 
LOCAL POWER IDIOTS (AND THE REASONS ARE ALMOST ALWAYS ECONOMIC 
PLUNDER) AND THE IDEA GETS PUSHED THROUGH, DOES TONS OF DAMAGE, COSTS 
TONS MORE MONEY THAN PREDICTED, THEN COSTS TONS OF MONEY TO 
UNDO!!!!!!!!!!!! 

REMEMBER, GOVERNOR SCOTT, THIS WILL BE TIED TO YOU AS GOVERNOR IF IT 
BECOMES ANOTHER BOONDOGGLE!!!!!!!!!!!! THAT THE WAYYOUWANTHISTORYTO 
REMEMBER YOU ??????????? 

AND AS USUAL WE LEARN NOTHING FROM THE HORROR BROUGHT US BY PEOPLE 
SEEKING MORE POWER AND/OR ECONOMIC GAIN ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

https://www.blogger.com/editor/static _files/blank_ quirks.html 10/26/2014 



BLOGGER GRANTS THAT DISNEYLAND and OTHERS HA VE A LARGE 
T TO PROTECT BUT IT ISN'T PROTECTING THAT INVESTMENT BY USING 

SED, POTENTIAL CHILD KILLING METHODS, TO GET WHAT THEY NEED. 

DEDICATED MONEY BEHIND THE PROJECT OF HIGH SPEED TRAINS ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 
DAN ELEVATED STRUCTURE IF POSSIBLE, BRING IN ROCK AS A BASE TO RUN 

MON AND THEREBY SECURE THE SAFETY OF THOSE KIDS. IF YOU CAN'T DO 
THAT BECAUSE IT'S NOT POSSIBLE OR FOLKS DONT WANT IT·---------THEN DONT DO 
IT!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
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BE MORE CREATIVE IN MAKING YOUR PROJECTS AS PROFITABLE AS YOU WISH. USE 
MINI DRONE CARRIERS TO TRANSPORT FOLKS TO AND FROM MIAMI TO 
ORLANDO AS THE BEST RIDE YOU CAN OFFER.AT LEAST YOU WON'T BE KILLING OR 
INJURING TRAINLOADS OF FOLKS AT A TIME. 

JAPAN IS ONE SOLID ROCK. AN IDEAL SITUATION FOR THEIR ELEVATED HIGH SPEED 
TRAINS. ARE WE COMPARING APPLES AND ORANGES HERE AND LOOKING AT THEM 
AS THE SAME ?????????????? 

BECAUSE THIS BLOGGER ASSURES YOU THAT THE FIRST TRAIN THAT GOES OFF THE 
PRESENT RAILROAD TRACKS (NOTICE I DIDNT SAY "IF") WILL PUT ALL OF YOU OUT 
OF BUSINESS PERHAPS FOREVER ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

THE RAILROADS IN SOUTH FLORIDA ARE LIKE NONE OTHER PERHAPS IN THE 
WORLD. THEY ARE NOT BUILT ON STONE, GRANITE OR EVEN HARD SAND. THEY ARE 
BUILT ON CONSTANTLY SHIFTING SANDS AND DIRT (THAT HAS TO BE REPLACED 
OFTEN) AND TRUCKED INGRA VEL AND THIS IS LAYERED NOT OVER ROCK, GRANITE 
OR STONE BUT OVER ........ POROUS CORAL ROCK THAT TENDS TO CRUMBLE AND 
BREAK A WAY OVER TIME. 

CENTRAL FLORIDA HAS A MORE INTENSE PROBLEM (AL THOUGH SOUTH FLORIDA 
HAS HAD SOME PROBLEMS WITH THIS AS WELL). 

SINK HOLES OPEN UP UNDER THINGS WITHOUT WARNING. THERE WAS A CASE THIS 
YEAR THAT OPENED UP UNDER A HOUSE WITH A YOUNG MAN ASLEEP IN HIS BED. 
THE HOUSE AND HE DISAPPEARED IN A HORRIFYING ACCIDENT ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! WOULD A 
SINK HOLE SW ALLOW UP A TRAIN GOING TO DISNEYLAND, UNIVERSAL, OR 
MIAMI?????????????? LESS LIKELY THAN AN ACCIDENT OF SHIFTING SAND UNDER 
TRACKS ?????????????????????????? 

BUT THIS BLOGGER KNOWS THAT ANYTHING UNDER THE SUN IN FLORIDA, THE 
LAND OF SUN AND SAND IS POSSIBLE AND PROBABLE. AND THE ONLY THING THAT 
THREATENS DESTRUCTION OF THAT PERFECT ENVIRONMENT IS=--== YOU GUESSED 
IT----NATURE AND 'MAN'!!!!!!!! 

CHEERS, CONNIE 

https://www.blogger.com/editor/static _files/blank_ quirks.html 10/26/2014 



October 27, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 

Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Attention: Mr. John Winkle 

Subject: All Aboard Florida Passenger Line from Miami to Orlando 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of my concern with the All Aboard Florida Passenger Line 
(AAF) being proposed to travel at high speeds between Miami and Orlando, Florida. AAF is proposing to 
start passenger service running 32 trains per day. It is their intent to run these trains at high speeds (80 
to 100 mph) on their existing freight lines running near the coastline through downtown areas between 
Miami and Cocoa Beach where the line will turn West to go to Orlando. There will be no stops between 
West Palm to Cocoa Beach. These 32 trains per day will run full speed (100 mph) through the 
downtown areas of Jupiter, Stuart, Ft. Pierce, Vero Beach and Sebastian at ground level. 

I strongly believe that this is dangerous and will eventually lead to a catastrophe occurring by mixing 
high speed trains with both autos and pedestrians. At a minimum there should be a grade separation 
between all of these trains and the public. This would at least lessen the possibility of a serious 
accident. A better suggestion, keeping the public's safety in mind, would be to route these high speed 
trains West of Interstate 5. This would also probably be a less expensive alternative than grade 
separations. 

I am a Project Manager for a construction company. I managed a project about 4 years ago building a 
new bridge over East Coast Railroad's lines between Ft. Pierce and Vero Beach. I personally 
experienced trains running 60 mph on this stretch, up close, and cannot imagine the damage and loss of 
life that would occur if there was a derailment or a collision with an automobile or pedestrian while 
trains are traveling 100 mph. 

I strongly request that your office review this proposal by All Aboard Florida and require them to move 
these passenger trains West of Interstate 5. If these passenger lines are approved running on the 
existing tracks, it is only a matter of time before a catastrophe occurs. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Horvath 
Stuart, Florida 



Print letter I Citizens Against The Train 

TO: 

FROM: 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W38-311 

vVashington, DC 20590 

David W. Hornbeck 
t:}721 SE Waterford Dr. 

I protest Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida and request denial of the RRIF loan since 

every bit of evidence points to failure, profound safety and environmental issues and 

lack of any discernible benefit to local communities. 

Page I of 

Taxpayer dollars are being loaned to a private enterprise and this proposed loan will 

incur significant risks of default. As our custodians of these funds, you are responsible to 
your constituents to be certain ~hat taxpayer monies are being properly and prudently 

spent and invested. It is your duty to be totally informed on matters as large as a $1.8 

billion dollar loan. Nor are we in favor of the alternative, corporate welfare in the form of 

Private bonds for a Junk Bond investment company. 
l 

The Federal Railroad Administrat,icm should not sign off on this ill-advised high-speed 

passenger raff project. Hl~tory~ dictates that it is unlikely ever to be financially 
. ,j,J: ,' ,,·,;, - . ' . r, ' 

independent of major taxpayer obligation, and it is dear the benefits are not worthy of 

the burden on taxpayers. 

This train project is unsafely retrofitted to old rail beds, does not stop to serve 

passengers in the communities it is passing through, is funded with almost 2 BILLION 

dollars of taxpayers money, and carries the unsubstantiated claim that its service will 

remove 3,000,000 cars from the road. 

Florida does not have conditions that would support All Aboard Florida success. 

According to The Federal Train Policy report, "The Development of High Speed Rail in 

the United States: Issues and Recent Events,"* published in December 30, 2013 about 

factors supporting HSR, "Compared to the United States, countries with HSR have higher 

population densities, smaller land areas, lower per capita levels of car ownership, higher 

gasoline prices, lower levels of car use (measured both by number of trips per day and 

average distance per trip), and higher levels of public transportation availability and use" 

are more successful with HSR projects. 

The population AAFs cities are too small to provide the level of ridership necessary for 

HSR profitability. Tokyo and Osaka have over 17 billion residents, By comparison, 

Orlando's population is 255 thousand and Miami's is 418 thousand. 

https://www.citizensagainstthetrain.com/print-letter/l/1 10/17/2014 



Print letter I CitiLens Against The Train Page 2 of2 

I request the federal Government Accountability Office review the project's costs 

and of default, as well as the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 

billion loan. Why should a "privately funded" project be the on the shoulders of the 

taxpayers? 

We, tax-payers
1 

look fonNard to your accountability and response to our concerns. 

Sincerely, 
David W. Hornbeck 

https://www.citizensagainstthetrain.com/print-letter/l/l 10/17/201,1 
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XFINITY Connect 

XFINITY Connect 

AAF project comments re High Speed Rail 

From: barbarahaven@comcast.net 

Subject : AAF project comments re High Speed Rail 

To : AAFcomments@vhb.com 

Page 1 of 1 

barbarahaven@comcast.net 

Font Size-

Mon, Dec 01, 2014 12:44 PM 

The constant maintenance that will be required to keep the "old" and/or "new" rails in a suitably safe operating condition for the 
increased usage expected will create a constant negative environmental impact at all crossings. In Vero Beach the dirt, dust and 
noise as well as noxious fumes from idling automobiles waiting to cross the tracks at such times will impact grossly on businesses 
as well as private dwellings in these areas. Please spare us the agony of seeing our property values forfeited for the greediness 
of big business and their search for the almighty buck. 
Please submit these comments to Mr. John Winkle at the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration. 

http://web.mail.comcast.net/zimbra/h/printmessage?id=524931&tz=America/New_York&... 12/1/2014 



November 28, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E., Room W38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We are residents of the Treasure Coast area of Florida, specifically North Hutchinson Island, Saint Lucie 

County. We are writing to express our concerns regarding the impact that the proposed All Aboard 

Florida will have on this area and our lives in particular. 

Florida East Coast Railroad (FEC) tracks as you probably know run through the oldest parts of the region, 

small towns that grew up around the railroad as it existed in the last century. Buildings and major local 

roads are close to the tracks. There are numerous crossings through these populated areas. Many of 

these towns are struggling to survive in an environment that has changed from small downtowns to 

suburban sprawl. Adding 32 t, ~--·- a day at up to 110mph in a 12 to 15 hour period to the present 

approximate 7 freight trains a day (24 hours) presents significant safety and disruption concerns. Our 

closest hospital (level 2 trauma) requires crossing FEC tracks. Emergency services will be negatively 

impacted by the additional crossing closures and therefore the health of local residents. 

We understand that passenger rail even in areas where it is in significant use such as the northeast does 

not pay for itself. If the objective of your agency is to support passenger rail service between south 

Florida and Orlando then a way should be found to move the trains west of the Treasure Coast 

population density. We understand that there are CSX tracks to the west which could be used for this 

purpose. If, however, the objective is to support FEC's proposed plan to run high speed passenger trains 

through this community the negative impact will be significant. 

It has been speculated that All Aboard Florida is a way for FEC to improve its tracks to garner additional 

cargo business as a result of increases in shipping due to increased capacity of central American canals. 

We hope this is not correct and hope that your agency will ensure that this does not happen. 

In addition we are concerned that a loan guarantee for this project would be a poor investment for the 

U.S. public while having a significant negative impact on the economy and environment of the Treasure 

Coast. 

Copy to: 

Senator William Nelson 

Senator Marco Rubio 

Representative Patrick Murphy 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. Hammel 
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December 2, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing to object to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Project ("Project") as 
currently proposed and to request additional study and evaluation to 
appropriately evaluate impacts, alternatives and mitigation. My comments fall into 
the categories of project need, marine navigation, safety, noise, wildlife, and 
hazardous waste. I am opposed to the FRA's granting a $1.6 billion loan for AAF. 

I have lived in the Jupiter area for the last eleven years (3 years in Juno Beach, 7 
years in Palm Beach Gardens, and 1 year in Tequesta). I am very familiar with 
the current patterns of cargo trains in the area. I have also reviewed the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and offer my comments below. My 
comments are focused on the portion of the Project that I am most familiar with 
(N-S corridor and specifically Jupiter area). However, given the inadequacy of 
evaluation of impacts in this area, I am concerned that the evaluation is similarly 
lacking along the rest of the corridor. 

I have not encountered a single person among local year round citizens or part
time residents who would ride on the proposed AAF train. If someone from this 
area is going to Orlando, it is generally for vacation and packing and driving their 
own car is significantly more convenient than traveling to a train station, parking, 
leaving their car, traveling by train and then not having a car when they reach 
their destination. Right or wrong, this cultural mindset is pervasive in South 
Florida and should be considered when evaluating Project need. The DEIS 
states: 'The economic viability of the Project is dependent on ridership. A 
ridership study (Louis Berger Group 2013) (see Appendix 3.3-F) was used to 
develop ridership projections." The likelihood of people to use AAF for its 
intended purpose should be more vigorously reviewed as the entire Project 
hinges on whether there is a need and whether AAF is a feasible solution to meet 
that need. ff the Project is approved and constructed and then not used as 
intended (ridership is lower than expected), what recourse does the public have? 
I am concerned that the Project is a veiled attempt to allow Florida East Coast 
Railroad (FECR) to transport additional freight arriving in Miami on new Panamax 
ships to Orlando. The Project will attempt to gain public funding and regulatory 
approval based on assumptions that there is a public benefit to the Project. If 
passenger services are not used as expected, what will prohibit FECR from 
benefitting privately (by transporting additional freight) from the public funding 
and imposing impacts on the public for private commercial gain? If the Project is 

1 



approved, it should include restrictions on FECR's ability to use the 
improvements for additional freight traffic. 

The Project considered and discarded using the existing CSX right-of-way. The 
DEIS states that commercial concerns are one of the major reasons this 
alternative was not considered: "AAF does not have operating rights on the CSX 
portion of this route, and would have to negotiate agreements for a shared use 
environment. This creates increased risk of significant delays to the schedule, as 
well as the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into such a transaction." If 
the Project is truly in the public interest, CSX and FECR should be able to work 
together for the public (and their private) benefit. This alternative should not be 
discarded based on commercial concerns. 

The Draft EIS Section 5.1.3, Navigation, contains flawed assumptions and 
therefore flawed analysis. First, marine monitoring of boat activity at the 
moveable Loxahatchee Bridge in Palm Beach County was only conducted during 
December 2013. This is not representative of boating activity year round. There 
is significantly more boating activity during summer months. Second, the Draft 
EIS uses the "existing condition" assumption that the Loxahatchee River Bridge 
closes an average of 10 times a day based on data provided by FECR. Based on 
my personal experience living in the area, that assumption seems very high 
(there are fewer closures than assumed as existing condition). Section 4.4.1 
confirms my personal experience stating that video evidence: "observed number 
of closures is less than half of the daily closures reported by FECR (10 closures 
per day (Existing conditions)." It is obviously favorable for the Project to assume 
an existing condition with a high number of closures and a low amount of boat 
activity because that would reduce the impact of the Project. The analysis 
overstates the number of existing closures and understates the amount of boat 
traffic and therefore significantly underestimates the impacts of the Project. It is 
impossible to evaluate the Project with flawed data and analysis. Additional study 
should be undertaken and mitigation considered to address the impacts. 

Environmental impacts of additional closures of the Loxahatchee Bridge have not 
been adequately addressed in the DEIS. Section 3.2.1.1 "Threatened and 
Endangered Species states in part: "Potential direct and indirect impacts to 
federal- and state-listed threatened and endangered species were evaluated 
based on information provided by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission ... The analysis did not include plant species or aquatic species such 
as the West Indian manatee." I have personally observed manatees in the River 
on numerous occasions. Boaters avoid impacts to manatees by navigating 
around them. Numerous boats will be idling by the bridge during closures will 
create conditions where manatees will be at increased risk. The evaluation 
should be expanded to evaluate impacts from increased idling boat traffic to 
aquatic species. 

2 



The Loxahatchee Bridge crosses over the Loxahatchee River in Palm Beach 
County. The Loxahatchee River crosses into Martin County upstream of the 
bridge crossing. In Martin County, the River has the federal designation of 
National Wild and Scenic River. The Draft EIS states: ''The closest Wild and 
Scenic River designated segment of the Loxahatchee River is approximately four 
river miles upstream from the N-S Corridor in Palm Beach County. No impact 
would occur to Wild and Scenic Rivers from the Project, which would not be 
located in or visible from a Wild and Scenic River segment." While, the Project 
would not be "located in or visible from" the river, there would be noise impacts to 
wildlife and to tourists attempting to enjoy the River. The horn blasting to 
announce an incoming train (necessary for safety) can be heard along the River 
today. With 30+ trains daily, the noise impacts from horns would increase. While 
the designation of Wild and Scenic River may be 4 miles "upstream", it is shorter 
as the crow flies (and as sound carries). Furthermore, the noise evaluation does 
not consider how sound carries over water; instead it assumes standard decline 
of noise with distance. That model does not apply over water. It is inaccurate to 
state that there is "no impact'' to Wild and Scenic Rivers. Additional study should 
be undertaken to evaluate noise impacts to the National Wild and Scenic River 
and mitigation should be implemented to mitigate noise impacts to the National 
Wild and Scenic River if the Project is approved. Furthermore, the entire noise 
analysis should be reviewed to ensure that there are not similar flaws in the noise 
analysis in other areas along the Project route. 

There are particular marine safety concerns at the Loxahatchee bridge. The 
current in that area is extremely strong and the opening is narrow. Navigation 
under the moveable railroad bridge is currently a challenge and presents 
significant safety concerns. With increased number of boats waiting for the bridge 
to open 30+ times a day, it is increasingly unsafe for marine navigation. 
Additional study should be undertaken to evaluate how the Project would impact 
navigation and steps taken to ensure that public safety will be protected. 

The Project's proposed mitigation to manage marine traffic is to create a 
predictable schedule: 

"Develop a set schedule for the down times of each bridge for passenger 
[emphasis added] rail service. Passenger rail service is anticipated to operate 
on consistent daily schedules that are both predictable and reliable with 
minimal deviations. Local mariners should be able to predict approximate 
crossing times once they are familiar with the passenger rail schedule, which 
will be consistent and unchanging from week to week. Mariners will be able to 
plan travel times and avoid unnecessary wait times according to the posted 
schedule." 

There is currently no predictability to the bridge closures since it is used for 
freight. If the Project opens the door to additional freight traffic, FECR must be 
held accountable to their commitment to have predictable bridge closures. 
Furthermore, the bridge closures should be reasonably short. According to the 
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DEIS: 

"The Loxahatchee River represents approximately 23.2% of the marine 
activity in Palm Beach County, excluding revenue from port activities. 
Because the economic activity associated with the Loxahatchee River is 
located in Palm Beach County, the total economic value of this river is 
equivalent to 23.2% of the economic value of the marine industry in Palm 
Beach County, or $398.6 million. This total value is comprised of $219.0 
million in direct expenditures, $50.9 in indirect effects, and $128.7 million 
in induced effects. This activity supports a total of 2,755 jobs and $114.9 
million in personal income (see Table 4.2-8)." 

This significant economic value should not be unduly impacted for FECR's 
private commercial gain. 

I also have concerns about hauling of hazardous waste. According to the DEIS: 

"Freight trains traveling along the FECR Corridor are currently equipped to 
haul hazardous materials. Although there is no set schedule, hazardous 
materials are hauled on an average of once per week (see Table 4.2.4-2)." 

The DEIS does not adequately address how hazardous materials hauling will be 
impacted by the new passenger service and/or potential impact of increased 
freight traffic. Since impacts are not evaluated, mitigation is not proposed. The 
Project should evaluate impacts and propose appropriate mitigation. 

All Aboard Florida Project impacts have not been properly evaluated in the Draft 
EIS. Lacking appropriate evaluation based on accurate data, impacts and 
mitigation cannot be properly identified or alternatives evaluated. The Project 
should be halted until evaluation of impacts is complete and appropriate 
mitigation is provided. 

Sincerely, 
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MRS. WILLIAM CLAY FORD 

December 18, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing with regards to the All Aboard Florida train project proposed for Martin 
County. As a longtime home owner in Hobe Sound, I am not in favor of the 
proposal. I feel the negative environmental impact and the safety concerns for our 
residents are too great to justify the addition of 32 more trains per day. 

Sincerely, 

~ar~ ( . ~o( 
Martha F. Ford 

2000 BRUSH STREET • SUITE 440 • DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48226-2229 

PHONE (313) 961- .05 00 • FAX (313) 961-3470 . 
. i . . 





All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project U.S. Deportment 

of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 

-
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December -3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address . 
. I. T.:_1,. ... ,·, 

,,_" ._·.,_. 

·. . ~' ' . ' i ,.' . : •. 

email Please provide your email ad~ress if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 

. I 
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November 12, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

All aboard Florida has tu.med a blind eye to the disaster their plans 
would create for the treasure coast. I am hoping that you might be able to 
point out the errors in their actions. 

The tracks AAF propose to use, split Stuart and all of th~ cities on the 
treasure coast. This will pennanently damage the lifestyle of all residents 
who drive or use the waterways. AAF's plan has no benefit to millions of 
Floridians and breaks the constitution of which the city of Stuart is 
founded. It states that the city must maintain a small town look and feel. 
This proposed modem high speed train does not have a small town look or 
feel. 

I am a long time resident of Stuart. I live on the east side of the tracks. 
At this time, our traffic issues are already overwhelming. Near the comer 
of Monterey and AJA is a concrete plant that uses the railroad to load and 
unload their products. When they are in this process and for about a half 
hour, it takes me over 1 0 minutes to drive 4 blocks to cross the tracks and 
in season with the snow birds, it takes longer. If AAF has a train an hour 
on these tracks, I can't imagine how I will be able to get out of my 
neighborhood: . 

Most importantly the safety factor of these residents has not been taken 
into consideration. It's not just the 1 minute that emergency vehicles will 
have to deal with but also managing around the traffic jams that they will 
cause. Not to mention the additional accidents from the impatience of 
drivers jumping the tracks. 

I urge you to please help stop this tragedy from coming to the treasure 
coast. 

Thank you for your time, 
Peace be w· 
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All Aboard Florida - Yahoo Mail Page 1 of 1 

From: "Linda Mclain" <lmclain45@yahoo.com> 

To: AAF _comments@vhb.com 

Cc: bill@billnelson.senate.gov 

I am writing to express my dismay at this project being thrust on the people of Florida, even though it is c 
aboard Florida in their neighborhoods. There was a time when the railroad provided a much needed boc 
Florida. In fact, I came to Florida in 1961 on a passenger train from NY and I have been a resident ever 

It is quite evident to everyone looking at this proposal that it is not passenger trains that we are really de, 
in their wake, when passenger trains cannot support the expense of this endeavor. I live where I have tc 
from my house. I recently sat there 35 mins waiting for a train to move that was sitting there on a siding 
crossing and keeping it closed. There is another crossing within 5 miles of this one but it was also block, 
person needing medical help would have died! There was no convenient way to drive far enough to get 
imagine what will happen with more trains using these same tracks. 

I have seen some tremendous downtown efforts made to bring businessess into older villages on the ea: 
by the railroad to facilitate the needed requirements of this project will send those towns back into despa 
with the noise and speed of trains in their face? Who is going to wait at crossings to get where they nee, 
with this foolish project. 

If All Aboard Florida wants to make this project work, they should be considering a way to move the railn 
that it can by-pass the majority of homes that will be impacted by the noise and inconvenience of this raii 
there is not a resident in this east coast area that would not support seeing the tracks moved. It would p 
bring new towns to the inland portion of the state. I can assure you that I will never vote for legislation th, 
given the opportunity. I am already seeing people taking losses to sell their homes before this project ha: 
values, like we had 8 years ago, I cannot imagine how our state will survive that again. 

I am devasted by the fact that our politicians will allow lobbyists to bribe them into voting for a project tha 
move to Florida. It is just another sign of how corrupt our government and the people with power and m< 
stops this project before it claims our state as it's "victim"!. 

~in~e1e.ly, ~'. 
f5z:::A/lt.t:4'(-t-/ 

Linda Mclain Brannan 
lmclain45@yahoo.com 

https://us-mg5 .mail.yahoo.com/neo/b/message?sMid=O&fid=Sent&sort=d. .. 11/11/2014 
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COMMENTS ON ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

PUBLIC SAFETY ISSUES: 
110 mph trains through Brevard, Indian River and Martin counties, urban areas 
An accident in Vero Beach at 21 sr street and Route # 1 would wipe out the Chamber 
of Commerce and the Post Office 
An accident at Aviation Boulevard and Route #1 would wipe out the Vero Beach 
Water Department leaving residents without water for months 
Many residences and businesses along Old ~ixie Highway and Route #1 would be 
demolished · 

This project has no benefits to public safety ! 

OTHER ISSUES 

Disruption of Quality of Life 
Noise 
Vibration 
Disruption of boat traffic 
Disruption of traffic flow 
Disruption of emergency care 
Disruption of evacuation 
A transition from occasional interuption of otjr peace and quiet to a constant interuption 
Reduced property values 

CONCERNS 

32 high speed and 20 freight trains could incr~ase accidents by 300% on the 20111 place 
line for FRA accidents 
FRA should provide speed, footprints and damage info1mation for all significant 
recent accidents in North America 
FRA should require railroad lines to provide documentation of all toxic materials 
cruTied and restrict where they may be cruTieq if an accident would deteriorate water, 
environment, or quality of life 

PROPER LOCATION FOR HIGH SPEED RAIL 

Sixty years ago, the Interstate Highway system was designed to skirt urban areas 
and AAF should be out in middle of the state where CSX and Amtrak operate -
and maybe Orlando to Miami would be less than 3 hours 
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The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comm~nts may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 
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About Those Thirt_y- Two Additional fast Trains 

first, consider the math of) 2 additional trains: 

1. Just what are we talking about, timewise? Suppose the proposed trains run 

from J:00 am to 9:00 pm, 1 + hours during which most people travel. That's 8+o 

minutes during which ) 2 trains speed through _your communit_y on an average of 

ever_y 26 minutes. Over and above the slower freight trains. This is harmful. 

2. How long will it take each train to pass a crossing? Who actuall_y knows, 

including the owners? One minute is their repl_y. Do _you seriousl_y believe 

that? Add the freight trains' time (which will increase) and _you must know we'll 

have well over an hour of dosed gates, ever_y da_y, during which thousands of 

cars and trucks (from Miami to Orlando) come to a standstill, motors running, 

These dela_ys come during alread_y-congested peak times. A few people will 

be making the mone_y without regard to this tremendous cost and inconvenience 

to the general public. This is harmful . 

Second, consider rights, theirs and ours: 

1 • Was land either sold or given to the railroads without an_y conditions 

attached? Were numbers like 1 20 mp~ or ) 2 + per da_y ever envisioned? 

Who knows the complete histor_y? Do some individuals have the right to 

tell others: "We are going to send ) 2 additional trains going 1 20 miles per 

hour through _your town ever_y 26 minutes and _you can't do an_ything about it 

no matter how it affects _you." Oh reall_y? Oh reall_y! Where does it sa_y 

that? Does not ever_y communit_y have the right to determine reasonable 

speed limits? After all, we determine the speed of automobiles on federal 





highwa_ys going through our communities. We should and must claim that 

right to control trains. Wh_y? 5ecause in realit_y, trains do get derailed. 

Trains do collide. Cars do get stalled on the tracks. The number of train 

accidents each da_y is surprising, as _you know, and we're talking about just 

the slow speed trains. How long does it take a high speed train to stop? 

Those we elect to govern our communities have the power and the dut_y to 

promote the wellbeing and the satet_y of all. The_y have the dut_y to listen to 

the voice of their people. After all, the ethical principle THE. 

COMMON GOOD Of THE. MANY FAR OUTWEIGHS 

THE.FARTICULAR GOODOF A FE.Wisstilltrue. We 

cannot merel_y wring our hands and sa_y, " Oh well, it's just going to happen. " 

We must claim and exercise our rights. We alread_y have noise ordinances 

concerning trains. Wh_y not speed ordinances? AAf simpl_y does not have 

the right to travel at an_y speed desired unless we give them the right. AAf 

seems to have convinced us that it does have this right. This is harmful. 

Third, we must not be swa_yed b_y specious arguments. 

1 .The promoters of AAf sa_y it will create man_y jobs, and therefore is good 

tor the econom_y. A high speed train s_ystem built west of our communities will 

create just as man_yjobs, perhaps even more, even though temporar_y. Another 

economic concern is that some people are worried these trains will devalue our 

propert_y. Will those who cause this economic problem, and at the same time 

make mone_y, offer an_y compensation? Don't hold _your breath. Whenever we 

hear the phrase "good tor the econom_y," we should ask "whose econom_y?" 





2. AAF claims their trains will cut down traffic. No one can possibl_y know how 

man_y passengers will actuall_y use these proposed trains. A thousand a da_y? 

Two thousand? With tour passengers to an automobile, the_y ma_y be talking 

about 500 cars less per da_y. The owners don't know, even though the_y talk as 

it the_y do. E. ven 1 000 fewer cars does not justit_y the hour of stalled traffic. 

And what it another recession comes along? Where are the passengers then? 

7. When _you think about it, how man_y passengers would AAF need ever_y da_y 

of the _year to actuall_y be profitable, filling J 2 trains? Realisticall_y, would that 

number ever be reached? We hear the passenger train proposal is reall_y a 

subterfuge tor the shipping of cargo later on once the new f anama Canal is 

completed. Were such a plan come to pass, now is the time to look into limiting 

the number of trains allowed to travel through our communities. Imagine how 

much worse J 2 more slow moving trains would be. Speaking of numbers, is 

there not alread_y some limit on the number of trains, fast or slow, that we allow? 

If not, then limiting the number would be more important than limiting the speed. 

f reactive is wiser than reactive. 

Lastl_y, consider the moralit_y of the situation. 

f ope F rands has pointed out that unfettered capitalism (not capitalism itself, 

but unfettered, unchecked, capitalism) is to be condemned. To make mone_y 

regardless of the damage or harm it causes others is morall_y wrong. None of us, 

legislators, authorities, or citizens, must take this lightl_y. It's not popular these 

da_ys to talk about sin, but what else do we mean when we sa_y something is 

morall_y wrong? Or does conscience no longer pla_y a role in our lives, including 

decisions concerning AAf? 
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I AM HERE TIDS MORNING TO TALK WITH YOU ABOUT THE FEARS THE 
PEOPLE OF TIDS COMMUNITY HA VE. 

THEY KNOW ... LIVES WILL BE LOST. IST RESPONDERS WILL BE 
HAMPERED .... MANY.PRECIOUS MOMENTS WILL BE LOST AT THE 
CROSSINGS FOR ACCIDENT VICTIMS .. HEART ATTACKS AND MORE. ~--

'--/~-- I d~ ~ ~~ '0~ wdP ' 
TP-e/L/2 ~ AllA BOARD FLORIDA SAYS IT ONLY TAKE S 49 SECONDS FORT E 

TRAIN TO MOVE ACROSS A CROSSING, BUT, HOW MANY CROSSINGS 
WILL HA VE TO CLOSE AHEAD OF A TRAIN RUNNING OVER lOOMPH? 

PEOPLE WORRY OUR REAL ESTATE VALUES WILL DROP AND PEOPLE 
WILL LEA VE TO FIND BETTER SEASIDE COMMUNITIES. THERE ARE 
SERIOUS RAMIFACATIONS ABOUT THIS. 

WE ALREADY HA VE AMTRAC PASSENGER SERVICE. . . WHICH IS 
FEDERALLY FUNDED BETWEEN MAIMI AND ORLANDO. WITH TWO 
TRAINS SPLITTING THE RIDERSHIP .... NEITHER ONE WILL SUCCEDE . 

THE AAF STATES" THE PASSENGER TRAINS WILL LOWER THE 
CARBON FOOTPRINT" taking cars off the road. WRONG... CARS HA VE 
POLLUTION CONTROLS ... DEISEL LOCAMOTIVES SPEW SOOT. WE AS 
HOMEOWNERS HAD TO CLOSE IN OUR BACK PORCH BECAUSE OF THE 
SOOT ON EVERYTHING. I CAN'T IMAGINE HOW BAD IT WOULD BE 
WITH ALL THE PROPOSED FREIGHT TRAINS. 

HAVING OWNED AND OPERATED A FINE ART GALLERY IN PA FOR 27 
YEARS ..... I HAD PLANS TO OPEN A GALLERY IN THE ART DISTRICT 
DOWNTOWN. LIKE MANY OTHERS, WE CANNOT DO BUSINESS IN A 
PLACE WHERE MANY TRAINS CUT THE CITY IN HALF ALL DAY LONG 

THIS PROJECT PROVIDES NO BENEFITS FOR US ... ONLY DAMAGES, DUE 
TO LIABILITY RISKS AND FINANCIAL COSTS .... AND LOSS OF BUSINESS 

WE MUST LEA VE IT IN YOUR HANDS NOW, TO SA VE A WAY OF LIFE 
HERE THAT WE HA VE ALL ENJOYED ...... THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME 
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Comments: 

1. I need more information on the 237 High Risk Environmental 

conditions identified in the EIS 

2. The greatly increased waiting time at grade crossing for the many trains 

will seriously impact response time and access to medical 

facilities in case of emergencies (This is very serious!!)' 

3. The many trains and freight trains planned will not only cause 

major congestion at grade crossings but will seriously impact 

quality of life for nearby residents, including noise of 

whistles when semaphores go down. 

4. The integrity of railroad bridges is of serious concern as 

some of them were built almost 100 years ago. Also, 

it is obvious that with the many freight and passenger trains planned 

. the current times when bridges are up cannot possibly be 

maintained (longer freight trains, late trains) making it 

impossible to schedule "up times" for passing boats 

Boating on Florida's intercoastal water key to tourism 
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Comments: 
1) delay to get Jupiter Hospital 

2) speed dangerous 

3) long frequent trains delay traffic 

4)bridges are compromised 

5) GOVT SHOULD NOT FUND PRIVATE ENTERPRISE 
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project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 

The quality of life will be changed forever. Most people choose to live here due to the natural beauty 

that lies within Martin County. I understand that progress is hard to stop 

but we live here for the peace and quiet. I believe that this is driven due to the Panama 

Canal, also given the fact that the Florida Dept. of 
Transportation wants less traffic thru downtown Miami, 1-95 and the 

Florida Turnpike. No train that runs in this country opperates with a profit. Why' do 

we think this one will. Since this will bring more jobs to Florida that is a 

good thing. You could bring more jobs if the train took a westerly route 

instead of the proprosed route. I live on the St. Lucie river directly across from 

The train bridge. During the day I watch boats backed up due to train traffic now 

how is it going to be whe we add another 32 per day 

in addition to the freight trains which are said to 
going from 14 per day to 20?? 
There must be some comprimise that is a win for all concerned. 
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My comment ......... . 

You know there is an Amtrac passenger service (federally funded) from Miami to 
Orlando that is finding it hard to make a profit due to ridership. If that is split between 
two trains the loans fall back on the taxpayers ...... . 

The Carbon Footprint? Cars have pollution control, diesel locomotives do not. The 
freight trains that are proposed all day and all night will be spewing soot. I know about 
this. I have to clean off the furniture on my porch every day. This is just with 8 frieght 
Trains a day now. 

Our Hospital is on the East side of the tracks. LIVES WILL BE LOST .... THERE WILL 
BE CLASS ACTION SUITS AGAINST THE RAILROAD How long before the line is 
closed. By then the Hedge Fund will have already built multi million dollar Commercial 
Malls at the Terminals. Again, the tax payers get stuck with the loans. This is just a 
greedy take over of taxpayer money. 

This whole project will ruin all the small towns along the coast because the railroad and 
it's soot runs through the towns, cutting the towns in two pieces. Tourism will take a big 
loss. Real Estate Values will go down. A way oflife that we (the millions of people 
along the coast have enjoyed will be gone. 

I run a business near the tracks. The vibrations are affecting my building now . .I wll not 
be able to survive if this happens. How could our government let this happen? This is 
a tragedy of major pr~ortions. 

J/l)T 
I don't feel I caniut my name on this .... too afraid ...... WHAT A SHAME ......... . 
I FEEL THE GOVERNMENT. IS NOT FOR THE PEOPLE BY THE PEOPLE IT IS 
FOR BIG BUSINESS ONLY. 

/k .. 
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Transportation Element Text Amendments 
Page 5 of 8 

Indiantown Rd Island Way to Central Boulevard 
Indiantown Rd Central Bouleva rd to Center Street 
Indiantown Rd Center Street to Military Trail 
Indiantown Rd Militarv Trail to Alternate A 1 A -----= 
Indiantown Rd Alternate A 1 A to U-S__j 
Military Trail Frederick Small Rd to Donald Ross Rd 
Old Dixie Hwy Tonev Penna Dr to Jupiter Lakes Blvd 
Toney Penna Dr Central Boulevard to Maplewood Drive 
Toney Penna Dr Maplewood Drive to Military Trail 
Toney Penna Dr Militarv Trail to Alternate A 1 A 
us 1 Ocean Blvd (A1A) to Indiantown Road 
us 1 Indiantown Road to Marcinski Road 
US1 . Marcinski Road to Donald Ross Road 

50,300 (D) 

50,300 (D) 
50,300 (D) 
50,300 (D) 
50,300 (D) 
50,300 (D) 

9,100(0) 

11 000 (C) 

11, 100 (C) 

9,600 (C) 
33;200 (D) 

33,200 (D) 
33,200 (D) 

54 120 (F) 68 230 (F) 68,060 (F) 
53,040 (E) 67 800 (F) 75,740 (F) 
45,170 (D) 61,120 (Fl 68,730 (F) 

41.730 (D) 52,670 (E) 61.010 (F) 
28 520 (C) 40 840 (D) 52100 (E) 
34,690 (C) 46,010 (D) 54,070 (Fl 

5,300 (8) 9,270 (D) 11,650 (F) 

8,860 (C) 11,680 (D) . 14,210 (E) 

11,830 (b) 14,850. (E) 17,990 (Fl 

9,250 (C) 12,900 (Fl 14,350 (Fl 
20,680 (C) . · 26 060 (D) 36,623 (F) 

. 24,390 (C) 29 470 (D) 36,610 (F) 
27,700 (D) 31,780 (D) 39.150 (F) 

Staff notes that 16 of the 25 roadway links above were ;3lso projected to not meet the 
adopted daily LOS standards in 2030 as shown in the currently adopted Table 7 (see Exhibit 
1). The additional nine roadway links (highlighted in yellow) were proposed to meet adopted 
LOS standards in 2030, but are now projected not to meet the adopted daily LOS standards 
in 2035, as noted below: 
• Central Boulevard (two roadway links north of Indiantown Road) - The current adopted 

LOS tables is based on an assumption that roadway capacity. on Central Boulevard 
would be increased to four lanes on these two links by 2012. Palm Beach County 
removed the traffic improvement for increasing Central Boulevard to a 4-lane facility on 
these links from their Five-year Capital Improvement Plan. With the reduced capacity 
and approximately the same level of traffic volumes projected in 2020 and 2035 these 
segments will now not meet the adopted daily LOS standards. · 

• The remaining seven roadway links are proposed to not meet the adopted daily Los ' 
standards in 2035 due to major committed and future . anticipated development projects 
such as Hawkeye, Inlet Village and transit-oriented redevelopments on Toney Penna 
Drive, as further explained in the Long Range Model Methodology section (page 2) of 
Attachment A. Some of the development projects listed .in the model methodology had 
not yet been proposed wheh the LOS tables were last updated in 200.8. However, staff 
notes that these properties were assigned with more general trip generation 
assumptions in the 2008 update. 

The next step to further address the impacts of the Indiantown Road Corridor roadway links 
projected to not meet the adopted daily LOS standards in 2020 and ?035 is to provide an 
update to the Jupiter Area Study (JAS). Specifically, providing an analysis of the critical 
intersections along the corridor based on the traffic counts contained in the subject LOS 
table text amendments . The Town Traffic Engineer is currently compiling data and analysis 
to update the JAS and anticipates having intersection analysis updates for the Island Way 
and Central Boulevard intersections along Indiantown Road available for the subject 
Comprehensive Plan amendments Town Council transmittal hearing on June 17, 2014. The 
complete update to the JAS will be available in the near future . 

TWO-WAY PEAK HOUR 
Roadway Link Adopted 2- 2013 2020 Trip 2035 

Way Peak Trip Volume Trip 
Hour LOS Volume (LOS) Volume 

Trips (LOS) {LOS) 

A1A US 1 to Jupiter Beach Road (Rd) 1,480 (D) 710 (C) 1,040 (D) 1,880 (F) 
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Figure 5-1 

Public access points along the Gulf of Mexico shoreline and Florida Keys 

Public Beach Access Sites 
by Regional Planning Council, 2010 

0 

RPC No. Name 

1 West Florida 

2 Apalachee 

3 North Central 

4 Northeast Florida 

5 Withlacoochee 

6 East Central Florida 

7 Central Florida 

8 Tampa Bay 

9 Treasure Coast 

10 Southeast Florida 

11 South Florida 

According to DEP Division of Recreation and Parks data from the Statewide Comprehensive 
Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) 2000 and Outdoor Recreation Planning (ORP) Inventory, October 
2010, the total number of saltwater beach access points decreased 3.3% from 1,883 to 1,820 
statewide between 1998 and 2010 (Table 5-3). 

Table 5-3 

Number of Saltwater Beach Access Points in 1998 and 2010 

Resource Unit 

Saltwater Beaches Number of Beach Access Points 

Source: SCORP 2000 and ORP Inventory, October 2010 

1998 

1,883 

2010 

1,820 

Percent Change 

-3.3 

When the acces_s points are categorized by management agency (Figure 5-2), the majority of the 
loss is found in the state and non-governmental beach access points (-25.7% and -18.1%, 
respectively). Non-governmental beaches, which include commercial, club, non-profit, and special 
district shoreline, decreased by 40 access points from 221 to 181. Municipal beaches represent the 
greatest source of public access to sandy saltwater shorelin e, accounting for 54% of the total 
number of coastal shore access points {976) in 2010. County beaches represent 30% of beach 
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4.5% per year, with the majority of counties exper iencing less th an 3% annual increases in 
recreational boating registrations. A small numbe r of counties have seen high or very high 
increases in numbers of vessels from 2000 to 2009 (greater than 4.5% per year equivalent}, which 
may suggest the need for additional facilities to support greater boating usage of waterways in 
those areas. 

2 16 

Figure 5-19 

Bo at Regis trat io ns 
by Coastal Cou nty , 2009 
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TO: FEDERAL RAIROAD ADMINISTRATION 
FROM: JO K. PULVERMACHER 
RE: CRITIQUE OF DEIS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PROJECT 

Evaluation of traffic impacts was highly selective; automobiles traveling a 40mph and 
using gasoline were studied. No trucks using diesel were included. Idling of vehicles was 
also ignored. The actual length of a freight train has also been highly confusing. To wit: 
8800'or 1.6 miles (EAS), 81SO'or 1.54miles (DEIS), 11,000' or 2.08miles tol4,000'or 
2.6Smiles (Congressional office). The actual freight speed is equally confusing: 
somewhere between 30mph (EAS P.114) and 54.3mph (DEIS App.3.3C, p3-13). It is noted, 
in footnotes (Ibid. P.3-13) that the applicant supplied the critPeria used 

Furthermore, an FDOT study with no date of Northlake Blvd. @ 811 indicates AADT 
40,000 (p. 3-1); Palm Beach County, Traffic Division, Historic Traffic Growth Table, dated 
1-4-2013, indicates daily traffic at 42,618. Therefore, the queue lengths and delay times 
indicated are unreliable because they are based on fallacious criteria. 

For the most part, the DEIS chose to ignore growth, especially in the area of increased 
traffic at crossings from an increase in the census (Exhibit 1) and the addition of Tri Rail 
service, and, thus, seriously impeding access to the waterfront. In Jupiter, Indiantown 
Road and Donald Ross Road are the only direct routes to the waterfront from the interior. 
They both have drawbridges, opening every hour on the half hour. The FEIS must study 
the combined impacts of these openings with the closings of the rail crossings including 
Tri Rail for emissions and compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA). 
Our waterfronts mean a great deal to us: our life style and our economy depend on them. 
(Exhibit 2 and 3).Many public facilities would have impaired access: Coral Cove Park, Burt 
Reynolds Park, Dubois Park, Jupiter Dunes Golf Course, Carlin Park, Radnor/Diamond
head Park, and Ocean Cay Park. 

And finally, the issue of emergency service delivery. Many residential developments are 
located east of the tracks; the emergency responders are located west of the tracks. At a 
recent meeting at Jupiter Medical Center, an emergency room physician held up a stop 
watch for 7 seconds, telling us that that was all the time he had to save a patient in cardiac 
arrest. The arterials serving Jupiter Medical are seriously impacted by rail traffic: 
Indiantown Road, Toney Penna Drive, and Military Trail. Therefore, the 7 second 
threshold cannot be met and the impact is tragic. 

The FEIS must correct the above, concentrating on Indiantown Road, Donald Ross Road, 
Military Trail, and Toney Penna Drive. The community needs to know how its emergency 
needs are to be met; the real length and speed of trains; the length of the queue and the 
cumulative, future number of vehicles in that queue and the emissions of those vehicles 
based on an accurate delay time; and finally, the public access to our waterfronts and 
CZMA compliance, given the problems on Indiantown Road and Donald Ross Road. 



The Loxahatchee River Bridge presents a unique problem for the Jupiter-Tequesta 
community. It is historic, spanning one of the most beautiful waterways in the US. 
Nearby on the Jupiter Inlet is the Jupiter Lighthouse, also historic, and the charming 
Jupiter Inlet Colony. This whole area has been a major attraction and a local treasure for 
residents, boaters, and visitors for many years. 

Its 19 minute closure time , 36 times a day (16 passenger, 20 freight northbound)), will 
block many important arterials for 11.4 hours per day.. (Exhibits 4 and 5). Emergency, 
economic, and public access impacts have been described previously. The Village of 
Tequesta will experience blockage of Riverside Drive, Beach Drive, and Tequesta Drive 
when these trains return southbound. 

It is vital that the FEIS address in depth what "rehabilitate" means; costs, benefits, the 
applicant's contribution, and the validity of the plan. The Community would insist on all 
relevant State and Federal agencies being part of the process and public hearings and 
meetings be held to inform all interested parties. 

Jupiter development, begun in the 1970's, has proceeded apace with the planned unit 
development (PUD) modality, best described as cluster housing around an open space 
greenbelt. The greenbelt becomes a golf course, tennis facilities, swimming facilities, 
natural areas, ponds, country clubs, exercise facilities, marinas, etc. Many PUDs include 
religious facilities as well:Jupiter First, St. Peter's Church, Grace Emanuel Church, and 
Temple Beth Arn. 

The commercial version of the PUD is the strip mall (shopping center, plaza). Almost all 
the commercial and office development in Jupiter (and most other towns in the North
South Corridor) are of this ilk. Therefore, there is no central business district (CBD), or 
Main Street, as exists in older American communities. As residents (full or part- time) we 
market, shop, see doctors, exercise, buy and repair cars, buy and repair boats,dine, bowl, 
clean clothes, cut hair and nails, deal with government, and pray in strip malls.(Exhibit 6). 

The only way to get from the PUD you live in to the strip mall you shop, work, or pray in 
is in your automobile. As a result of this type of development, there is no way that traffic 
will ever decrease. Strip malls have exploded all over the landscape, making it impossible 
to service them by bus. Thus, any project, inhibiting and disturbing the arterials by which 
we survive, live and work, portends disaster, economically, socially, and psychologically. 

It is hoped that the FRA denies the loan to FECI and shifts the route further west where it 
is less populated. It might also be a better idea to shift shipping from Fort Lauderdale and 
Miami to Jacksonville. 



TO: FEDERAL RAIROAD ADMINISTRATION 
FROM: JO K. PULVERMACHER 
RE: CRITIQUE OF DEIS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PROJECT 

Evaluation of traffic impacts was highly selective; automobiles traveling a 40mph and 
using gasoline were studied. No trucks using diesel were included. Idling of vehicles was 
also ignored. The actual length of a freight train has also been highly confusing. To wit: 
8800'or 1.6 miles (EAS), 8150'or 1.54miles (DEIS), 11,000' or 2.08miles to14,000'or 
2.65miles (Congressional office). The actual freight speed is equally confusing: 
somewhere between 30mph (EAS P. 114) and 54.3mph (DEIS App.3.3C, p3-13). It is noted, 
in footnotes (Ibid. P.3-13) that the applicant supplied the critPeria used. 

Furthermore, an FDOT study with no date of Northlake Blvd. @ 811 indicates AADT 
40,000 (p. 3-1); Palm Beach County, Traffic Division, Historic Traffic Growth Table, dated 
1-4-2013, indicates daily traffic at 42,618. Therefore, the queue lengths and delay times 
indicated are unreliable because they are based on fallacious criteria. 

For the most part, the DEIS chose to ignore growth, especially in the area of increased 
traffic at crossings from an increase in the census (Exhibit 1) and the addition of Tri Rail 
service, and , thus, seriously impeding access to the waterfront. In Jupiter, Indiantown 
Road and Donald Ross Road are the only direct routes to the waterfront from the interior. 
They both have drawbridges, opening every hour on the half hour. The FEIS must study 
the combined impacts of these openings with the closings of the rail crossings including 
Tri Rail for emissions and compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA). 
Our waterfronts mean a great deal to us: our life style and our economy depend on them. 
(Exhibit 2 and 3).Many public facilities would have impaired access: Coral Cove Park, Burt 
Reynolds Park, Dubois Park, Jupiter Dunes Golf Course, Carlin Park, Radnor/Diamond
head Park, and Ocean Cay Park. 

And finally, the issue of emergency service delivery. Many residential developments are 
located east of the tracks; the emergency responders are located west of the tracks. At a 
recent meeting at Jupiter Medical Center, an emergency room physician held up a stop 
watch for 7 seconds, telling us that that was all the time he had to save a patient in cardiac 
arrest. The arterials serving Jupiter Medical are seriously impacted by rail traffic: 
Indiantown Road, Toney Penna Drive, and Military Trail. Therefore, the 7 second 
threshold cannot be met and the impact is tragic. 

The FEIS must correct the above, concentrating on Indiantown Road, Donald Ross Road, 
Military Trail, and Toney Penna Drive. The community needs to know how its emergency 
needs are to be met; the real length and speed of trains; the length of the queue and the 
cumulative, future number of vehicles in that queue and the emissions of those vehicles 
based on an accurate delay time; and finally, the public access to our waterfronts and 
CZMA compliance, given the problems on Indiantown Road and Donald Ross Road. 



The Loxahatchee River Bridge presents a unique problem for the Jupiter-Tequesta 
community. It is historic, spanning one of the most beautiful waterways in the US. 
Nearby on the Jupiter Inlet is the Jupiter Lighthouse, also historic, and the charming 
Jupiter Inlet Colony. This whole area has been a major attraction and a local treasure for 
residents, boaters, and visitors for many years. 

Its 19 minute closure time, 36 times a day (16 passenger, 20 freight northbound)), will 
block many important arterials for 11.4 hours per day.. (Exhibits 4 and 5). Emergency, 
economic, and public access impacts have been described previously. The Village of 
Tequesta will experience blockage of Riverside Drive, Beach Drive, and Tequesta Drive 
when these trains return southbound. 

It is vital that the FEIS address in depth what "rehabilitate" means; costs, benefits, the 
applicant's contribution, and the validity of the plan. The Community would insist on all 
relevant State and Federal agencies being part of the process and public hearings and 
meetings be held to inform all interested parties. 

Jupiter development, begun in the 1970's, has proceeded apace with the planned unit 
development (PUD) modality, best described as cluster housing around an open space 
greenbelt. The greenbelt becomes a golf course, tennis facilities, swimming facilities, 
natural areas, ponds, country clubs, exercise facilities, marinas, etc. Many PUDs include 
religious facilities as well: Jupiter First, St. Peter's Church, Grace Emanuel Church, and 
Temple Beth Am. 

The commercial version of the PUD is the strip mall (shopping center, plaza). Almost all 
the commercial and office development in Jupiter (and most other towns in the North
South Corridor) are of this ilk. Therefore, there is no central business district (CBD), or 
Main Street, as exists in older American communities. As residents (full or part-time) we 
market, shop, see doctors, exercise, buy and repair cars, buy and repair boats,dine, bowl, 
clean clothes, cut hair and nails, deal with government, and pray in strip malls.(Exhibit 6). 

The only way to get from the PUD you live in to the strip mall you shop, work, or pray in 
is in your automobile. As a result of this type of development, there is no way that traffic 
will ever decrease. Strip malls have exploded all over the landscape, making it impossible 
to service them by bus. Thus, any project, inhibiting and disturbing the arterials by which 
we survive, live and work, portends disaster, economically, socially, and psychologically. 

It is hoped that the FRA denies the loan to FECI and shifts the route further west where it 
is less populated. It might also be a better idea to shift shipping from Fort Lauderdale and 
Miami to Jacksonville. 

Respectfully submitted, 



November 28, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administrtion 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 
20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing along with many others to voice my vehement opposition to the railroad plan along the 
Treasure Coast corridor for a variety of reasons: 

1. Cost for what appears to be a questionable need 
2. A very complicated and expensive process involving construction of tressle bridges etc. when 

there is already an existing line west of Vero Beach 
3. Safety and accessibility for emergency vehicles needing access to the Indian River Medical 

Center across the site and east of the proposed railroad bed 
4. Major disturbance to a specifically chosen tranquil quality of life for Vero Beach residents and 

businesses given projected daily uses for recreation and business purposes 
5. Projected negative effect on real estate values and disruption to local business activity 

I trust these considerations and concerns will be weighed along with many others opposing this project. 

;i:::~~~c_d_~ 
Laura Shucart 
Resident, Orchid Island 



GRAY, ACKERMAN & HAINES, P.A. 

BRYCE W. ACKERMAN* 
STEVEN H. GRAY 
TIM HAINES 

• Board Certified in Civil Trial Law & 
Business Litigation 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
125 NE FIRST AVENUE, SUITE 1 

OCALA, FLORIDA 34470-6675 
352-732-8121 

FAX 352-368-2183 
e-mail: SGRAY@GAHLAW.COM 

November 7, 2014 

VIA E-MAIL: FEDERAL EXPRESS: & U.S. MAIL: 
andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Attn: District Engineer 
Cocoa Permits Section 
Attn: Andrew Phillips 
400 High Point Drive, Suite 600 
Cocoa, FL 32926 

Re: Bal Bay Realty. Ltd. 
USACOA Public Notice 
File No.: SAJ-2012-01564(sp-awp) 
Applicant: All Aboard Florida - Operations, LLC 
Notice Posted: 10-7-2014 
Our File No: 04-2095 

Gentlemen: 

This Firm represents Bal Bay Realty; Ltd., a Florida limited partnership ("Bal Bay"), the owner of real 
property located in Orange County, Florida (Tax Parcel Nos. 24-23-30-8987-10-000; 25-23-30-8986-00-
650; 19-23-31-0000-00-001; 19-23-31-0000-00-017; and 19-23-31-0000-00-018). The Bal Bay property 
is on the planned route of the AAF project referenced above. The purpose of this letter is to present to 
the Corps of Engineers Bal Bay's comments regarding the AAF Permit Application, and the objections of 
Bal Bay to issuance of the Permit. 

In the course of review of this matter Bal Bay, working in conjunction with another impacted property 
owner (Carlsbad Orlando, LLC) retained the engineering firm of Donald W. Mcintosh Associates, Inc. to 
review the AAF Application, and the AAF draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) dated 2014, and 
appendices report. Enclosed with this letter, and incorporated into the terms of this letter, is a copy of a 
Memorandum dated September 30, 2014 from Don Mcintosh and John Florio of Mcintosh Associates, to 
Rob Yeager. Generally, the comments in the Carlsbad Memorandum regarding the adverse impact on 
the Carlsbad property are also applicable to Bal Bay's property. In addition, the loss of visibility and 
obstruction to the Beachline highway that would occur as a result of the construction of the AAF project 
severely and adversely impacts the value of the Bal Bay property, which currently holds entitlements 
approved by the City of Orlando for development of the property as a retail center and commercial 
development. 

SHG:ad 
Enc.: Memorandum 
cc (via email & U.S. Mail):· 

Mr. John Winkle, AAF comments@vhb.com 
· Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

~ry truly yofrJ, 

/ 14. , /lvvv, 
teven H. Gray 1 

For the Firm l 

Y:\shg\FILES\Carlsbad Orlando #04-2095\AII Aboard FL Op - Right of Entry Agt\US Army Corps Eng ltr 11-7-14 (2).docx 
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DONALD W. MCINTOSH 

AsSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL ENGINEERS 

I.AND PLANNERS 

SURVEYORS 

2200 Park Ave. North 

Winter Park, FL 

32789-2355 

Fax 407-644·8316 

407-644-4068 

http://w.vw.dwrna.com 

Memorandum 

Date: 

To: 

CC: 

From: 

November 7, 2014 

Rob Yeager 

Don Mcintosh 

John Florio 

Jeff Newton 

Subject: Carlsbad Orlando Property (aka Starwood) 

All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

As requested in your recent conversation with Don Mcintosh, we have reviewed the 

All Aboard Florida (AAF) Draft Environmental Impact Statement {DEIS) dated 

September 2014 and specific appendices to that report, all as obtained from the 

Federal Railroad Administration website, as related to "Alternative A," "Alternative 

C" and "Alternative E" for the East-West Corridor extending from Orlando 

International Airport (MCO) to Cocoa. Our primary focus was on the 17.4 mile 

"OOCEA Segment" of the East-West Corridor extending from SR 417 to SR 520 and 

its potential impact on Starwood. 

lyptcal SectK>n . .._,ttmanves A. c. & E 
(~Hing l!as1} 

Typical Soction, Alignment Allornativcs A, C, & E 
wilhin OOCEA Se,tion 

All Aboard Florida lnlercily Pnsonvcr Rall Projoct 

I 0"''4'"' NTS 
t''41"G"l\. .. ............ ............... I ~.2-6 

, .. ~- ' -··--- -··-·..-... ,,,. 
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DONALD W. MCINTOSH 

AsSOCIATES, INC. 

CIVIL ENGINEERS 

LAND PLANNERS 

SURVEYORS 

2200 Park Ave. North 

Winter Park, FL 

32789·2355 

Fax 407-644-8318 

407-644-4068 

http:/ /www.dwma.com 

Alternative A 
This alternative places the AAF rail 11 largely within" the south 60 feet of the existing 

SR 528 right-of-way. 

• This alternative results in the greatest encroachment into the SR 528 right

of-way, potentially interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 

8-lane facility, and may limit future regional multimodal transportation 

opportunities that have been discussed in the area. 

• An elevated (> 8 feet) section of rail corridor begins approximately 1,900 

feet west of Turkey Creek and extends approximately 3.5 miles west to 

approximately 2,400 feet west of Starwood's eastern boundary, with 

extensive bridging over the existing interchange at ICP Boulevard and the 

future interchange at Innovation Way. An unusually long bridge span begins 

at ICP Boulevard and extends over the entire Innovation Way interchange 

including its southern ramps. The bridge crosses over the Innovation Way 

roadway, which is the second tier of the interchange, making the rail bridge 

the third tier of the interchange, potentially 40-50 feet above natural grade. 

This long section of significantly elevated rail and its unusually high bridge at 

Innovation Way could have increased visual, noise and/or vibration 

impacts on the adjacent and surrounding lands, including the northeastern 

portion of Starwood. Due to the height of the rail, opportunities to 

mitigate the adverse impacts to Starwood through the use of sound walls, 

landscaping, berms, etc. will be very limited or non-existent. There is no 

information in the DEIS that addresses planned mitigation of the above 

noted impacts, especially as related to planned residential development. 

• While the remainder of the rail along the Starwood frontage runs "At 

Grade" (defined as less than or equal to 8 feet above natural grade), there 

may be some level of visual, noise and/or vibration impacts within 

Starwood. 

• As you know, there are already drainage issues that exist along the SR 528 

corridor that adversely impact Starwood. Any additional adverse impact to 

the natural drainage patterns resulting from construction of the AAF rail 

will need to be addressed and/or mitigated. At this level of study, no 

information was provided regarding accommodation of the existing 

drainage. 

• The proposed rail remains within the existing SR 528 right-of-way from 

SR 520 to a point approximately 6,900 feet west of Starwood's eastern 

boundary, at which point the rail corridor deflects into the Starwood 

property to avoid the existing mainline toll plaza and continues to the west 

- both inside and outside of the irregular SR 528 right-of-way - until 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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DONALD W. MCINTOSH 
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CNIL ENGINEERS 
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Winter Perk, FL 

32789·2355 

Fax 407-644-8318 

407-644-4068 

http:/ /www.dwma.com 

reaching the SR 417 interchange. This alignment would require acquisition 

of land from Carlsbad Orlando. 

• The "At Grade" portion of the rail along the Starwood frontage runs 

through two existing stormwater ponds that accommodate SR 528 

drainage with no apparent provision for new or expanded ponds to 

compensate for the diminished capacity. Expansion, replacement or 

reconfiguration of the existing ponds could require acquisition of 

additional land from Carlsbad Orlando. 

• Construction of the proposed rail in the location represented by this 

alternative would almost certainly preclude any potential for future direct 

access from Starwood to SR 528, whether the constraint be physical or 

financial. 

Alternative C 
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road largely within a 

100-foot wide corridor, 10 feet of which is within the southern portion of the 

existing SR 528 right-of-way and 90 feet of which is outside of the existing right-of

way. The DEIS anticipates that CFX would acquire the additional lands outside of 

the existing right-of-way. 

• This alternative encroaches into the SR 528 right-of-way, potentially 

interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 8-lane facility, and 

may limit future regional multimodal transportation opportunities that 

have been discussed in the area. 

• This alternative requires acquisition of substantial lands from Carlsbad 

Orlando. 

• The 100-foot wide rail corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right-of-way 

to a point approximately 7,700 feet west of Starwood's east boundary, at 

which point the corridor diverges to the south through the western portion 

of Starwood in order to cross SR 417 south of the main body of the 

SR 417 /SR 528 interchange. 

• Due to the alignment of the rail corridor, significant acreage within 

Starwood lying north of the corridor (roughly 90 acres) will be landlocked, 

with no provision for access after construction of the rail. 

• The rail corridor runs "At Grade" from just east of the future Innovation 

Way interchange to a point between the SR 528 mainline toll plaza and the 

SR 417 interchange, at which point the rail corridor elevates in order to 

cross over SR 417 and its associated interchange ramps. The right-of-way 

associated with this elevated section increases from 100 feet to 380 feet 

wide. 

• Both the "At Grade" and elevated sections of rail corridor could result in 

visual, noise and/or vibration impacts within Starwood. As was the case 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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• 

with Alternative A, there is no information in the DEIS that addresses 

planned mitigation of these impacts, especially as related to planned 

residential development. 

As was the case with Alternative A, construction of the proposed rail in the 

location represented by Alternative C would almost certainly preclude any 

potential for future direct access from Starwood to SR 528, whether the 

constraint be physical or financial. 

Alternative E 
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road largely within a 
corridor comprising the southern 100 feet of a 200-foot "Super Corridor" adjacent 
to the southerly right-of-way line of SR 528. The DEIS anticipates that CFX would 
acquire the additional lands outside of the existing right-of-way. 

• Beyond the requirement for a 200-foot Super Corridor, the impacts on 
Starwood resulting from Alternative E are similar to those resulting from 
Alternative C. 

• As was the case with Alternative C, this alternative requires acquisition of 

substantial lands from Carlsbad Orlando. 

• The 200-foot wide Super Corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right-of

way along the entire northern boundary of Starwood. 

• As was the case with Alternative C, beginning approximately 7, 700 feet west 

of Starwood's east boundary, the corridor diverges to the south through 

the western portion of Starwood in order to cross SR 417 south of the main 

body of the SR 417 /SR 528 interchange. 

• 

• 

As was the case with Alternative C, due to the alignment of the rail corridor, 

significant acreage within Starwood lying north of the corridor (roughly 

90 acres) will be landlocked, with no provision for access after construction 

of the rail. 

As was the case with Alternative C, the rail corridor runs "At Grade" from 

just east of the future Innovation Way interchange to a point between the 

SR 528 mainline toll plaza and the SR 417 interchange, at which point the 

rail corridor elevates in order to cross over SR 417 and its associated 

interchange ramps. The right-of-way associated with this elevated section 

increases from 100 feet to 380 feet wide. 

• As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, the "At Grade" 

and elevated sections of rail corridor could result in visual, noise and/or 

vibration impacts within Starwood. 

• As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, construction of 

the proposed rail in the location represented by Alternative E would almost 

certainly preclude any potential for future direct access from Starwood to 

SR 528, whether the constraint be physical or financial. 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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This memorandum is not based on an exhaustive review of the DEIS, but rather a 

focused review related to the 1100CEA Segments" of the alignment alternatives their 

potential impact on lands owned by Carlsbad Orlando, LLC. There are engineering 

implications to any alignment alternative that cannot be evaluated at this level of 

detail. 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 



CARLSBAD ORLANDO, LLC 
125 NE First Avenue, Suite 1 

Ocala, FL 34470 

VIA E-MAIL: FEDERAL EXPRESS: & U.S. MAIL: 

andrew. w .phillips@usace. army. mil 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Attn: District Engineer 
Cocoa Permits Section 
Attn: Andrew Phillips 
400 High Point Drive, Suite 600 
Cocoa, FL 32926 

Re: USACOA Public Notice 
File No.: SAJ-2012-01564(sp-awp) 
Applicant: All Aboard Florida - Operations, LLC 
Notice Posted: 10-7-2014 

Gentlemen: 

This Company is the owner of property located in Orange County, Florida (Orange County Tax 
Parcel No. 32-23.-31-0000-00-002), and has received the referenced Public Notice regarding the 
application for a Permit submitted by All Aboard Florida - Operations, LLC ("AAF"). The purpose 
of this letter is to submit .to the Corps of Engineers our comments and objections to the 
prospective issuance of the Permit requested by AAF. 

' 

We have retained the consulting engineering firm of Donald W. Mcintosh Associates, Inc. to 
review in detail the AAF draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) dated 2014 and 
appendices to that report. I am enclosing with this letter, and by this reference incorporating into 
this letter the contents, a Memorandum dated September 30, 2014 from Don Mcintosh and 
John Florio of Mcintosh Associates to Rob Yeager analyzing the prospective impacts, including 
extensive prospective negative impacts, of issuance of the requested Permit on the property 
owned by this Company. We respectfully request the Corps decline issuance of the requested 
Permit. 

Enc.: Memorandum 
cc (via email & U.S. Mail): 

Mr. John Winkle, AAF comments@vhb.com 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue. 
SE Room W38-3.f1 
Washington, DC 20590 

Very truly yours, 

CAiBADORL 

By. ~_4(_'---1-+----'--+----
STEVEN H. 

Its: Manager 
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Memorandum 

Date: 

To: 

CC: 

From: 

November 7, 2014 

Rob Yeager 

Don Mcintosh 

John Florio 

Jeff Newton 

Subject: Carlsbad Orlando Property (aka Starwood) 

All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

As requested in your recent conversation with Don Mcintosh, we have reviewed the 

All Aboard Florida (AAF) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) dated 

September 2014 and specific appendices to that report, all as obtained from the 

Federal Railroad Administration website, as related to "Alternative A," "Alternative 

C" and "Alternative E" for the East-West Corridor extending from Orlando 

International Airport (MCO) to Cocoa. Our primary focus was on the 17.4 mile 

"OOCEA Segment" of the East-West Corridor extending from SR 417 to SR 520 and 

its potential impact on Starwood. 

Typte.al s,coon. Alt,maw•• A. c, & ~ 
{'uln;Easti 

Typical Section, Ali1J111nenl Allmnativos A. C, & E 
within OOCEA Se.tioo 

All Abcerd florida lnlercitv Pauon90rRall Profoct 

I O"""" .. NTS 
r',O,&.'(I"..;""" .._._ ............ 1l.N 

~. _,_ ~-_,,. 'r••c" ..._ ... -.... ., 
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Alternative A 
This alternative places the AAF rail "largely within" the south 60 feet of the existing 

SR 528 right-of-way. 

• This alternative results in the greatest encroachment into the SR 528 right

of-way, potentially interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 

8-lane facility, and may limit future regional multimodal transportation 

opportunities that have been discussed in the area. 

• An elevated (> 8 feet) section of rail corridor begins approximately 1,900 

feet west of Turkey Creek and extends approximately 3.5 miles west to 

approximately 2,400 feet west of Starwood's eastern boundary, with 

extensive bridging over the existing interchange at ICP Boulevard and the 

future interchange at Innovation Way. An unusually long bridge span begins 

at ICP Boulevard and extends over the entire Innovation Way interchange 

including its southern ramps. The bridge crosses over the Innovation Way 

roadway, which is the second tier of the interchange, making the rail bridge 

the third tier of the interchange, potentially 40-50 feet above natural grade. 

This long section of significantly elevated rail and its unusually high bridge at 

Innovation Way could have increased visual, noise and/or vibration 

impacts on the adjacent and surrounding lands, including the northeastern 

portion of Starwood. Due to the height of the rail, opportunities to 

mitigate the adverse impacts to Starwood through the use of sound walls, 

landscaping, berms, etc. will be very limited or non-existent. There is no 

information in the DEIS that addresses planned mitigation of the above 

noted impacts, especially as related to planned residential development. 

• While the remainder of the rail along the Starwood frontage runs "At 

Grade" (defined as less than or equal to 8 feet above natural grade), there 

may be some level of visual, noise and/or vibration impacts within 

Starwood. 

• As you know, there are already drainage issues that exist along the SR 528 

corridor that adversely impact Starwood. Any additional adverse impact to 

the natural drainage patterns resulting from construction of the AAF rail 

will need to be addressed and/or mitigated. At this level of study, no 

information was provided regarding accommodation of the existing 

drainage. 

• The proposed rail remains within the existing SR 528 right-of-way from 

SR 520 to a point approximately 6,900 feet west of Starwood's eastern 

boundary, at which point the rail corridor deflects into the Starwood 

property to avoid the existing mainline toll plaza and continues to the west 

- both inside and outside of the irregular SR 528 right-of-way - until 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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reaching the SR 417 interchange. This alignment would require acquisition 

of land from Carlsbad Orlando. 

• The "At Grade" portion of the rail along the Starwood frontage runs 

through two existing stormwater ponds that accommodate SR 528 

drainage with no apparent provision for new or expanded ponds to 

compensate for the diminished capacity. Expansion, replacement or 

reconfiguration of the existing ponds could require acquisition of 

additional land from Carlsbad Orlando. 

• Construction of the proposed rail in the location represented by this 

alternative would almost certainly preclude any potential for future direct 

access from Starwood to SR 528, whether the constraint be physical or 

financial. 

Alternative C 
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road largely within a 

100-foot wide corridor, 10 feet of which is within the southern portion of the 

existing SR 528 right-of-way and 90 feet of which is outside of the existing right-of

way. The DEIS anticipates that CFX would acquire the additional lands outside of 

the existing right-of-way. 

• This alternative encroaches into the SR 528 right-of-way, potentially 

interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 8-lane facility, and 

may limit future regional multimodal transportation opportunities that 

have been discussed in the area. 

• This alternative requires acquisition of substantial lands from Carlsbad 

Orlando. 

• The 100-foot wide rail corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right-of-way 

to a point approximately 7,700 feet west of Starwood's east boundary, at 

which point the corridor diverges to the south through the western portion 

of Starwood in order to cross SR 417 south of the main body of the 

SR 417 /SR 528 interchange. 

• Due to the alignment of the rail corridor, significant acreage within 

Starwood lying north of the corridor (roughly 90 acres) will be landlocked, 

with no provision for access after construction of the rail. 

• The rail corridor runs "At Grade" from just east of the future Innovation 

Way interchange to a point between the SR 528 mainline toll plaza and the 

SR 417 interchange, at which point the rail corridor elevates in order to 

cross over SR 417 and its associated interchange ramps. The right-of-way 

associated with this elevated section increases from 100 feet to 380 feet 

wide. 

• Both the "At Grade" and elevated sections of rail corridor could result in 

visual, noise and/or vibration impacts within Starwood. As was the case 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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• 

with Alternative A, there is no information in the DEIS that addresses 

planned mitigation of these impacts, especially as related to planned 

residential development. 

As was the case with Alternative A, construction of the proposed rail in the 

location represented by Alternative C would almost certainly preclude any 

potential for future direct access from Starwood to SR 528, whether the 

constraint be physical or financial. 

Alternative E 
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road largely within a 
corridor comprising the southern 100 feet of a 200-foot "Super Corridor" adjacent 
to the southerly right-of-way line of SR 528. The DEIS anticipates that CFX would 
acquire the additional lands outside of the existing right-of-way. 

• Beyond the requirement for a 200-foot Super Corridor, the impacts on 
Starwood resulting from Alternative E are similar to those resulting from 
Alternative C. 

• As was the case with Alternative C, this alternative requires acquisition of 

substantial lands from Carlsbad Orlando. 

• The 200-foot wide Super Corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right-of

way along the entire northern boundary of Starwood. 

• As was the case with Alternative C, beginning approximately 7,700 feet west 

of Starwood's east boundary, the corridor diverges to the south through 

the western portion of Starwood in order to cross SR 417 south of the main 

body of the SR 417 /SR 528 interchange. 

• As was the case with Alternative C, due to the alignment of the rail corridor, 

significant acreage within Starwood lying north of the corridor (roughly 

90 acres) will be landlocked, with no provision for access after construction 

of the rail. 

• As was the case with Alternative C, the rail corridor runs "At Grade" from 

just east of the future Innovation Way interchange to a point between the 

SR 528 mainline toll plaza and the SR 417 interchange, at which point the 

rail corridor elevates in order to cross over SR 417 and its associated 

interchange ramps. The right-of-way associated with this elevated section 

increases from 100 feet to 380 feet wide. 

• As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, the "At Grade" 

and elevated sections of rail corridor could result in visual, noise and/or 

vibration impacts within Starwood. 

• As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, construction of 

the proposed rail in the location represented by Alternative E would almost 

certainly preclude any potential for future direct access from Starwood to 

SR 528, whether the constraint be physical or financial. 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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This memorandum is not based on an exhaustive review of the DEIS, but rather a 

focused review related to the "OOCEA Segments" of the alignment alternatives their 

potential impact on lands owned by Carlsbad Orlando, LLC. There are engineering 

implications to any alignment alternative that cannot be evaluated at this level of 

detail. 

f:\proj2012\12227\engadmin\c\ec007 aaf deis review.docx 
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SWANN HADLEY STUMP 
DIETRICH & SPEARS 

Pervie P. Swann (1895 -1984 ) 

Sharon B. Abne r 
Karen M. Brown 
Stuart P. Buchanan 
D . Paul Dietrich II 
Kristyn D . Elliott 
Ralph V. Hadley III 

Jeremy H olt 
Benjam in C. Iseman 

PROFESSIONAL ASSOC1ATJON 

Attorneys and Co unselors at Law 
Since 1924 

www.swannhadley.com 

October 20, 2014 

EMAIL: AAF comments@vhb.com 
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

RE: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Eric B. Jontz 
Jeffry R. Jomz 

Richard A. Leigh 
Do uglas C. Spears 

Joh n R. Stump 
Richard R. Swann 
Leigh A. Wi lliams 

Do nald P. Die trich 

Of Counsel 

Em ail: rswann @swannh adley.com 

This letter is submitted to provide the undersigned ' s comments in support of All Aboard 
Florida. I frequently travel from Orlando to Ft. Lauderdale or Miami and am anxious to use the 
proposed service. 

All Aboard Florida will provide a significant enhancement amid the choices of 
transportation between Orlando and South Florida. It will reduce to some degree traffic 
congestion on Florida highways and in the airways between these areas. In addition, All Aboard 
Florida's proposed schedule will provide transportation with sufficient frequency savmg 
substantial time and costs compared to the alternatives of automobiles and airplanes. 

For example, for a business person to take an airplane to Miami, one must spend time 
arranging a flight, getting to the airport at least 1 Yz hours ahead of schedule and likewise for the 
return, resulting in a minimum of 3 hours plus boarding, runway and flight time. The business 
meeting will either be constrained by one's return flight or one must wait for the next available 
flight adding untolled hours to the wait. Further, there is always the possibility of delays due to 
airline schedule disruptions and weather. 

The proposed schedule of All Aboard Florida minimizes the time one must wait to catch 
the next train both going and returning allowing for one's just-in-time station arrival. The 

1031 W. Morse Blvd., Suite 350, Winter Park, FL 32789 •PO.Box 1961, Winter Park, FL 32790 • Tel: (407) 647-2777 Fax: (407) 647-2157 



proposed rates appear to be less than plane fares and even automobile travel. The train depots 
are located in the center of the towns in South Florida providing direct access to the business 
center thus avoiding travel time consumed by traffic congestion of the major cities. 

I served on the first Florida High Speed Rail Commission in the 1980's. In that capacity, 
l learned a lot about passenger train service and what needs to be done in order to make it work. 
All Aboard Florida appears to meet all of those needs. It obviates the political difficulties of the 
High Speed Rail notion in the 80's. Yet All Aboard Florida will provide a similar service which 
will save time and will be appropriately capitalized saving a massive amount of tax payer dollars. 

For many years I represented a major tourist attraction in which movement of people in 
mass was a critical function. The management had a "4F" mantra about mass transit; it had to be 
fast, frequent, fun (substitute "found time") and free. While this one will not be free, it will at 
least be less costly than any other form of transportation. l urge your support. 

RRS/bh 

H:\ lSwann Richard\ lSwann Richard\AAA MISCELI.ANEOUS\ ltr re All I.board Florida.doc 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room V-38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 
I am writing to you as a concerned citizen of Barefoot Bay (a community of about 5000 homes), a taxpayer, and 
an informed voter. 

I am very concerned about All Aboard Florida passenger rail project in its present location. 

Since I am sure that in your position you already have most of the facts, I will not go into details. But I am 
hoping that you will VERY carefully pay attention to ALL the negative impacts of the proposal, and realize that 
they far outweigh the few possible benefits of the proposed location of this PRIVATE enterprise. 

Some of the negative impacts for you to consider: 
Impending the ability of emergency and community services (fire, rescue, ambulance, etc.) to respond and 
transport residents to local hospitals and doctors. 
Hindrance to emergency evacuations 
Inconvenience of 46 trains (and soon more), blocking the crossings and exits from our area. 
Noise pollution 
Air quality 
Vibration 
Environmental concerns, including the Indian River Lagoon and St. Sebastian River 
Extra cost to taxpayers for future maintenance. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider all of the above. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. Phyllis Sperling 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

It seems the State of Florida has learned nothing from the economic meltdown 
and is once again relying on tourism and land development to sustain its economy. If 
this is the case, then the Treasure Coast is being thrown under the bus or in this case 
the railroad by the State, the federal government, and Florida All Aboard. Florida All 
Aboard would totally devastate the now barely recovering economy of the Treasure 
Coast. The concerns are many. Listed below are just a few specific concerns relating to 
Stuart, Jensen Beach, and Rio: 

PUBLIC SAFETY 

The crossing at SR 707 and Savannah, which is not specifically mentioned in the 
DEIS, is crucial to response time for Martin County Fire and Rescue Unit #16. This 
crossing is one of the few accesses into Rio where there is a substantial 55+ 
community. The response time would be drastically increased if this crossing were 
blocked for any length of time. This crossing could be further compromised during 
construction. 

The crossing at SR 707 could also be influenced by the closing of the St. Lucie 
Railroad River bridge. One of the few existing side tracks where a train could be held is 
off of SR 707. At the public meeting information was obtained that freight traffic has 
priority over All Aboard. This could mean that particular crossing could be held up for 
both the freight train and All Aboard, which will cross immediately after the freight train. 
The freight trains have increased in length since 2011 and according to the DEIS, freight 
traffic itself is going to increase in the not too distant future. This does not even include 
the 32 crossings of Florida All Aboard. Closings of this magnitude in a populous area is 
unacceptable. 

Water safety is another concern. The St. Lucie River Railroad bridge is directly 
across a major passage to the Atlantic Ocean. According to statistics from 2012 in the 
DEIS, this bridge is closed at least 4 hours a day. During these current closings, traffic 
jams occur while large and small boats, some commercial, are vying for a position to get 
to the Atlantic. With increase of 32 crossings for FAA and 20% increase in freight traffic 
this single track bridge could be closed for at least an average of half an hour every day 
during the busiest part of the day. This will directly affect water safety as emergency 
boats will not be able to reach victims in a timely manner. The other concern is will this 
antiquated bridge hold up to the additional raising and lowering and the additional 
traffic. If a derailment occurs on this bridge, it will cut off all emergency response to 
the Atlantic and stop all commercial traffic. 

The last but not least of the safety concerns is a high speed train going directly 
through the downtown areas of Stuart and Jensen Beach. The rails are in the middle of 



the downtown area where people on foot as well as car traffic cross these rails in great 
numbers during special events. Florida All Aboard assures us that they will adjust their 
time tables during these events and work with local officials to assure public safety. 
That is totally unrealistic if All Aboard is in the business to make money. A side note is 
the infamous Confusion Corner in Stuart where traffic comes into a intersection from 
five different directions with a railroad track running through the middle. 

Florida East Coast trains are all regulated by a switchboard in the panhandle. 
What happens if a cyber attack, which are becoming more frequent, occurs? What 
happens if the computer is some how damaged by natural or manmade disasters? 

ECONOMIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The DEIS states that there will be no adverse economic impact to the Treasure 
Coast. This region has already taken two direct hits, first from downturn in the 
economy and second from the polluted water. The region is already experiencing 
plummeting real estate prices with this project in its infancy. If people cannot easily 
access the downtown businesses along the Treasure Coast, they no longer patronize 
these businesses. The Treasure Coast cannot afford another hit. 

The DEIS also states that there will be no adverse affect to the wildlife and flora. 
This railroad is currently at the edge of a scrub jay population in St. Lucie county. 
Expansion of the railroad could easily put it in the middle of the scrub jays. There are 
also gopher tortoises all along these tracks. How many do they intend to relocate or are 
they planning on putting in wildlife corridors under the tracks? None of these specific 
questions are answered in the DEIS. 

NOISE 

Noise is a major factor with the railroad being in so close a proximity to houses 
and businesses. During the morning between 6:30 AM-8:00 AM along a two a half mile 
stretch between the St. Lucie River bridge and downtown Jensen Beach, there are 
currently between 18-25 train whistles. The answer to this is no train whistles. Trust 
your cross arms across the crossings to suffice. Do not expect the local tax dollars to 
pay for the sound barriers. These areas will not have the money to do this with the 
negative economic impact FAA is going to have and the tax payers will never approve it. 

It is hoped that the FRA will consider all these concerns and recommend that 
FAA move its rails West. Please consider all these concerns which were not addressed 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Study and address them in the final Environmental 
Impact Study. Specifically addressing the concerns of the Treasure Coast. 

Thank you for hearing our concerns. 

Sincerely, /J 
/2~~~~./ 
Penny Snyaer 
Concerned Citizen 
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Mr. Winkle, 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want THE ALL 

ABOARD FLORIDA and the additional freight trains, for many reasons. PLEASE 

WITHHOLD THE FUNDS FOR THIS PROJECT. 

These Bullet Trains travel over 100 mi. per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY 

STREETS AND HOW MANY CROSSINGS WILL HAVE TO CLOSE FOR A TRAIN 

TRAVELING THAT FAST? FREIGHT TRAINS WILL BE 10 TIMES THE LENGTH OF 

PASSENGER TRAINS. 

People with life threatening situations ( heart attacks, strokes, accidents, etc.) 

may not be able to get to the hospital in time if they live on the west side of the 

tracks. For this reason, 1st responders, police, fire fighters and even the Coast 

Guard are against this plan. 

Our real estate values will decline for all businesses and home owners living near 
... . ! {iii/ ._..._ . . ': _.. •• : ' 

and west of the tracks. Almost all of our s~.qPPING AND SERVICE BUSINESSES are 

west of the tra _cks, _maki ,r,ig.it a hardship fo r. t~e beach population to support. 

These businesses are an important part of our tax base. 
'-; , . . · .... ·..... . I 

The AAF wants the Indian River County Taxpayers to pay for the creation and 
,. . 

Please sign on the above line and mail to the address below by Dec. 1st, 2014 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

ATIN: John Winkle Room W38-31 
• . ' ~-.. ~, ~ I • ·1· , • • ~ ) . ' ·' , , ., 1 , / : • I '. 

2100 New:Je.tsey, Ave ;SE. - · r1, 1 ,r 
, ,i , I I 

. . Wa~hi~·gton, DC. '20590 
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.~ r .! 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project c~ U.S. Departme.nt 
of Transportation 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement ..:1· Federal Railroad 
~ Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportm ent 
of Transportati on 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF .comments@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Sv. '7 f' A "' ?\,\\\\o <' ) 

Address \ 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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Re: AAF EIS 
October, 24, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

In going through the EIS report, one finds many redundencies and omissions. A much better report is 
necessary. 
There is no mention of (1) auto exhaust pollution as a resultof the increased number of automobiles 
idling at crossings nor of 

(2) economic impact to nearby businesses and homes, 
(3) safety issues for emergency vehicles en route to disasters or ER's. 
(4) noise and vibration mitigation 

The whole idea of this excessive number of trains passing through cities and bisecting these traffied 
areas is not acceptible. 
The rails are not parallel with the traffic, for the most part. They are perpendicular and totally 
disruptive. 

The bridge over the St.Lucie River in Stuart is old, single-lane, slow operating and totally inadequate for 
this many closings. 
The resultant bottleneck of boats trying to pass under the bridge will remove many of the boat owners 
and marine-related business 
from the area. Furthermore, this impedes passage from the Atlantic to the Gulf via the St.Lucie locks 
and Lake Okeechobee. 

The majority of people along the east coast of Florida from north of Palm Beach to Orlando are 
appauled that this increase in rail traffic might happen. 

If AAF wants to upgrade its tracks for increased freight traffic, they should pay for it themselves. 

Enclosed are some of the daily Letters to the Editor of a newspaper that covers the Treasure Coast and 
areas north. 

ACTION: Put in place LIMITS on the number of passenger trains per day. Do the same for the 
anticipated increase in freight trains. 

Do not allow the requested loan to be made with government funds. It will disrupt our 
economy . 

. B.A. Paterson 

10/24/2014 



The following are my concerns with All Aboard Florida 

1-ln no way should and any government funds or government backed loans be 

used for this project. 

2-High speed rail service does not belong in heavily populated areas. The money 

projected for crossing upgrades should be used to acquire a right of way west of 

the Florida Turnpike. In other words "go west young man". Areas without train 

stops such as Stuart and Vero Beach should not be burdened with the impact of 

this project. 

3-My opinion of commuter rail and passenger service is that hardly any are 

successful. However the government, hence us taxpayers, are forced to subsidize 

these entities. Unless AAF has an ulterior motive such as more freight I can't see 

this being a success. 

4-The EIS should have been prepared by and independent third party paid for 

AAF. The entire statement is slanted in favor of AAF. 

5-Both of the station designs in Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach are 

absolutely ugly. It appears to be a contest between Architectural firms looking for 

memorials to one another. 

6-Projected ridership numbers are a pie in the sky estimate in order to justify the 

cost of the project. It's the tired old trick of enhancing the business plan to 

convince the bank to issue a loan. 

I trust that someone other a computer will read my comments and appreciate the 

incredible burden this project is placing on the Stuart and Vero Beach areas. 

Thank You 

Maurice G. Paquette 



October 28, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

It is with great concern that I write you concerning the proposed All Aboard Florida train 
service for the Treasure Coast. It is something, that if passed, will destroy the quality of life 
we all so enjoy now. We have lived in Florida for 12 years and are located near the city of 
Stuart. The trains will cut that beautiful little town in half, to say nothing of the maritime 
interests on the gorgeous rivers in this area. It is incredulous that the entire project is even 
being considered as it will totally impact the quality of life here ... the frequency of the trains is 
beyond comprehension and there is no possibility that passenger usage will come anywhere 
near the numbers predicted ... please, get real!!! Emergency services, noise pollution, property 
values ... everything will be negatively impacted. And perhaps the biggest consideration of all 
is the safety issue. Hospitals will be cut off and emergency vehicles will be stranded while 32 
trains PER DAY will navigate the tracks. The train tracks themselves are a huge concern, they 
are old and the trestle bridges now in operation appear to be very marginal. It is disaster 
waiting to happen. 

Please consider all aspects of this project; and as an alternative, please direct any train travel 
and all it entails, to the area west of the Turnpike and I 95. That area offers open space and 
unencumbered area for this project. It seems reasonable to offer three round trips per day 
between Miami and Orlando, and even that number is perhaps too many. There are so many 
aspects to consider and I implore you to seriously consider them all. Florida depends on 
tourists to the beautiful little towns along the East coast ... they will be destroyed if this 
project is allowed to go forward. 

Thank you for considering my letter. 

Sincerely, 

Virginia Agar (Mrs. Harold 
2368 SW Danforth Circle 
Palm City, Florida 34990 



Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I have read the Environmental Impact Statement prepared by a 
company chosen by All Aboard Florida. I also attended one of 
the information meetings, held in Stuart. I spoke with and 
listened to a number or representatives at that meeting. The 
following are the issues that concern me regarding EIS. There 
are many more issues of concern to me, but I don't believe 
you'd be interested in hearing me address them in this letter. 

While everyone hired by or associated with All Aboard Florida 
was polite in a stressful environment, they did not do much to 
make me feel better regarding the studies that were done for 
the EIS. Of particular concern is the thoroughness of these 
studies concerning sound and vibration, public safety, 
endangered species and climate change. 

I live 250 feet from the tracks in Palm Beach Gardens. I feel the 
vibrations of every freight train that passes when I am in my 
home and on my patio. I can see the trains pass from my patio 
and backyard. It is very loud, not only the track and wheel 
noise, but the horns that blow for both nearby road crossings. 
I am lucky enough to live in Evergrene ( an Audubon 
community) and there are crossings at both ends of my 
community. Double the noise! I spoke with Sam Arden about 
the sound. I live on an open water channel that carries the 
train noise, without benefit of a sound barrier, straight to my 
home and into our lake community. He told me no study was 
done in my particular area, and no plan for sound mitigation 
was planned here. You can imagine how happy that made me! 
Well, I can tell you things in my house rattle when the train 
rolls by, and there are cracks in my house that I am sure are a 
result of train vibration. More trains, with more tracks and no 
plan for any mitigation in my area will force me to sell my 



home at a loss because my property values will decrease due to 
what will be almost constant noise and vibration from 32 high 
speed train runs plus the projected 20 cargo trains on 2 tracks 
250 feet from my home!!! My quality of life does not seem to 
be a concern, my community's quality of life is not being 
considered, my home value, (while being negatively impacted), 
is not being considered. It's hard not to mention my home 
when it is the single largest investment I have. I am retired. 
Not much chance to recoup this loss. 

I spoke with Bob Ledoux (FECR). He said it was not possible 
to put sound barriers around the train tracks for a number of 
reasons. While enclosing the tracks with sound barrier is not 
possible or practical, a barrier for our waterway might be. 
With no studies in our area, that won't happen. 

Safety issues alarm me. I live on the west side of the tracks so I 
can get to a hospital without crossing what will be a double set 
of tracks. The rest of my family live in Jupiter, on the east side 
of the tracks, and they cannot! There is no way to get 
emergency medical help from the hospital to them, or them to 
the hospital, without crossing the tracks. The increased 
number of trains will more than double the number of closings 
an hour. While Peter Windschmitt (HNTB) spoke about the 
amount of time an approaching high speed train will take from 
when the lights begin to flash and the gates begin to close, to 
when the gates go up, will be 49 seconds (32 + 14 times a day). 
They DID NOT seem to take into consideration how long it 
takes a line of cars to start up and move across the tracks once 
the train has passed. What if an ambulance with my Mom is 
trying to get to the hospital and is waiting in a line of cars. 
Perhaps she's in an ambulance 10 vehicles from the track. 
How long will it take when life is measured by seconds to 
receive life saving treatment? Well, they did not study how 



long it would take. Not studying this should not be an option. 
They only seemed to care about the gates lowering and rais~ 
Dr's from Jupiter Hospital made a statement that 15 seconds is 
sometimes all the time they have to save a life. The 49 seconds 
it is projected to take for those gates, doesn't sound short 
enough now, does it? The cost of human life and safety cannot 
be measured as time and profits can. Moving the profit making 
to tracks in the west is something that can be done ..... replacing 
a life cannot be done, period. 

As I mentioned, I live in an area that is an Audubon community. 
I love living here, home to many birds. My love of animals 
leads me to be concerned that the studies regarding 
endangered species and their habitats does not seem very 
thorough, nor do there seem to be plans to keep the animals 
and their habitats safe from the tracks. I am not an expert in 
these areas and I cannot pretend to be, but much more 
attention should be paid to the fact that "endangered" means 
something and should you wipe out a habitat for an 
endangered species, or the species themselves, there is no way 
to fix that! Contributing to the possible extinction of a species 
should not be allowed to happen. 

I learned in the process of attending meetings regarding trying 
to stop the rail expansion that an EIS is supposed to have a 
section on climate change. I did not know this prior to 
becoming involved in tryingto stop this "shell game" of "tell 
them you want to put in high speed rail service, then once that 
fails to make a profit, start running more cargo on the second 
set of tracks" issue. Any idea why that was omitted? Perhaps 
because there are things they don't want us to know. This 
omission needs to be addressed. 



I want to thank you for taking the time to read this. I want to 
ask you to think long and hard about it, and then I hope you 
will see what I see. The EIS is flawed. It does not take many 
factors into con.side-ration.. It give facts and time tables made to 
show "All aboard Florida 11 in a favorable light when had these 
studies been done at the correct time of year, or time of day, 
reports would be less than favorable. 

I don't pretend to have all the answers, but I believe this EIS 
does not either and should be redone, by an impartial, neutral 
third party. 

Thank you for your time, 
Sincerely, 

Carolyn M Shaw 
702 Duchess Court 
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 3 3410 



i I 
All Aboard Florida - Relocation Request 

Daniel Robins <drobins@lyfebankohio.com> Wed, Oct 15, 2014 at 6:11 AM 
To: john.winkle@dot.gov 
Cc: Bill@billnelson.senate.gov, Greg_langowski@rubio.senate.gov, CongressmanPartick .Murphy@mail.house.gov, 
rpremuroso@pbgfl.com. ejablin@pbgfl.com, jrusso@pbgfl .com, mtinsley@pbgfl.com, dleVy@pbgfl.com 

John; 

I an from Columbus, Ohio and ha\€ become a snow bird within the past 40 days and purchased a second home 
in the E\ergrene community in Palm Beach Gardens, FL. E\efgrene is a Audubon International community with 
nature presel'\es and many species of wild birds and wild animals. 

My new home is located within 100 yards of the train tracks that tra\€1 North and South along Alternate A!A. We 
were misled by the prior owner and her realtor about the disruption that the train causes . The current train comes 
by around 20 times a day and the entire home shakes. It is causing us sleepless nights. Further, we intend to 
ha\e many friends come \ASit us, but we are apprehensi\e and frankly embarrassed of this train. 

Needless to say, this is not the snow bird lifestyle we signed up for. 

It seems absurd in this day and age that a freight train disrupts such a high end residential community in 
Northern Palm Beach County and in Jupiter. I ha\e been told that other train tracks exist West around 5 miles 
that this train and the new high speed passenger train could tra\el on. Should there be any additional cost 
associated with the relocation of the current train and new proposed passenger train, I would be happy to support 
a sales tax increase where funds would be restricted to pay for the relocation of both freight and passenger trains 
and any rental tees associated with that. 

I am not against private business and am in fa\Or of the high speed passenger train, howe\er running that through 
a growing high density upscale community like Palm Beach Gardens makes no sense for the following reasons: 

1. Noise 
2. Vibration 
3. Safety concerns if the high speed rail jumps the tracks and crashes into homes or \ehicles on the road. 
4. Delay at rail road crossing for first responders be they ambulance/ems or fire. 

The solution is relocation and allowing the folks who benefit from relocation finance any additional costs 
associated with the relocation. 

Yes, the railroad tracks ha\e been here for 100 years or so. Yes, that rail/land is privately owned and when it 
was built, this area was not de~loped. Howe\er, things change and this area is booming. It is reasonable to 
relocate this train and it must be done. It is one privately owned business that is disrupting an entire community 
of tax paying citizens who ha~ mo\ed to this area to enjoy nature, golf, weather and good times . Toe train is a 
real downer to that enjoyment. 

Mo\e this train nowm111111111111111111111111111m111111mm1111m1111111111111111111mm111111111 

Please call me to discuss AS~P at (614) 206-1631 as I would be delighted to fly into Washington o.c and meet 
with you face to face and testify as to how upset I am with this train coming through my back yard 20 times a 
day. 



Daniel S. Robins 
winter address: 
623 Castle Dri\e 
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 
33410 

Daniel S. Robins, CEO 

Web Site: 

lyfebankohio .com 

YouTube Channel: 

http://www.youtube.com/u r/LyfebankOhio?feature=mhee 

LyfeBank Ohio 
2404 E. Main Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43209 

office: (614) 545-3555 x3 
fax: (BOO) 695-6344 
cell: (614) 206-1631 

Lvft·Bank" 
• tlHIO 

The Way to Pay for Healthcare™ 
Your money - Your health - Your choice . 

LyfeBank - Defined Contribution* Employer Financed* Employee Owned* Health 
Reform Ready * Healthcare on a Card 



letter I Citizens Against The Train 

Washington, DC 20590 

Phone: 

Nina Minmier 

Saint 
Palm Beach 

I protest for 
every bit evidence points to 
lack of any discernible benefit 

Page 1 of2 

request RRIF since 

and environmental issues and 

Taxpayer dollars are being a enterprise this proposed loan will 

incur significant risks As our custodians these funds, are responsible to 
constituents certain that monies are and prudently 

spent and invested. It is on matters as large as a $1.8 

loan. 

passenger 

major taxpayer 

This train project is unsafely 
passengers in communities it is 
dollars taxpayers and carries 

remove cars from the 

does have conditions 
Federal Train 

are more 

not off on this ill-advised high-speed 

financially 

it is clear benefits are worthy of 

does not stop to serve 

is funded with almost 2 

https://www.citizensagainstthetrain.com/print-letter/ 1 /1 10/8/2014 



Print letter I Citizens Against The Train Page 2 of 2 

The population of AAF's cities are too small to provide the level of ridership necessary for 

HSR profitability. Tokyo and Osaka have over 17 billion residents, By comparison, 

Orlando's population is 255 thousand and Miami's is 418 thousand. 

I request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project's costs 

and risks of default, as well as the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 

billion loan. Why should a "privately funded" project be the on the shoulders of the 
taxpayers? 

We, the tax-payers, look forward to your accountability and response to our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Nina B. Minmier 

https: //www.citizensagainstthetrain.com/print-letter/1/1 10/8/2014 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Deportmen1 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 



White & Case LLP 
Southeast Financial Center, Suite 4900 
200 South Biscayne Boulevard 
Miami, Florida 33131-2352 

December 3, 2014 

VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Tel + 1 305 371 2700 
Fax + 1 305 358 5744/5766 
whitecase.com 

1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
AAF comments@vhb .com 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for 
All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

On behalf of the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc. and its members (the 
"Association") , we are writing to provide comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
("DEIS") for the All Aboard Florida ("AAF") project to offer passenger rail service between Miami and 
Orlando (hereinafter the "Project"). To save space, we adopt and incorporate by reference the similar 
comments and concerns raised by others, such as Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida ("CARE 
Florida"), the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council, the Jupiter Inlet District, the Town of Jupiter, 
and the Marine Industries Association of South Florida . 

The Association represents the interests of the scores of businesses which are a pmt of the local marine 
industry. It includes recreational boaters, large marinas, builders and retrofitters of boats and yachts, 
small family businesses which provide marine goods and services, and related industries located near our 
waterways. The marine industry in South Florida generates billions of dollars in economic activity and 
supports a critical aspect of our local way of life. The Association is proud of the contribution it makes 
to the local communities, and wants to see that its members' livelihoods are protected. 

The Association has serious concerns about the AAF Project. Its members live, work and relax on the 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. The existing railroad bridges over those rivers already block marine 
navigation for significant patts of each day as the result of freight trains. The AAF Project, by adding 32 
trains a day to existing freight traffic, threatens to block marine navigation on these impo1tant waterways 
most of the time. This will be devastating to the people who rely on navigation of those rivers for their 
businesses and quality of life. Rail and marine traffic have coexisted on these rivers for years, but the 
AAF Project threatens to completely upset that balance for the benefit of a single large rail company at 
the expense of hundreds of small business owners in the marine industty. This is completely 
unacceptable to local residents and the boating public, and unreasonably impedes navigation. 

ABU DHABI ALMATY ANKARA BEIJING BERLIN BRATISLAVA BRUSSELS BUCHAREST BUDAPEST DOHA DUSSELDDRF FRANKFURT GENEVA 

HAMBURG HELSINKI HONG KONG ISTANBUL JOHANNESBURG LONDON LOS ANGELES MEXICO CITY MIAMI MILAN MONTERREY MOSCOW MUNICH 

NEW YORK PARIS PRAGUE RIYADH SAO PAULO SHANGHAI SILICON VALLEY SINGAPORE STOCKHOLM TOKYO WARSAW WASHINGTON, DC 
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The Association also has concerns about the other likely negative effects of the AAF Project. Its 
members all live in the local communities bisected by the AAF Project corridor. Many thousands of 
residents will be subjected to constant traffic delays, the noise and vibration of speeding trains, and 
damage to our environmental amenities. While we are focusing our comments on marine-related issues, 
we specifically adopt the comments of other raising concerns about these other types of environmental 
impacts. 

The DEIS fails to adequately address the AAF Project's environmental impacts, and in particular, its 
impacts to marine traffic and marine interests. The document underestimates the amount of use the 
marine navigation channels experience, underestimates the amount of time those channels will be blocked 
with the AAF Project, and overstates the benefits of that project to the traveling public. The DEIS also 
fails to analyze several reasonable alternative ways to provide additional passenger rail service between 
Miami and Orlando which would avoid many of the impacts to marine navigation, does not even consider 
br_idge and operational alternatives, and structures its analysis in a way which makes the AAF proposal a 
fait accompli. In light of the many structural flaws in the DEIS, we recommend that the Federal Railroad 
Administration address these issues in a supplemental DEIS so that the public can provide meaningful 
comment on the true options in front of the agencies, before the agencies finalize their analysis. 

I. The DEIS' Discussion of the Impacts to Marine Navigation is Inadequate. 

There is little doubt that increasing the number of trains traveling on the existing Florida East Coast 
("FEC") railroad corridor will decrease the amount of time the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers are open 
to marine navigation. The FEC railroad crosses those rivers over bridges located mere feet over the 
surface of the water. This means that boats cannot travel under the bridges unless the bridges are open. 
The bridges were built decades ago, have slow and ponderous opening mechanisms, and to all 
appearances are decrepit. Already with freight trains, those bridges are down for substantial periods of 
time - 20 minutes per train, on average according to the DEIS. An increase in the number of trains 
necessarily means that the bridges will close more often, and every time that happens, marine navigation 
transiting the rivers will be blocked. 

While the DEIS acknowledges this impact in general terms, it underestimates those impacts in several 
imp01iant ways. Since the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA") requires agencies to disclose 
the reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts of their proposed actions, the DEIS must be 
substantially revised. 

a. The DEIS Underestimates the Number of Vessels Using the Rivers 

The DEIS appears to use inaccurate estimates of the number of vessels which transit the St. Lucie and 
Loxahatchee Rivers. The DEIS indicates that there are an average of 121 vessel transits a day at the FEC 
bridge over the St. Lucie River, while more recent Maitin County data shows an average of 225 daily boat 
transits under that bridge. Data from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers website regarding the St. Lucie 
locks and dams similarly shows much greater commercial traffic on that river than disclosed in the DEIS. 
It is apparent that the DEIS fails to fully consider the significant number of vessels that pass through the 
St. Lucie locks on the Okeechobee Waterway. The Okeechobee Wate1way, a federally-maintained 
navigation channel, not only connects the Intracoastal W ate1ways on the east and west coasts of Florida, 
but it also serves as access to several large boat yards in western Maiiin County that would othe1wise be 
landlocked, 

We believe that there also the DEIS also underestimates the number of vessel trips under the Loxahatchee 
River as well. As professionals in the marine industry, the Association knows that traffic through the 
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Loxahatchee River includes an average of almost 300 vessels per day. These vessels include recreational 
boaters heading upstream to fish, visit Jonathan Dickenson State Park, waterski in the large central 
embayment, raft up on the sandbar, or travel to the many area restaurants that are on located along the 
waterfront. The Town of Jupiter has spent a great deal of time, money and effott to develop its 
waterfront, including the Riverwalk and Harborside areas. The Loxahatchee River also sees as many as 
14 commercial vessels a day, including local family-owned charter and guide businesses, sightseeing 
boats carrying tourist upstream, and vessels that contract, repair or maintain seawalls and over 1200 docks 
that are upstream of the bridge. None of these details, or anything that conveys the number and 
importance of the Loxahatchee River to local residents and businesses, is contained in the DEIS. 

The DEIS also provides only current estimates of marine use, and makes no effott to project future 
demand for marine navigation through the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. Just as freight rail demand 
is likely to increase in future years (discussed below), we believe that demand for marine navigation will 
increase in the future as well. This means that the amount of navigation blocked by rail operations will be 
higher in the future than are amount impeded today. Without accurate statistics of the number of vessels 
traveling underneath the bridges today and in the future, the DEIS inaccurately po1trays the effects of the 
AAF Project on the marine industry. 

Taken together, this has the effect of underestimating the economic effect of the AAF Project on the 
marine industty. As other commenters have noted, the marine industry in Miami-Dade, Broward and 
Palm Beach County generates annual wages in excess of $4 billion and a gross output of $11.5 billion per 
year. Approximately 75% of South Florida's recreational vessel repair facilities are upstt·eam from the 
bridges to be used by AAF. Recent studies have shown that an average of approximately 250 vessels pass 
through each of the Bridges, which projects to approximately 90,000 per year for each of the Bridges. 
Needless to say, some days and some times of day have more traffic than others, with peak days seeing 
more than 450 vessels per day for each of the Bridges. This means that the effects of AAF Project on 
marine interests will be quite significant, both in the sho1t and long term. We recommend that the DEIS 
be revised to incorporate more accurate statistics about current and projected future navigation demands, 
so that the effects of the AAF Project on the marine industry can fully disclosed to the public. 

b. The DEIS Improperly Fails to Consider Impacts More than a Few Years in the Future 

The DEIS has an unreasonably short planning horizon, which has the effect of hiding most of the 
reasonably foreseeable impacts to marine navigation. Major transportation projects such as the AAF 
project likely will be used for years into the future. Many of the impacts occur not from construction of 
the infrastructure improvements, but are the result of the use of those improvements over a long period of 
time. This means that while the federal action may occur in the short term, many of the environmental 
impacts occur over the long term. Since NEPA requires agencies to disclose the reasonably foreseeable 
environmental impacts of a project- whenever they occur -- most federal agency EIS's typically disclose 
the projected environmental impacts of infrastructure projects multiple years into the future. For 
example, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' recent EIS for the Central Everglades Planning Project used 
a 50-year planning horizon for purposes of analysis, and showed likely environmental impacts from the 
project decades in the future. Agencies also use forecasts of future use of transportation infrastt·ucture to 
estimate likely environmental impacts in the future. An example of this is the Federal Aviation 
Administration, which uses Terminal Area Forecasts to estimate the likely number of flight operations 
which will use new airp01t runway infrastructure decades in the future. 

The DEIS, on the other hand, uses no planning horizon. For most impact categories, the DEIS simply 
identifies certain impacts, without stating when those impacts are likely to occur. For these categories, 
the DEIS implicitly is limiting its analysis to immediate, sho1t-term impacts, and ignoring any impacts 
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caused by use of the infrastructure improvements. For other impact categories, such as the effects of the 
AAF Project on car travel between Miami and Orlando, the DEIS only estimates the effects in 2019, 
which will be only a year or two after the AAF Project is built. This means that the DEIS makes no effort 
to disclose the likely impacts of the AAF Project more than a few years after it is built, even though that 
new rail infrastructure will be used literally for decades in the future. 

This has the effect of hiding the long-term impacts of the AAF Project, including impacts to marine 
navigation. If the AAF Project is as successful as its backers suggest it will be, and there is increasing 
demand for passenger rail travel between Miami and Orlando, then there could be even more passenger 
trains using the tracks then the 32 trains a day discussed in the DEIS. If there is increasing demand for 
freight traffic on the FEC corridor in the future, then there will be more freight trains alongside the 
passenger trains than are estimated in the DEIS. Putting these together, the increased number of trains 
over the long term will cause many more bridge closures than discussed in the DEIS. 

According to the DEIS, the percentage of total boaters experiencing delays immediately after the AAF 
Project becomes operational is anticipated to triple (from 14% to 42%) at the St. Lucie River Bridge and 
rise by approximately 64% at the Loxahatchee River Bridge in the first year of operations. However, 
even with the DEIS's artificially low 3% growth rate for freight operations after 2016, by 2030 that would 
be expected to require approximately 50 daily bridge closures, which would clearly result in the bridges 
being closed more than they are open, especially during daylight hours. If, however, the P011 of Miami's 
most optimistic projections for cargo container growth are realized, freight trains might nearly triple by 
2030, which when combined with the 32 AAF trains per day would causing the bridges to be closed 
almost continuously. According to the DEIS, the percentage of total boaters experiencing delays after 
the AAF Project is operational is anticipated to triple (from 14% to 42%) at the St. Lucie River Bridge 
and rise by approximately 64% at the Loxahatchee River Bridge in the first year of operations. Projected 
increases in freight trains after 2016 will cause even those massive increases in boat delays to increase 
significantly in successive years. Since the effects of the AAF Project on marine navigation tum on the 
number of trains using the FEC corridor, the failure of the DEIS to disclose impacts more than a few 
years into the future has the effect of seriously underestimating the impacts of the project on navigation. 

We ask that the DEIS be revised to estimate the reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts of the 
AAF Project out to at least the year 2030, so that the public can see the true Jong-term effects of the 
project. Such a time horizon is reasonable given some of the studies referenced in the DEIS. The DEIS 
references highway traffic forecasts that extend to at least 2040, see DEIS, p. 2-2, aviation forecasts that 
extend to at least 2030, DEIS, p. 2-6, population growth estimates for 2040, DEIS, p. 2-7, and economic 
benefit projections into the 2020s, DEIS, p. S-17. As discussed below, seaports along the FEC corridor 
have developed estimates of freight demand into the 2020s and 2030s. The DEIS should use all of this 
information, and develop more such information if necessary, so that the total number of trains using the 
FEC corridor under the AAF Project can be seen over the Jong term, and the true effect on marine 
navigation can be analyzed. 

c. The DEIS Underestimates the Number of Freight Trains That Will Be Using the FEC 
Corridor Alongside the AAF Passenger Trains 

The DEIS is based on unreliable, and a1tificially low, assumptions about the expected numbers of freight 
trains expected to use the FEC corridor. This has the effect of understating the cumulative impacts of 
passenger train and freight train trips on marine navigation. 

The DEIS assumes an average of 20 freight trains per day in 2016, up from 14 per day in 2013. It 
assumes a 3% annual increase in freight train operations after 2016, but government agencies pursuing 
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other major infrastructure projects in South Florida have projected massive increases in freight cargo 
beyond 2016. For example, the 2014 Port Everglades Master Plan projects a cargo container increase 
from less than one million TEUs in 2014 to approximately 1.6 million TEUs in 2024, an increase of more 
than 60%. The 2012 Port of Palm Beach Master Plan Update similarly projects container tonnage to rise 
from approximately 1.3 million tons in 2014 to as high as 1.7 million tons in 2022. The P01i of Miami 
2035 Master Plan projects even more dramatic increases in container cargo, from approximately 1 million 
TEUS in 2013 to as high as 2.4 million TEUs under the most aggressive growth projection. If these port 
master plan projections are accurate, then the 20 freight trains per day in 2016 assumed in the DEIS 
would be expected to rise to far more than 30 by 2024 and even higher levels beyond 2024. 

Freight train usage is tied closely to the construction industry, as much of the freight is limestone, cement 
and aggregate used in construction. It reached its peak in 2006 because that was the peak of the real 
estate/construction boom and it declined since then because the real estate and construction industries 
went into a serious decline in those subsequent years. But it is clear that the real estate and construction 
industries are well into recovery, with a large number of new projects just getting underway and 
anticipated over the next several years. Moreover, the "trend" toward intermodal/container freight also 
indicates a likely increase in freight train usage now that the P011 of Miami Tunnel has become 
operational, thus making it dramatically easier to move freight through the P01i of Miami. 

Given the likely high demand for freight trains on the FEC col1'idor over the long term, and the FEC' s 
financial interest in maximizing freight operations, we recommend that the DEIS include an estimate 
based on maximum freight train usage in 2030 or beyond. At the ve1y least the DEIS should use peak 
freight train usage over the past decade (2006 levels), as opposed to the much lower projections used in 
the DEIS. The DEIS's failure to properly assess the cumulative impacts of those freight train trip 
increases is a critical flaw and causes it to vastly understate the cumulative impacts of the AAF passenger 
trains and freight trains on marine navigation. 

d. The DEIS Fails to Fully Address the AAF Project's Likely Effect on Compliance with 
Coast Guard Regulations 

The DEIS fails to adequately address compliance with U.S. Coast Guard regulations regarding the effects 
of the railroad on marine navigation. This is a very impo11ant matter to be addressed, because the U.S. 
Coast Guard is a cooperating agency on the EIS and presumably will consider information in the 
document as it exercises its authority to protect marine navigation. 

Free marine navigation through and under bridges is protected by 33 U.S.C. § 491 et seq. 33 U.S.C. 494 
provides: 
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No bridge erected or maintained under the provisions of sections 491 to 
498 of this title, shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free 
navigation of the waters over which it is constructed, and if any bridge 
erected in accordance with the provisions of said sections, shall, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of Homeland Security at any time 
unreasonably obstruct such navigation, either on account of 
insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or if there be dijjiculty 
in passing the draw opening or the drawspan of such bridge by rafts, 
steamboats, or other water craft, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security after giving the parties interested reasonable 
opportunity to be heard, to notify the persons owning or controlling 
such bridge to so alter the same as to render navigation through or 
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under it reasonably free, easy, and unobstructed, stating in such notice 
the changes required to be made, and prescribing in each case a 
reasonable time in which to make such changes, and if at the end of the 
time so specified the changes so required have not been made, the 
persons owning or controlling such bridge shall be deemed guilty of a 
violation of said sections; and all such alterations shall be made and all 
such obstructions shall be removed at the expense of the persons owning 
or operating said bridge. The persons owning or operating any such 
bridge shall maintain, at their own expense, such lights and other signals 
thereon as the Commandant of the Coast Guard shall prescribe. If the 
bridge shall be constructed with a draw, then the draw shall be opened 
promptly by the persons owning or operating such bridge upon 
reasonable signal for the passage of boats and other water craft. 

33 u.s.c. § 494. 

WHITE&. CASE 

The bridges already area serious obstruction to marine navigation on these rivers even in the absence of 
the AAF project because they are too low to allow vessels to pass when in the closed position and are 
quite narrow even when open, thus allowing only one vessel to pass through at a time. Moreover, the 
bridges are very slow to open and close for trains, thus shutting down marine navigation on the St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee Rivers for extended periods of time. Current marine traffic in the area is already 
significant and even current conditions potentially can cause dozens of boats to draft in a queue in heavy, 
swirling currents for 15-30 minutes at a time while the Bridges are down for freight traffic. Due to the 
very narrow bridge openings and the difficult currents, only a few vessels can pass through the bridge per 
minute. 

Generally, the Bridges are kept in their fully open and upright position to allow marine vessels to pass 
through the bridges, as required by 33 CFR § 117.299 and 33 CFR § 117.317. When a train approaches 
the bridges, they are lowered and locked down until after the train has safely cleared, which normally 
takes 15-30 minutes depending on the speed and size of the train. The DEIS indicates an average closure 
time for both of the bridges of approximately 20 minutes. Accordingly, the bridges are typically closed 
for approximately 15-30 minutes per hour. Due to the very low elevation of the bridges, when they are 
down and closed, virtually no marine traffic can pass under the bridges. Thus, even in the absence of the 
AAF Project, the existing freight train operations significantly impact the marine industry, recreation and 
safety. 

The AAF Project will make this situation far worse, and appears likely to significantly disrupt marine 
traffic through the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers. AAF proposes to more than triple the number of 
trains that use those bridges, thereby more than tripling the number of bridge closures to marine traffic. 
Even in the absence of the AAF project, bridge closures are unpredictable in time and duration. Freight 
trains are not spaced evenly throughout the day, thus causing times when the bridges are closed for far 
longer than 20 minutes at a time. The DEIS projects an average single closure time for the combined 
freight and passenger trains of 15 minutes, but also assumes that for certain closures multiple trains would 
be expected to pass over the bridge in a single closure. As a result, for the St. Lucie Bridge, it suggests 
that the 32 daily passenger trains will result in only 24 additional closures per day, which assumes that 
25% of such trains will share a bridge closure with another train (either passenger or freight). Without 
any kind of reliable schedule information for freight trains, it is difficult to imagine that the projected 
number of multiple train crossing closures is accurate. Even if it is accurate, multiple train crossings will 
still result in longer closure times unless the two trains reach the bridge at precisely the same time. With 
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the planned "simultaneous" crossings at the New River Bridge, AAF also has vi1tually foreclosed the 
possibility of simultaneous crossings at the St. Lucie or Loxahatchee bridges. 

Even assuming the accuracy of the DEIS' bridge closure projections and the number of multiple train 
crossing closures, the 24 additional closures per day, with an average closure time of 15 minutes per 
closure, will cause the bridge to be closed an average of more than three additional hours per day on 
weekdays and four additional hours per day on weekends. This is on top of the significant increases in 
freight trains projected by the South Florida ports, as discussed above. The DEIS presents bridge closure 
estimates for 2016, but not for the following years. It does, however, project an annual increase of 3% 
per year after 2016. This 3% figure is rather conservative compared to the container cargo projections 
used by the South Florida ports in their master plans. For purposes of assessing the impacts of the AAF 
project, it should assume the more aggressive growth rates used by the ports. But even at the 3% annual 
growth assumed in the DEIS, the number of freight trains would be expected to rise from 20 per day to 25 
per day by 2024 and approximately 30 per day by 2030. This will result in 8-10 more bridge closures per 
day and will cause an unreasonable obstruction to navigation that will not only devastate the marine 
industry and marine recreation in Palm Beach County and beyond, but likely will also cause widespread 
marine safety problems. 

We strongly recommend that the DEIS be revised to include a more accurate and thorough discussion of 
the effects of the AAF Project on marine navigation and compliance with U.S. Coast Guard regulations. 
The agencies cannot approve this project without fully understanding, and disclosing to the public, 
whether the project will lead to violations of rules designed to protect the safe and efficient use of these 
important waterways. The agencies should not approve a project which they know will lead to a violation 
of federal regulations. 

II. The DEIS Fails to Consider a Reasonable Range of Alternatives 

The DEIS is woefully deficient in its consideration of alternatives. NEPA regulations make clear that the 
consideration of alternatives "is the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 CFR § 1502.14. 
There are several alternatives to AAF's proposal which would increase passenger rail service between 
Miami and Orlando and avoid most of the impacts to marine navigation interests. Yet, the DEIS either 
dismisses them out of hand, or fails to even identify them as possibilities. This has the effect of 
predetermining the outcome of the process, by making AAF's proposal seem like the only workable 
option. The DEIS must be revised to include a consideration of such alternatives so that the agencies and 
public are aware of the true choices being made. 

a. The DEIS Should be Revised to Include Alternative Rail Corridors South of Cocoa 

The DEIS only evaluates in depth a single route south of Cocoa: the existing FEC corridor. Yet, there 
are several obvious alternative corridors which could provide improved passenger rail service from 
Miami to Orlando. The DEIS must be revised to include an evaluation of these corridors. 

There are other potential corridors for passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando, including 
locating new track along the Ronald Reagan Turnpike or 1-95. But the most obvious alternative would be 
to simply invest in the existing Amtrak service along the CSX corridor from Miami to Orlando. That 
service already exists; the Miami Amtrak station is in the process of being relocated to the Miami airport 
in a new station that is pa11 of the Miami Intermodal Center; and the Amtrak stations in West Palm Beach 
and Orlando are better located than the proposed AAF stations in those cities. Using Amtrak would avoid 
the use of the FEC bridges over the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers, which would eliminate the marine 
navigation impacts associated with the AAF Project. The only real drawback identified for this 
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alternative is that Amtrak service cmTently is slow, but the DEIS does not explore whether investment 
could be made on that corridor to speed travel time or otherwise improve the service. 

The DEIS' rejection of any alternative other than the FEC corridor is plainly arbitrary and capricious. 
The State of Florida assessed these corridors in the mid-2000s and concluded that they all were feasible 
routes for high speed rail. Indeed, the State of Florida concluded that the FEC corridor was the worst 
among the options analyzed. A 2003 Rep011 to the Florida Governor and Legislature by the Florida High 
Speed Rail Authority included a preliminary assessment of an extension of the high-speed rail system 
from Miami to Orlando. The study examined high-speed rail technology options, capital and operating 
costs, and ridership/revenue projections. The four route options evaluated were the 1) CSX Railroad, 2) 
Ronald Reagan Turnpike, 3) Interstate 95, and 4) FEC Railway. The study assumed the train would run at 
high-speed during the entire corridor (i.e. faster than the AAF proposal) and that the high-speed rail 
would be physically separated from freight rail lines at grade crossings. The four route alternatives were 
evaluated qualitatively on the basis of expected travel time, capital costs, travel demand and 
environmental factors. The routes were given a rating of good, fair, or poor. FEC Railway was the only 
route to receive a poor rating for three (travel time, capital costs, and environmental) of the four factors. 

The DEIS can only dismiss any other potential passenger rail corridor by manipulating the statement of 
project purpose and need to foreclose any real option other than the applicant's proposal. First, the 
purpose and need limits the consideration of alternatives to those that are "sustainable as a private 
commercial enterprise." The Federal Railroad Administration's goal should be to improve passenger rail 
service, not to maximize profits for a specific private business. The DEIS provides no real explanation 
for why a publicly-operated passenger rail service, or a public-private paitnership, should not be 
considered. The DEIS also fails to explain why AAF could not operate on the CSX corridor, with 
investment in the tracks to speed the travel time. The DEIS states that AAF would have to "negotiate 
agreements for a shared use environment" with CSX (DEIS, p. 3-7), but that is exactly what AAF has 
done with FEC and presumably could do with the CSX. The subtext to this entire discussion in the DEIS 
is that the Federal Railroad Administration only wants to consider options which would maximize profits 
for AAF and its FEC affiliates. The agency should not lend more than a billion dollars for the specific 
purpose of maximizing profits at a single business, but given the refusal of the agency to consider obvious 
alternative routes along the CSX corridor, that is exactly what appears to be happening. 

Second, the stated purpose includes "extending (in Phase II) the previously reviewed Phase I AAF 
passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami," which is then used as justification for 
failing to consider alternative railway corridors. In a previous comment letter, we pointed out that it was 
a violation of NEPA to segment the review of the Miami to Orlando passenger rail service into two pa1ts: 
Phase I between Miami and West Palm Beach, and Phase II between West Palm Beach and Orlando. 
NEPA requires agencies to consider the environmental impacts of connected actions together, not in 
pieces. 40 CFR § 1502.4(a) ("Proposals or paits of proposals which are related to each other closely 
enough to be, in effect, a single course of action shall be evaluated in a single impact statement."). By 
making the Phase I route decision in 2013 without considering Phase II, the agency has now 
predetermined that the southern terminus of Phase II must be the FEC station in West Palm Beach. This 
improperly forecloses the need for the agency to consider whether it would be better to have passenger 
service slightly west in the CSX corridor to Miami, and skip the FEC station in West Palm Beach 
entirely. It is improper for the agency to use this self-created constraint as the reason to dismiss an 
obviously viable alternative. 

Third, the DEIS limits its evaluation to routes that connect in Orlando with the planned GOAA 
Intermodal Station at the Orlando airp011, without giving any reason why passenger rail service that 
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connects in downtown Orlando, or elsewhere in the greater Orlando area, would not be a feasible or 
viable alternative. A train station at the Orlando airp011 will be far less convenient for many travelers 
than the existing CSX/Amtrak station located in Downtown Orlando. The purpose of the AAF Project , 
after all, is to allow riders to avoid going to the airp011, rather than to take them there. By requiring the 
Orlando station to be located at the airport, the DEIS effectively requires the CSX corridor to build new 
track to connect to the airpo11, which increases costs and results in completely unnecessary environmental 
impacts to wetlands . It is completely improper to manipulate the statement of purpose and need so that an 
otherwise viable and environmentally benign alternative becomes too expensive and environmentally 
harmful. 

In sh01t, the statement of purpose and need in the DEIS is skewed in order to eliminate a range of viable 
alternatives and to predete1mine that the FEC corridor, which just happens to be controlled by the same 
entity that controls AAF, would be chosen as the preferred alternative . Stated another way, the statement 
of purpose and need amounts to little more than a set of requirements necessary to enable a specific 
private paity to realize a predetermined level of profit by using assets it already controls to the degree that 
it wants to use them. This is completely improper , and violates NEPA. 

We recommend that the DEIS be revised to include an analysis of an alternative passenger rail corridor 
from Miami to Orlando along the existing CSX corridor, with a terminus at the Miami airp011 and in 
Downtown Orlando. To the extent that there are pros and cons of having the termini at different locations 
in each city, they can be addressed in a supplemental draft EIS . 

b. The DEIS Should be Revised to Include Bridge Alternatives on the Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie Rivers 

Another flaw in the DEIS ' s evaluation of alternatives is the failure to include any alternatives to use of the 
existing Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River bridges. The proposed action includes the reconstruction and 
replacement of bridges along the FEC corridor no1th of the St. Lucie River. There is no reason why the 
DEIS could not also consider alternatives which would replace the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River 
bridges with spans which would be less disruptive to marine navigation, either by being built higher 
above the water, having a wider drawbridge, or having faster opening and closing mechanisms. These 
bridges are more than 75 years old and approaching the end of their useful lives. It is clear to even a 
casual observer that these bridges are in very poor condition. Attached are photographs taken of the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge , which show its decrepit condition. According to Dana A . Goward, SES 
USCG (ret.) in comments to the United States Coast Guard ("USCG") on behalf of CARE Florida , the 
current bridges would not be permitted if the FEC sought to construct them today . In the context a billion 
dollar project, even the expenditure of millions of dollars to upgrade the bridges is a small price to pay to 
avoid unnecessary and unreasonable conflicts with marine navigation. By failing to consider bridge 
reconstruction alternatives, the DEIS forecloses the consideration options which could meaningfully 
reduce impacts to marine navigation interests . We recommend that the DEIS be revised to include 
alternative bridge options over the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie Rivers to address our serious concerns. 

c. The DEIS Should be Revised to Include Alternatives Which Limit the Number of 
Passenger Trains Crossing the Bridges Each Day 

The DEIS further predetermines the outcome of the agency's decision by only considering alternatives 
that involve 16 round-trip passenger trains per day. There is no explanation for why 16 round-trip 
passenger trains are necessary , or even desirable. The DEIS fails to consider whether something less than 
16 round-trip passenger trains per day could fulfill the purpose and need. The DEIS also does to consider 
other operational alternatives which could minimize impacts to navigation, e.g., reducing the number of 
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trains on days and hours when navigation traffic is heaviest. Even if limited to the FEC corridor, 
alternatives involving 6, 8 or 10 round trip passenger trains per day would have far fewer marine 
navigation, noise and safety impacts. We recommend that the DEIS be revised to include an alternative 
which would limit the total number of daily trains, and/or vary their times during the day, to minimize 
impacts to marine navigation. 

III. The Ridership and Revenue Study is Unreliable and Significantly Overstates the Need for the 
AAF Project. 

The DEIS justifies the environmental impacts of the AAF Project based on the claim that many people 
will want to travel between Miami and Orlando via passenger trains. The passenger demand projections 
upon which this asse11ion is based are highly suspect. We are very concerned that the Federal Railroad 
Administration is considering lending AAF more than a billion dollars based on flawed projections of 
passenger demand. We recommend that the DEIS be revised to assume more realistic levels of likely 
passenger demand. 

AAF's projections regarding future passenger demand are based on the Ridership and Revenue Study, 
Summary Rep011, dated September 2013 (the "RRS") which is attached as Exhibit 3.3-F to the DEIS. The 
RRS is deficient in its lack of detail and complete failure to evaluate, or even mention, the single most 
impo11ant factor in determining both ridership and revenue - price. Among the most basic economic 
principles is that price will have a major impact on demand. Yet, the RRS does not even mention price. 
Needless to say, any attempt to purpo11edly evaluate revenue without any consideration of the price to be 
paid for the goods or services at issue is contrary to basic economic principles. 

AAF has been careful to avoid any public statements about ticket prices and even sued the Florida 
Department of Transportation to prevent that agency from revealing any such information to the public. It 
is strange for a service provider that touts the benefits of its service to go to such extremes to prevent 
potential customers from finding out the cost of its service. According to news reports based on AAF's 
bond offering documents, a coach ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach will be approximately $30 
each way, or $60 round trip, during the first year of service. If that 70 mile trip will be $30, or 
approximately $0.43 per mile, it is reasonable to estimate that the 170 mile trip from West Palm Beach to 
Orlando will be approximately $73 and that the 240 mile trip from Miami will be approximately $103 per 
person each way. Accordingly, a round trip from Miami to Orlando ( or vice versa) for a family of four 
will cost approximately $824, which does not include the costs of transportation to and from the train 
stations in Miami and Orlando, and does not include parking at the departure station. Since the GOAA 
Intermodal Station near Orlando International Airport is miles away from any of the attractions that 
leisure travelers would go to in Orlando (and similarly distant from Downtown Orlando where business 
travelers are likely to go), such travelers likely will need to rent a car during their stay in Orlando, which 
will not only add to the cost of the trip. This will more than eliminate the meager time savings that AAF 
will offer as compared to driving. By comparison, for an average car that gets 28 mpg on the highway, 
that 480 mile round trip will cost approximately $68.57 in gas at $4.00 per gallon. That roundtrip will 
include approximately $15 in tolls each way, thus bringing the round trip cost to slightly less than $100. 
Thus, for the family of four, driving will cost approximately $725 less even if one does not include the 
costs ofrenting a car or taking taxis in the destination city. 

The market for AAF among solo business travelers is similarly limited. As indicated above, driving 
between Miami and Orlando costs approximately $100 roundtrip in gas and tolls and takes approximately 
3 .5-4 hours, depending on one's ultimate destination. The train ride itself on AAF is expected to take 
approximately 3 hours and 10 minutes each way, and is expected to cost in excess of $200 roundtrip. 
When one accounts for the additional time and cost of the full AAF experience, however, both the full 
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travel time and the full travel cost go up significantly. If one assumes that the traveler is starting from 
approximately 8 miles away from the departure station, that traveler would have to plan for the trip to the 
depatture station to take approximately 20-30 minutes depending on traffic. Between parking and 
transferring bags from the car or taxi to the train station, one can assume an additional 5-15 minutes, at 
least. The traveler would also want to arrive at the train at least 15 minutes before depmture in order to 
ensure he/she doesn't miss the preferred depa1ture time and have to wait another hour for the next train. 
It is unclear how long it will take for the traveler to go purchase a ticket, check or load bags, and go 
through security, but it is reasonable to assume that will take at least 5-15 minutes. Once at the destination 
station, the traveler will need transportation to his/her actual destination, which for a business traveler is 
reasonably likely to be in the downtown area. A business traveler from Miami to Orlando will then need 
to either rent a car, which can be expected to take another 15-30 minutes plus another 15-20 minutes to 
drive or take a taxi for the approximately 12 miles from the GOAA Intermodal Station to Downtown 
Orlando. In total, these steps combine to add more than an hour to the full AAF trip, thus making it 
slower than simply driving. It also adds significant costs in the form of the taxi fare to or parking at the 
depatture station and a rental car or taxi fare at the destination station. 

While solo business travelers may be less price-conscious than leisure travelers and may be less inclined 
to drive, they can fly for approximately the same price but in less than half the time. As it is, there are not 
even that many air travel passengers. According to the RRS and data from the Greater Orlando Airpott 
Authority ("GOAA"), in 2010 there were only 652 daily airport pair (both directions) passengers between 
Orlando and Fort Lauderdale and Miami combined. That translates to only 326 individual passengers. It 
is unclear how many of those travelers would prefer to pay roughly the same amount for a trip that takes 
twice as long on AAF, but it is difficult to imagine any significant market penetration. The DEIS projects 
that it will get only about 10% of its passengers from air travel. But even if one were to assume that 
AAF could capture every single one of those air passengers and distributed them among the 16 AAF 
roundtrip trains per day, it would account for only an average of 20 passengers per train. 

As with local Florida family leisure travelers and business travelers, AAF is similarly impractical for 
leisure travelers from out-of-state or foreign countries. A ce1tain percentage of out-of-state visitors drive 
to the Orlando area and South Florida and, for the reasons discussed above, are unlikely to take AAF, 
especially considering that would already have a car and clearly are not averse to long drives. Because 
neither South Florida nor Orlando have robust public transportation systems, a significant percentage of 
travelers who initially fly to either of those areas will rent a car. According to a December 2012 Florida 
Depattment of Transpottation ("FDOT") repott, a majority of domestic air visitors to Florida rented cars. 
http ://www.dot.state .fl.us/planning/trends/tc-report/tourism .pdf . It is reasonable to assume that this 
number is even higher for those travelers with longer stays - the same travelers most likely to visit both 
the Orlando area and South Florida in a single trip. Because rental cars are typically cheaper to rent on a 
weekly basis, rather than a daily one, most visitors who rent a car probably rent it for the entirety of their 
stay. Once they have a rental car, driving between Orlando and South Florida is both cheaper and faster 
than AAF when one accounts for the full range of trip costs and time. This is especially true if one who 
takes AAF will still need to rent a new car in the AAF destination city in order to get around and visit the 
geographically disparate sights and attractions.. Similarly, returning a rental car at the AAF depatture 
station, even assuming convenient facilities exist for that, will add to the total trip duration. Moreover, 
renting separate cars in both the departure city and the destination city will subject such travelers to the 
myriad of one-time car rental fees for both car rentals. 

The lack of economic viability of passenger rail is evident from the experience of Amtrak and other 
passenger rails projects around the world. Amtrak has not been profitable for a very long time, 
patticularly with ridership in Florida. A recent study attempted to showcase the progress Amtrak has 
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made but the results only confirmed the very limited chance of any passenger rail project in Florida being 
profitable. According to the study, only ten metropolitan areas are responsible for almost two-thirds of 
Amtrak ridership. These ten areas also were the only metropolitan areas to generate over a million 
"boardings." Florida did not have one of those ten metropolitan areas. The Miami-F011 Lauderdale
Pompano Beach area in Florida has six active stations and still only accounted for 0.5% of Amtrak's 2012 
ridership share (300,357 boardings in 2012). Although the study reports "Amtrak boasts 75% of the share 
of the passenger rail/aviation market between New York and Washington," data from the Bureau of 
Transpot1ation Statistics shows that "Amtrak holds a market share for intercity travel in the N01theast 
Corridor (NEC) of well under 2%." The percentage included in the study omits both passenger-car and 
intercity bus-passenger miles. Even though the NEC is Amtrak's best corridor, it has been unable to sell 
more than half the capacity it currently offers. Overall, Amtrak carries just 0.36% of intercity passenger 
travel today, compared with 0.45% in 1991. Other data reveals that Amtrak does not even begin to 
compete with other modes of transp011ation. The DOT's Bureau of Transp011ation Statistics published a 
rep011 in 2004, quantifying the extent of federal subsidy per passenger mile (from 1990 to 2002) for each 
mode of intercity passenger travel (not including intercity bus). The report showed Amtrak had a federal 
subsidy of $186 per thousand passenger miles, while airlines only had $6 per thousand passenger miles 
and highways had a negative $2 per thousand passenger miles (more highway-user taxes were collected 
than spent on highways). 

The State of Florida has previously recognized the lack of economic viability for passenger rail in Florida. 
In 2011, Governor Scott cancelled the Tampa to Orlando segment of Florida's high-speed rail project 
stating that "like the vast majority of passenger rail lines, [the Florida project] w[ould] not be 
economically sustainable." If the capital costs to complete the Tampa to Orlando high-speed rail project 
exceeded projections, Florida taxpayers would have had to pay the difference. Governor Scott fmther 
added that "the proposed high-speed rail line [was] far too unce11ain and offer[ ed] far too little long-term 
benefit for me to consider moving forward and ultimately putting taxpayers at risk during an already 
challenging fiscal climate." 

In addition to the basic lack of demand for rail services in the southern p01tion of Florida, transp011ation 
project costs, especially for passenger rail projects, are often underestimated. A study examining 258 
transp011ation infrastructure projects around the world found that in almost 90% of the cases, costs were 
underestimated and annual costs on average were 28% higher than estimated. Rail projects were the most 
severely underestimated, costing on average 45% more than originally estimated. High-speed rail 
projects are often deliberately underpriced for political reasons. In 2008, the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (CHSRA) proposed to build a rail line that would allow trains to reach speeds of up to 220 
mph. The project consists of two-phases, with a Los Angeles to San Francisco line to be built during 
phase one and a San Diego to Sacramento line to be built during phase two. In 2009, CHRSA initially 
estimated the costs of building (for phase one alone) to be $36.4 billion (in 2010 dollars). In 2012, 
CHSRA gave a revised estimate cost of between $53 .4 and $62.3 billion (in 2011 dollars). The business 
plan also proposed that nearly two-thirds of the construction funding would come from the federal 
government. 

The cost-effectiveness of high-speed rail projects depends on whether they can achieve high ridership 
levels. Estimates of the level of ridership needed to justify the cost (including the cost of building tracks) 
of a high-speed line similar to those outside of the United States range from 6 million to 9 million riders 
in the first year. Amtrak's cmTent high-speed service (the Acela), which began operating in the most 
densely populated corridor in the United States, carried only 3 .3 million passengers in 2013. Incredibly, 
the DEIS assumes that AAF, operating as a new service in a far less densely populated and far more car
dependent area, will exceed the 3.3 million passengers in the Northeast Corridor within just a few years. 
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The DEIS provides no justification for the assumption that AAF will generate higher ridership than the 
busiest rail corridor in the United States. Without such a justification, AAF's estimates simply lack 
credibility. Additionally, actual ridership numbers on passenger rail projects have averaged 39% below 
forecasted levels. Investment-grade ridership forecasts often suffer from optimism bias. An example is 
the Las Vegas Monorail, where an investment-grade ridership study was so inaccurate that investors 
suffered nearly total losses. Ridership and revenue in the Las Vegas monorail fell to 75% below forecast 
and the project filed for bankruptcy in 2010 (six years after opening). At the end of the 2010 fiscal year, 
there was a deficit of $382 million, although it was projected to have a $95 million surplus for the first six 
full fiscal years of operation. 

Of the many high-speed routes in the world, it is thought that only two (in France and Japan) have earned 
enough revenue to cover both their infrastructure and operating costs. Compared to the United States, 
countries with high-speed rail systems have higher population densities, smaller land areas, lower per 
capita levels of car ownership, higher gasoline prices, lower levels of car use and higher levels of public 
transp011ation availability and use. To make matters worse, South and Central Florida are on the far end 
of the spectrum even among areas of the United States in terms of levels of car ownership, levels of car 
use and lack of public transp011ation availability. Additionally, in most of those countries where high
speed rail has been viable, it was implemented by state-owned or state-suppo11ed rail infrastructure 
companies and operated by state-owned rail companies whose principal business is passenger 
transp011ation. In the United States, on the other hand, the rail network is almost entirely owned by 
private companies whose principal business is freight transpo11ation. In the United States, it is difficult to 
argue that any high-speed line beyond the No11heast Corridor stands a chance of paying for itself. All 
intercity passenger operations in the U.S. except Amtrak's Acela service are subsidized (in the sense that 
federal and state governments supplement revenues from ticket sales) as revenues are insufficient to cover 
operating costs and administrative expenses. Even with generous subsidies, travelling by high-speed rail 
is more expensive than flying for 12 of the 23 most popular high-speed routes in the world. Additionally, 
New York is the only city in the U.S. that has a transit system that can shuttle enough people to a high
speed rail station. Most cities would have to build large parking garages to have enough ridership for the 
high speed rail, assuming there is a strong ridership demand . Statistics show that riders who begin their 
commute by car are more likely to drive or fly than riders who begin their commute by transit. 

The lack of demand for rail travel between Miami and Orlando is clear from the very limited demand for 
Amtrak's service between those two cities. Amtrak offers daily train service between these cities on its 
Silver Meteor, but there is not enough demand for the Silver Meteor to justify more than one trip per day, 
despite the fact that it serves not only passengers between Miami and Orlando, but passengers between 
more than 20 cities along the east coast of the United States. Amtrak's service between Miami and 
Orlando has not shown signs of profitability -- the U.S. government has to cover almost all of Amtrak's 
capital costs as well as 10% of its operating costs. Amtrak is not even close to operating passenger rail on 
its own revenue; let alone cover any capital costs or debt. Additionally, capital cost overruns are 
pervasive, occurring in 9 out of 10 projects. This was the case in New Jersey, where the state was billed 
by the federal government to return federal grants related to a tunnel project that was cancelled by 
Governor Christie due to project cost overruns that would have had to be paid by state taxpayers. 

According to the DEIS (p. S-9), AAF expects to divert only 2-4% of Amtrak's annual South Florida 
ridership, which amounts to approximately 31,000 annual trips in 2019. With 11,680 trips per year (32 
trips per day, 365 days per year), this means that AAF expects less than three (3) passengers per train trip 
to come from Amtrak ridership. In other words, even among the very few people in South and Central 
Florida who have shown any inclination to travel by rail, AAF expects its market penetration to be 
miniscule. 
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As a group of taxpayers, the Association believes that it is critically important that the federal government 
not lend money to a private business unless it the government is absolutely sure the money will be repaid. 
Since the entire economic basis of this project relies on these questionable passenger demand projections, 
we recommend that the DEIS be revised to include more accurate and realistic assumptions to determine 
whether the project is truly viable. 

N. The DEIS Fails to Show that There are No Practicable Alternatives to the Destruction of 
Wetlands, as Required by the Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(l) Guidelines 

The DEIS is also flawed in its failure to demonstrate the absence of any practicable alternatives to the 
destruction of wetlands, as required by the Clean Water Act. The proposed project will impact more than 
a hundred acres of protected wetlands and will require a Section 404 permit from the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers ("USA CE" or the "Corps"). The presence of these impo11ant wetlands requires that, 
among other things, AAF demonstrate that the proposed project complies with the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency's ("EPA") Section 404(b)(l) Guidelines, set fo11h in 40 C.F.R. Section 
230 (hereinafter the "404(b)(l) Guidelines"), including its requirement that the applicant demonstrate that 
the proposed project is the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative to achieve the purpose 
of the project. 40 C.F.R. § 230.1 O(a) (a permit will not be issued "if there is a practicable alternative to 
the proposed discharge which would have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the 
alternative does not have other significant adverse environmental consequences"). Where, as here, the 
proposed project is not water dependent, the Corps presumes that practicable alternatives exist to 
discharge to a special aquatic site such as wetlands. 40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a)(3); 40 C.F.R. § 230.41 
(wetlands are a type of special aquatic site). This presumption implements the Corps' policy that "from a 
national perspective, the degradation or destruction of special aquatic sites, such as filling operations in 
wetlands, is considered to be among the most severe environmental impacts covered" by the 404(b )(1) 
Guidelines. In order to rebut this strong presumption, the applicant must clearly demonstrate that there are 
no practicable alternatives that will not cause a discharge into a wetland. 

There is nothing water-dependent about the proposed project. Thus, in order to satisfy the 404(b)(l) 
Guidelines, AAF must clearly demonstrate that there are no practicable alternatives to the proposed 
project. There is no such showing in the DEIS. More impo11antly, there are practicable alternatives 
which would avoid all wetland impacts. Using the existing Amtrak route along the CSX corridor would 
require no wetland impacts. This is especially true if the project purpose is revised to eliminate the false 
requirement that the Orlando station be located at the Orlando airport, and allow consideration of the 
existing Amtrak station in Downtown Orlando. Although the DEIS assumes that CSX would not be 
willing to enter into reasonable agreements to share freight and passenger traffic on the CSX line, it does 
not provide that or provide any factual support for it. Moreover, the fact that AAF does not already own 
the right to operate on the CSX c01Tidor is irrelevant: "If it is otherwise a practicable alternative, an area 
not presently owned by the applicant which could reasonably be obtained, utilized, expanded or managed 
in order to fulfill the basic purpose of the proposed activity may be considered." 40 CFR § 230.1 O(a)(2). 
The DEIS similarly assumes that the logistics associated with the CSX line would prevent it from 
delivering a fast enough rail service, but provides no real factual suppo11 for that assumption. Because 
alternatives involving the CSX corridor have not been considered or evaluated in the DEIS, AAF cannot 
demonstrate that they are not practicable alternatives. The failure of the DEIS to clearly demonstrate that 
there are no practicable alternatives to the destruction of wetlands with AAF's proposal draws into 
question the ability of the USACE to issue required permits. 

The DEIS indicates that AAF has not yet submitted its application for Section 404 authorization to 
USA CE and that USA CE will complete its Section 404(b )(1) Guidelines analysis and public interest 
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review in its record of decision following publication of the Final EIS. This is inappropriate. No 
justification is given for why this required analysis of practicable alternatives under Section 404(b )( 1) is 
excluded from a NEPA document that is required to evaluate alternatives. Indeed, the USACE's 
regulations provide that the analysis of practicable alternatives for purposes of the Section 404(b )(1) 
Guidelines typically will take place in an EIS. 40 CFR § 230.1 O(a)( 4). We recommend that the agencies 
issue a supplemental draft EIS which addresses this issue in depth so that the public can provide input. 

V. The Section 4(f) Evaluation in the DEIS in Inadequate and Unreliable 

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Depaitment of Transpo1tation Act provides protection for publicly owned parks, 
recreation areas, wildlife refuges and historical properties or archeological sites and permits approval of 
transp01tation projects that require the use of these protected areas only if there is no prudent and feasible 
alternative to using that land and the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to such area. 
A "use" of such protected areas includes a constructive use, which occurs when the project's proximity 
impacts cause the attributes of such areas that qualify them for protection are substantially impaired or 
diminished. 

The DEIS concludes that the Project will result in a Section 4(f) use with respect to the demolition of two 
historic bridges, the Eau Gallie River Bridge and the St. Sebastian River Bridge, but fails to consider as 
potentially prudent and feasible alternatives the use of the CSX corridor instead of the FEC corridor. As 
discussed above, alternatives routes were improperly eliminated from consideration based on the skewed 
and outcome-determinative statement of purpose and need. This has the result of elevating AAF's 
commercial interests and profitability over the goals and purposes of Section 4(f), which is precisely what 
Section 4(f) is intended to avoid. 

The Section 4(f) evaluation also fails to properly evaluate the use of the Hobe Sound National Wildlife 
Refuge, Jonathan Dickinson State Park, and the Savannas Preserve State Park which are among the thi1ty 
Section 4(f) recreation resources along the N-S Corridor of the Project. These parks and other areas 
adjacent the tracks no1th of Tequesta are the home to endangered species, including the Florida Scrub Jay. 
The Project bisects these and other imp01tant natural areas and will subject them to vastly increased noise 
and vibration levels as well as the risk of increased wildlife kills. The FEC tracks through these parks 
will change from lightly-used corridor of slowly moving freight trains, to a heavily-traveled rail a1tery 
with high speed trains flying by on an hourly basis. The DEIS fails to discuss these issues in any detail, 
does not discuss how the addition of frequent high speed trains will affect the endangered scrub jay or 
other endangered species, and instead summarily concludes that the Project would not use these 
resources. Further study and evaluation is necessary with respect to whether the 32 additional trains will 
cause a Section 4(f) use of these resources and, if so, whether any prudent and feasible alternatives exist. 

* * * 
Thank you for being willing to consider the Association's comments on the DEIS. Once again, in light of 
the significant harm to marine navigation threatened by the AAF Project, and the multiple flaws in the 
DEIS, we recommend that the agencies issue a supplemental draft EIS. 
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The supplemental draft EIS should address the concerns we have raised, and provide for additional public 
comment on the expanded discussion of alternatives and impacts, before the agency finalizes the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

cc: U.S. Coast Guard, Seventh Coast Guard District (viaEmail: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil) 

Attachment 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Sir: 

2356 Bellarosa Circle 
Royal Palm Beach, FL. 3 3411 
Nov. 17, 2014 

I am sure you are very busy and have received many letters and comments about All Aboard 
Florida and proposed rail project from Miami to Orlando FL. Please consider reading my 
proposal for alternate idea that may solve many of the problems that have arisen since they 
proposed this project. Please see my attached "letter to editor" published by St. Lucie News 
Tribune in June 2014, explained in a little more detail then their 300 word limit. This alternate 
proposal may cost more money but in the long run may be the best solution and the least impact 
on all the towns and cities. Thank you. 

Tel. 561-798-8401 
gj laia@bellsouth.net 





Letters to the Editor 
Port St. Lucie News 
760 NW Enterprise Dr. 
Port St. Lucie, Florida 34986 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Editor: 

2356 Bellarosa Circle 
Royal Palm Beach, FL. 33411 
June 2, 2014 

All Aboard Florida and their developers must be living in Disney's Fantasyland if they believe 
the project as designed is going to work. Their web site is full of half-truths such as 60-second 
RR crossings, energy efficient trains and no significant impact. In reality, the gates and traffic tie
ups will still be 2 to 5 minutes and with 32 trips a day and increased freight traffic. The total 
delays could average 10 to 15 minutes per hour. The delays of the drawbridges over the 
waterways would even be longer given their advanced age. Any energy savings will be lost to all 
the cars and boats idling and waiting at the gates and lift bridges. With the strong opposition 
from residents, boat owners and politicians, this project will impact millions. The 3-hour 
destination time is bound to be delayed many times by accidents, freight traffic and even the old 
operating drawbridges making the pleasant ride they envision not as enjoyable. Have they even 
tested the old freight tracks and will it provide a comfortable passenger ride? 
I am proposing an alternate idea of utilizing high-speed catamaran ferries capable of speeds of 
about 48 knots or 55 mph. These ferries could have direct passage from the ports of Miami, 
Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach to a new pier, passenger transfer terminal and station to the 
existing railroad. Preferably, these terminals should be located near the existing cruise line piers 
and the new pier and terminal located near the inlets of Ft. Pierce, Sebastian or Port Canaveral. 
The fu1iher n01ih the new pier is located, the less track and crossing improvements and local tax 
money would be required. However, Ft. Pierce may be the preferred location since the tracks run 
close to the water. This would also provide an additional passenger station entry point going 
either north or south, an objection many have complained about because of all the additional rail 
traffic with no benefit to the n01ihern residents. The cruise line link would increase the 





Page 2: 
vacationing passengers going to Orlando and nmihern passengers desiring to travel to the 
southern cities. Granted, the ride would take longer, but the ferries should be a "fun boat" with 
dining and ente1iainment facilities to make the ride more pleasurable than just sitting on the train. 
I am sure there will be some objections to high-speed ferries in the ocean, but speedboats have 
been cruising the oceans for decades without much opposition. The developers should also 
follow the examples of other successful high-speed ferries that are in operation throughout the 
world. Some passengers may object to the ferries, so they should schedule one or two trains per 
day, utilizing the Tri-rail tracks and at some northern point connect to East Coast Railway. This 
would avoid all the improvements and necessity to build new stations. Additional trains could be 
on standby if necessary because of poor sea conditions. 
The new high-speed rail line from Cocoa Beach is planned to have a destination of Orlando 
Airpmi, but should also connect to all the major Orlando attractions, including Universal and 
Disney without having to change trains. The cost of the ride should be subsidized by these 
attractions, just as some casinos subsidize travel to their locations. 
I am not advocating abandoning the project or the new development, but to reconsider the 

planning as the project is now proposed, before it is to late and they rush to start new 
construction of stations. This alternate proposal may or may not cost more money but in the 
long run may be the best solution and the least impact on all the towns and cities and boaters. 

Tel. 561-798-8401 
gjlaia@bellsouth.net 
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The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
A///1on1 ?fa./Jeson 

Address J :!r86 /lny lers Or; A/6-,-

/..?a/~ /307~ r-t. 3290::;r 
email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 

'1,J'ILL)AmL /VJA r'/-IE so..v@ yaho<J .. C'C>R? 



i . 
~r 

All j.\board Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement tl 
. u~s. Deportment .,, ·:::::.:ad 
Ad • • • . m1n1strafion 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 
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Frank R. Leslie, BSEE, M.S. Space Technology, LSM IEEE 
1017 Glenham Dr., NE 

Palm Bay FL 32905-4855 
(321) 768-6629 fleslie@fit.edu or f.leslie@ieee.org 

Mr. John Winkle, 

Federal Raih·oad Administration, 

1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 

Room W38-311, 

Washington DC 20590 

Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida, 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

November 28, 2014 

email: AAF_comments@vhb.com 

I am against further increases in train traffic through Palm Bay Florida. 

Since the advent of shipboard container ships, rail traffic has substantially increased from Miami n01th. 

These long, heavy trains awaken me at night almost eve1y one-half-hour, even though I live about 0.7 miles from 

the closest tracks. The sound is primarily in the estimated 5 to 30 Hertz range, and it is perceived mainly as a low

pitched rumble acoustically and by ground vibration. Since trains do not always sound their air horns now (by 

Brevard County agreement), this perception differs substantially from the DEIS findings of four hundred feet. The 

Turkey Creek crossing bridge is not the only point at which the noise occurs, although that is the closest bridge to 

my home. Trains are heard several lniles n01ih and south. 

If All Aboard Florida runs 32 trains in addition to ISC trains, this is a significant change over the existing and 

presently undesirable conditions. 

Light rail terrorism now occurs. Whether a high speed train strikes a vehicle or a trespasser, significant 

damage and death will occur for many feet, and the residues of either causes environmentally contaminations in 

the area. This would likely disrupt the schedules, which now are nonnally every half-hom during the night. 

The "need" for AAF trains seems based upon factors other than cost, and the business model should be 

considered. Is there really a need to avoid air or vehicle trips, or is this business dependent upon subsidy tax 

money. What is the hue (without subsidies) cost per passenger over 30 year's amortization? $1000 per person? 

Who or what agency makes up the rest of the fare so that the passenger doesn't pay the full cost but only a 

fraction? 

Sincerely yom·s, •, 

~it.~ 
Frank R. Leslie 
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Bill Spivey, Executive Director 

Florida Development Finance Corp. 

800 No. Magnolia Ave, Suite 1100 

Orlando, FL 32803 

Re: Comments on All Aboard Florida High Speed Train Project Financing 

Dear Mr. Spivey 

November 26, 2014 

The underlying strategic plan of the AAF project for high-speed rail from Miami to Orlando would appear 

to be either terribly naive or deceptive. 

Track systems used for high-speed rail have a very high initial cost but much reduced continuing 

maintenance cost compared to traditional track beds. Thus the benefit to Florida East Coast Industries of 
locating the AAF route on their right-of-way is obvious. 

If the true objective of AAF was to provide high-speed rail service between Miami and Orlando a less 

encumbered, less disruptive, much cheaper, and much safer route to the west of the FEC treasure coast 

route would have been selected - perhaps the CSX route through Okeechobee or the unencumbered 

clear-shot Florida turnpike route. Statements about the Treasure Coast route being the most economical 

show an apparent lack of understanding of the costs involved in converting to high speed rail. 

If, on the other hand, the objective of the AAF project is to improve the rail bed (permanent way) to 

allow for increased freight traffic by borrowing money under a different corporate entity for a "high

speed" rail system to run on the FEC right-of-way which can go bankrupt in short order and then 

"abandon" the recently upgraded track system in place for use by FECI for its increasing freight business 

then the FEC Treasure Coast route should be selected. 

To insure the project fails soon after completion of construction appoint a group of hospitality and 

entertainment executives who apparently know nothing about building or running a railroad to build 

and run the railroad. 

let any public official tempted to approve a loan or other means of supplying funds to finance this 

scheme be warned: Any reasonably competent cost analyst can skew the demographics to show a profit 

for a project like this by selecting a few pure numbers that have no real applicability to this situation and 

pulling a few more out of thin air - both for construction and operations. 



Aside from the questions involving operational profit- like the detailed analysis of ridership projections 

and income level of those riders, this project is loaded with serious construction cost questions - like 

factoring in disruption both to FEC operations and to affected communities; cost of expensive 

unmentioned major safety considerations - like numerous overpass/underpass construction activities 

required for minimum safety ... You cannot safely run a high speed train at grade and at speed through 
high volume vehicular grade crossings (of which there are many on the Treasure Coast route). In fact if 

you look at ACELA you can't even do it at extremely low volume vehicular crossings. So you either 

embark on prohibitively high cost overpass/underpass construction activities (which you can't possibly 

finance) or pretend there is no safety problem and construct at grade ... and then, when the danger 

becomes obvious to all, slow the train ... and this high speed train rapidly becomes a low speed train ... 

with bankruptcy or subsidy soon to follow. 

But then again, why worry about these "irrelevant details" when the likely objective is early bankruptcy? 
' j 

This whole scheme appears to be the stuff of shady modern unregulated investment banking: Bait, 

borrow, and switch the assets. It would be enough to bring tears of envy to the likes of Kenneth Lay, 

Jeffrey Skilling, and Bernie Madoff. Why even Carlo Pietro Ponzi would salute the architects of this plan. 

Very truly yours 

<-(~~ 
Edward R. Pryor 

7740 Indian Oaks Drive, Apt G301 

Vero Beach, FL 32966 

edward.pryor@live.com 

772-999-3453 

Cc: Brodi Fontenot, Assistant Secretary for Administration, USDOT 

Honorable Charles Christ 

Honorable Bill Nelson 

Honorable Marco Rubio 

Representative Bill Posey 

Representative Patrick Murphy 

Senator Joe Negron 
Laurence Reisman, Editor, Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers 

~John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 

Joe Baird, Indian River County Administrator 
Howard Tipton, St Lucie County Administrator 

Edward R. Pryor is a retired Industrial Engineering Manager responsible for analyzing and justifying facility expansions and 

capital asset acquisitions for a large division of a major U.S. corporation. 



November 17, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please accept this letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project. This new 
intercity, express passenger rail service will have significant economic benefits for 
the state of Florida through the creation of jobs, generation of economic impact and 
tax revenues and increased mobility options. The project is receiving international 
interest and positions Florida as a global competitor. 

Although the system's current route is confined to central and south Florida, the 
economic benefits have statewide implications. The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement states that All Aboard Florida is set to have $6.48 in direct economic 
impact to Florida's economy over the next eight years and generate $653M in 
federal, state, and local governments revenue through 2021. The project will create 
over 10,000 jobs on average per year through the rail line construction and over 
5,000 jobs on average per year after the rail line construction is completed through 
2021. 

All Aboard Florida underscores Florida's relevance as a mega-region and as the first 
private, intercity passenger rail system in the entire nation. Supporting this projects 
means supporting Florida's economy, the creation of thousands of jobs, and an 
improved quality of life for our state. 

Sincerely, 

b~~ 
Gerald D. England 
Orlando, FL 32812-6026 
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November 17, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would 
re-establish passenger rail between two of the state's most congested, visited and 
populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic 
impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state's east coast. 

As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation's third most populous state, 
the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up 
to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along 
the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South 
and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and 
result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation 
choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the 
following to be especially true,"The Project would have a beneficial impact on the 
passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by 
providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation." 

The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation 
challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 

rz; erely, ~ ,1 "\ 
~'Pn gla~ 

Orlando, FL 32812-6026 



November 17, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida 
project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by 
reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, 
creating thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts . 

All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida's 19 million residents and more than 95 
million tourists. Florida's roads are already some of the most congested in the 
country, and the expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population 
continues to grow, we must look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement says, "The Project would have the beneficial 
impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway 
network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019." 

There is no other infrastructur e project will change Florida's landscape and economy 
and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail 
system will become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state. 

_b e rely, 

Gerath:Pg~ an --"'---"'-
Orlando, FL 32812-6 26 



November 17, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I would like to express my support for All Aboard Florida. This project will result in 
significant environmental benefits to our state. · 

Leveraging an existing rail corridor that is more than 100 years old means the 
· project will have minimal impact on our natural environment. The project will net 
regional air quality benefit through a reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and 
associated air pollutant emissions with the reduction of 3 million vehicles from area 
roadways. 

As the Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, "Air quality in the region would 
be improved through the reduction of vehicles from the roads and highways as 
riders move instead to the proposed passenger rail service between Orlando and 
West Palm Beach. The Project would decrease emissions of carbon monoxide (CO), 
nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide (S02), volatile organic compounds (VO Cs), 
particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) and particulate matter 
less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) by 2016. By 2030, the Project would 
reduce CO emissions by 1,654 tons, NOx by 192 tons, VOCs by 59 tons and PM 1 O 
by 7 tons." 

The reduction of cars may also translate to tentative reductions in tax payer dollars 
allocated for the maintenance of major highways and arterial roads along the corridor. 

All Aboard Florida is a sustainable, privately-funded project that will improve the quality 
and prepare Florida for a better future. 

~ erely, 'I) C iJ 1 
Ger~ nglan~ 
Orlando, FL 32812-6026 



Page 1 of 1 

Main Identity 

From: "Shirley Robertson" <gorhsr@comcast.net> 
To: <AAF _comments@vhb.com.> 
Sent: __ Monday, October 27, 2014 3:36 PM 

_...Subje"ct: AirAspard Railroad plan 
( _Mr. J.~~~-~~ 

I am a resident and taxpayer of Palm City, Florida, and wish to cast a negative vote for your plan to use the 
existing tracks through Stuart for your Miami-Orlando passenger run. 

I. Main concern is the safety through our small, simple crossings which exist in Stuart. Crossing to reach Martin 
Memorial Hospital will be impaired by cars as well as ambulances, etc. with possible life threatening waits. 
know, I am a widow who lost my husband to a sudden heart attack in 2006. 

2. The ancient bridge crossing is a peril to all boaters, both East and West of the bridge, since it's low clearance 
when down traps all vessels except a row boat. The numerous additional operations will not enhance any of the 
problems that currently exist. This waterway services not only recreational marine activity but also commercial. 

3. Vibration and noise are a true hazard to nearby surroundings. Also I have not read any plan to make the new 
tracks double across the waterway; therefore allowing only one direction at a time to wait the crossing. 

4. No projection of ridership has been pubished which seems extremely odd. A forecast of profit has never been 
revealed. No money base will certainly NOT be seen in Stuart or nearby areas. 

Our subdivision is totally against your pathway and wish you would re-visit a plan utilizing the tracks down the 
middle of the state. My attitude represents 800 properties in Palm City. 

Yours truly, ),__l-,J)J · ~~ __ . 
V~t-~~~~ 

Mrs. H. S. Robertson 

12769 Mariner Court 
Palm City, FL 34990 

10/27/2014 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E.. Room W38-31 
Washington,DC 20590 

Sunday, October 26, 2014 

From what I read in the local papers, no one cares what the citizens who will be affected 
by the All Aboard Florida project think or say. It is a "DONE DEAL." It makes me sad to 
think that money talks and greased palms pay no heed to the legitimate concerns of 
those affected. I urge you, Mr. Winkle, or a truly impartial representative to follow the 
entire route of this fiasco to see how truly unfeasible it is. Property values, tourism, 
emergency response efforts among others will be adversely affected. Please come and 
experience life along the Treasure Coast as it is now before it is changed forever. 

Sincerely, 

( do----,-~~-
\ 

''Jilly Robb 
Palm City, Florida 



Mr. John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-3 I I 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

November 30, 2014 

I am responding to the proposed All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and I do not 
agree the information presented accurately quantifies the negative impact to navigation. The report favors 
the proposal in most all instances and negative impacts are minimized. I recommend the FRA endorse an 
independent study to help balance the overwhelming supportive analysis presented. The citizens and 
government officials of Florida need to understand the actual impacts the proposed action creates. 

The primary area of concern I have with the report is the minimization of project's impact to free 
navigation across three primary waterways: Saint Lucie River, Loxahatchee River and the New River. All 
three locations have unique characteristics that the proposal negatively impacts from a social economic 
standpoint. The citizens and businesses in these areas depend on the ability to navigate through the 
passages. The vertical height of the moveable railway bridges in the closed position limits the majority of 
vessels from passing through freely. The Saint Lucie River crossing is impacted by the proposed action 
more than the other two moveable bridges on the FEC corridor and proposed route of All Aboard Florida. 
Saint Lucie River crossing will remain single track, which eliminates any possibility of simultaneously 
crossing of trains from the north and south. This constraint nearly doubles the impact relative to the other 
two crossings. 

The analysis presented depends on modeling alg01ithms and outputs that are not presented in the report. An 
output log showing the daily activity of the rail traffic and vessel traffic every 2 minutes each day of the 
week and during special events will provide the information to understand the assumptions diving the 
analytical model. Visual representation of the railway bridge operation and vessel traffic presented at the 
DEIS public comment meetings, substantiates the model lacks necessary input affecting navigation. The 
visual representation lacked the effects of current, wind, vessel wake, navigation skill, and the physical 
width of the passage preventing movement of vessels in both east and west directions. These inputs will 
change the output results significantly. 

The loss of life and safety risk created by prolonged railway bridge closures is not addressed. This topic 
was identified as one of the highest concerns by navigational users early and is not addressed in the DEIS. 
Navigating through the narrow opening in a short amount of time will create chaos and rage as competition 
heightens to make it through the passage before the next closure. 

Given the quantity of trains running during the daylight hours, combined with the freight trains, it is 
improbable to operate the proposed action and not unreasonably impede navigation. The USCG comments 
to the second navigation study dated June 211

d 2014 clarifies that the Coast Guard makes the ultimate 
determination as to whether or not the impacts to navigation caused by increased rail traffic is 
unreasonable. It is unclear how the proposed action will operate the high frequency of trains and not 
unreasonably impact navigation. 

Reviewing the Navigation Discipline Report for the Saint Lucie River raises concerns about the validity of 
the DEIS. 

1) Vessel count data presented in section 5-19 occurred from 1/3/14 thru 1/17/14 for a total of 15 days in 
winter months. The report claims the period is high vessel traffic season. Boating traffic is generally 
lower in winter months than summer due to higher winds and lower temperature. Data collected at the 
Saint Lucie river from June thm August recorded a 55% increase of vessel traffic over the data 
presented in the report. This increase in vessel traffic needs to be updated in the DEIS to accurately 
quantify the proposed action's impact. 



2) Weekend vessel count during the same period recorded 468 vessel crossings per day compared to 256 
reported in the DEIS. The DEIS under estimates the weekend vessel traffic by 83%. This one finding 
alone is significant enough to require DEIS correction and resubmitted for public comment. 

3) Impact to navigation through the Saint Lucie crossing is dependent on two bridges, the FEC railway 
bridge and Dixie Hwy drawbridge. The bridges are within 230 feet of each other, and many vessels 
require both bridges to open at the same time to pass through. The Dixie Hwy bridge operation is 
dependent on FEC bridge closure and the relationship is not included in the DEIS. Prior to the railway 
bridge closing, the Dixie Hwy bridge remains closed for a period of 8-minutes, and is indicated by a 
red flashing warning light located on the FEC railway bridge. The impact to navigation has a dramatic 
effect on the daily amount of time navigation is impeded. The DEIS claims 42 closures per day at 8 
minutes per closure = 366 minutes or 5.6 hours per day. This combined with the DEIS reported impact 
of 42 closures x 15 mins = 630 minutes or 10.5 hours, creates a total closure of 10.5 + 5.6 = 16 hours 
daily mostly during daylight hours. 

4) The DEIS report of 42 closures includes 18 freight trains and 32 passenger trains. The sum of 18 
freight and 32 passenger trains is 50 crossings per day, suggesting a minimum of 8 crossings daily will 
be two trains per closing. Each closure according to the report averages 15 minutes, which means 
single train crossings will need to be less than 15 minutes to accommodate 20% of the closures having 
two crossing per closing. The reality of 80% of crossing to occur in less than 15 minutes is overly 
optimistic, especially considering today's operation takes 25 minutes for single crossings, and more 
than 40 minutes for two crossings, both not including the 8-minute impact from the Dixie Hwy 
drawbridge. The proposal would require a greater than 100% improvement in operation to achieve the 
reports claim. An improvement of20-30% should be used in the report with the mitigation plans 
presented. 

The proposed action does not mitigate the impacts to navigation. The current construction of the railway 
bridge cannot meet the future need of All Aboard Florida. The negative social and economic impact to all 
communities along the passage is underestimated, and the DEIS would be far better served if a fair and 
balanced proposal is submitted. 

Regards, 

Tom Rising 
Citizen of Martin County 
Palm City, Florida 
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740 SW 31st Street 

Palm City, FL 34990 

September 29, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Sirs: 

Please do not approve the application and concept of All Aboard Florida as an addition to the Florida 

East Coast Railroad. The addition of thirty-two high speed commuter trains in addition to the current 

freight trains will totally bottleneck all the towns on the east coast of Florida. In addition boaters will 

find it next to impossible to navigate through the Stuart Railroad Bridge which will require an additional 

thirty-two closings per day. The railroad company will tell you it will only require 15 minutes per closing 

but from 62 years of experience I have had to wait as long as 4 1/2 hours to pass through the bridge. 

The bridge is often closed for a half hour or more due to second trains or for trains traveling in opposite 

directions. This will greatly impact charter boat operations trying to reach the ocean. 

Yours truly, 

Capt. Bob Pelosi 



Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 26,2014 

RE: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA SERIOUS SAFETY CONSERNS 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Your organization has stirred up quite the hornets' nest on the Treasure 
Coast of Florida. I have lived here in this beautiful community since 1982. I 
lived here when there was no big multi-billion dollar Roosevelt Bridge, that 
was originally built to elevate the traffic congestion when the railroad 
trestle was lifted to allow marine traffic to pass through the narrow 
channel. The standard laughing joke in town was you were late for your 
business meeting because "the bridge was up"! It was a wonderful excuse 
because all of us had been caught by the bridge at one time or another! 
Then, about 10-12 years ago, the federal government assisted our community 
by helping us build a beautiful high-rise bridge that took away our standing 
'excuse'. 

Now you talk about splitting our quaint village again (Stuart's the best kept 
secret in Florida) and, yet again, you'll be steam rolling through this village 
and dividing us into the East side and the West side of the tracks. What 
good did the billion-dollar bridge do because we're right back where we 
started with the obsolete trestle bridge? 

Local merchants and restrantuers have revitalized the downtown area 
bringing life and fun back to Stuart. Imagine sitting outside one of our new 
gourmet restraunts and having the sound and vibration of one of the 32 
train trips through Stuart ruining your evening? Revitalization has taken 
many years and a lot of hard word by many people! 



I have a serious point to highlight that, to my knowledge, has not been 
addressed in any of the political rhetoric I have read. I also went to the 
meeting at the Kane Center that was a complete waste of time. I was an 
elementary school principal at a school north of the Roosevelt Bridge for 
many years and an assistant principal of another northern school for even 
more years. There are two elementary schools and the county's Environment 
Studies Center that each child in the county, in grades K-8, visits once a 
year. They are all on the east side of your proposed tracks. These three 
centers are mandated to write a Nuclear Disaster Evacuation Plan each year, 
because they fall within the ten-mile radius of the South Hutchinson Island 
Nuclear Power Plant. Plans must be reviewed and approved by the Federal 
Nuclear Regulatory Agency annually. The schools bus yard, however, is on 
the east side of the tracks with no access to these schools. This is where 
we have a serious rub. During my tenure as Principal, we had a brush fire 
that came to the edge of the school fence. With the cooperation of the 
school bus department, my staff and local police and fire rescue, we safely 
evacuated 650 children and 75 adults from that property without an 
incident, in 20 minutes. From the time the buses were called until the last 
bus left, we were out of there in lightning speed!!! It would never happen if 
your trains were running through Stuart, severing the access to the busses. 
We have 21 schools in our county and 18 are on the west side of the tracks. 
There are no safe means to get to the children out of 18 schools. Martin 
County is known for its excellent schools but AAF is going to put 18,000+ 
students in jeopardy because we can't safely evacuate them in times of 
crisis or inclement weather. Simple mayhem! Parents will stop your trains to 
get to their kids! That's a guarantee! 

Another point; please use the tracks that run through the middle of the 
state. They are there, use them and don't disrupt the entire Treasure 
Coast. No one locally will receive any benefit from your trains, only 
headaches! We don't get a stop! It's faster and cheaper to drive to Orlando 
from Stuart. Make your plans and "GO WEST FROM WEST PALM BEACH". 
You won't have 10,000 riders a day! You'll go bankrupt at the taxpayers' 
expense and then bring in the freight trains, which is the original goal of 
your company! 

I implore you to reconsider this route. There are plenty of cows in the 
middle of the state that would be thrilled to see a moving object rolling 



\ 

through their quiet pastures but the Treasure Coast is strongly opposed to 
any part of AAF! 

Sincerely yours, 
Gail S. Olsen, BSE. MEd, Eds 
1575 SW Shady Lake Terrace 
Palm City, FL 34990 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
RoomW38-31 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Sepf. 23, 2014 - · 

My husband and I moved to Stuart, FL in 1987 after searching all over 
Florida for a retirement location. 

When we arrived in Stuart, we felt as though we had found Paradise! 
It was and is a beautiful small city in Martin County, 
with retirees and young families living here in harmony. 

Now the whole area is going to be spoiled by the arrival 
of the many trains passing through 
our lovely downtown area where we enjoy concerts, outdoor 

eating at nice restaurants and watching boats go by on the St. Lucie River. 
This will be ruined by the noise, disruption of traffic, etc. of 
the trains passing so near by. 

Our population here is not going to benefit at all from the trains (32 per 
day!!!). It is a known fact that there will not be that many passengers 
traveling 
from Miami to Orlando. We as Americans are very attached to our cars! 
It will be much more expensive for a family of four, for example , to ride 
the train up and back to Disney than it would be to drive the family car 
and have the use of it while in Orlando! 

As I am sure you know, there wiH be MUCH FREIGHT USE OF 
THESE TRAINS, as the Panama 
Canal is being enlarged for shipping from China to the Port of Miami, 
which is now being readied for more activity. Then goods will be put 
on the "All Aboard Florida" trains, to be sent through our 

Treasure Coast _co'-'nti~. ~isrupting _our peaceful guality of life. 
We are aware tilese will be mostly FREiGHT TRAINS, 
not passenger trains! 

Please do what you can to stop the ALL ABOARD FLORIDA trains ! They 
can put tracks out west of Martin and Palm Beach Counties where there is 
vacant land. 

Thank you. 
--P~e.~ 
Patricia Colloredo Nye . 
3954 Osprey Creek Way 
Palm City, Ft 34990 
patnye1229@yahoo.com 



November 9, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

JAYNE A. McMELLEN 
1595 SW Monarch Club Drive 

Palm City, FL 34990 
772-223-8270 

skipiayne@comcast.net 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am compelled to write to voice my objections to All Aboard Florida plan. Having lived 
for most of my life in the Boston area, I moved to the Treasure Coast in 2009 due mainly 
to the life style afforded and the ambiance of the area. I feel strongly that that the 
addition of a high speed rail service running 32 trains daily at 100 miles per hour, in 
addition to the current FEC rail traffic, will negatively impact the residents along the 
coast for the following reasons: · 

' 

• Delay of emergency vehicles - If even one critically ill person is affected due to a 
delay caused by a train, that i's one person too 'many. Public safety should be a 
prime consideration. There are no alternative routes for EMS vehicles to use to 
access the hospital without traversing the rails. 

• Regular traffic delays - During the season it has become increasingly difficult to 
navigate the additional traffic in the winter months. Blockage due to the railroad 
will increase the frustration of delivery, local, emergency and marine traffic. 

• Environmental concerns - Last week I had lunch at Sailor's Return restaurant. A 
freight train moved through at its normal speed of approximately 40 mph and the 
ground actually shook. In addition, the noise from the train required us to forstall 
our conversation until the train passed the area. It is also expected that pollution 
from the trains will increase. Overall, detriments to the environment will 
exacerbate if the high speed trains are allowed. I am sure that there are many 
other structural issues that I am not aware of that also need to be addressed. 

• Economic concerns - Stuart and the surrounding areas have opened many new 
shops and restaurants since I have lived here. It is a lovely area and attracts at lot 
of foot traffic which greatly contributes to the economy. These stores will suffer 
if the current proposal is implemented. The area is currently recouping from the 
issues of the last six years. The railroad may reverse any gains achieved. 

• Financial concerns - Should All Aboard Florida faii, the taxpay~r; are the ones 
who will be affected by any potential bankruptcy procedures. A possible decrease 
in property values due to the project should also be considered. 



Currently, I see no benefit, only concerns, for the residents of the Treasure Coast with 
respect to All Aboard Florida. I implore you to reconsider the proposal and to take into 
consideration the repercussions to the residents of the Treasure Coast. Please allow us to 
continue to grow and to preserve both the historical significance of the area and the very 
special quality of life that we currently enjoy. 

Very truly yours, 

Jayne A. McMellen 



Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., 
Room W38-31, 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Sondra L. MacArtney 
2174 SW Whitemarsh Way 
Palm City, Florida 34990 
November 20, 2014 

All Aboard Florida may be appealing to residents of communities from West Palm Beach 
south to Miami, but to those of us who live in the towns north of West Palm Beach up to 
Orlando there is not only no apparent benefit, but the trains wiil be unheiievabiy 
detrimental. There will be no stops in the northern section and thirty-two trains a day 
going through. In Stuart, having all these trains going through may very well ruin the 
downtown area, where the tracks go right through the middle of town. It will impede our 
access to the hospital, as well as hold up emergency vehicles. 

Florida has always attracted boaters and millions and millions have been spent here to 
raise the height of bridges to accommodate boats passing under. Now those boats will be 
held up for much longer periods of time than before waiting for the low railroad trestles 
to go up and down. Will we stop attracting boaters to Florida? 

The most serious concern, however, is one that we haven't heard much about. How 
many more freight trains will be coming through once the new Panama Canal is open? 
Then there will be huge amounts of freight coming into Miami and it will be shipped 
up North from there. Thirty-two passenger trains a day will seem like nothing compared 
to the amount of freight trains! 

Why can't this railroad go through central Florida where it would not be so damaging to 
so many communities. Wasn't there a plan at one time to run tracks between 195 and the 
Florida Turnpike? And would you need 16 trains a day from Miami to Orlando or vice
versa? Passengers could surely have enough choices with two trains in the morning and 
two in the afternoon or evening. 

I am enclosing an opinion page from our local newspaper which has many interesting 
letters from local residents. I hope you will give your most open-minded attention to the 
valid concerns of the area residents. Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 



~-

Stuart News 
Letters to the Editor 
P.O. Box 9009 
Stuart, FL 34995-9009 

EDWARD i:>. LOSCH 
2603 Juniper Court · 

Palm City, Florida 34990 
772-336-4725 

December 1, 2014 

Rather than perpetuating the Florida East Coast rail monopoly, 
what the State needs is· some old fashion competition that uses 
public funds to benefit the majority of Floridians, not just 
a favored few: Let's kill two birds with one stone! 

Suppose the State and Federal Governments fund a twenty year 
project to construct another major north-south highway serving 
the interior of the state - say initially from Orlando to Miami 
via Yeehaw Junction and the eastern shore of Lake Okeechoobee. 
They could acquire a right of way with sufficient room for a 
parallel high speed monorail system and a lower speed freight and 
local passenger system designed to service and develope the entire 
area. Coastal areas would be served from west to east· to compete 
with FEC. 

Some of this right of way would then be leased to a new, entrapre
neueal rail firm that would operate the monorail and lower speed 
rail line and would be funded and operated privately. Land develop
ment would be one of the funding incentives for the private sector 
as it was for the pioneer developers of DisneyWorld and Orlando. 

An ambitious project, yes, but one that satisfys a number of futu.re 
needs, not the least of which is another major north-south inter
state and more land accessible for the growing, aging us population 
that loves to retire to Florida and brings all those retirement 
checks that help the Florida jobs market- for the younger generations. 

The old saying "haste makes waste" seems to cover the current 
situation where a connected, vocal minority·is rushing through a 
self serving project that is not in the long term interest of 
Floridians or the Country in general. 



Rose Lester 
2120 SW Brookhaven Way 
Palm City FL 34990 

11:.J_~ tuL 61. ''ti.a. IP~ 
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Other folks will be more specific voicing their objectives to All Aboard 
Florida than I will be in this letter. 

It appears to me that no matter how many people write in and voice their 
objection it will be effort wasted because this is a done deal. Folks are 
under the impression that this is being done mainly to move passengers 
which of course is a big lie. Passenger traffic will not come anywhere near 
the expense of building All Aboard Florida. The money will be made in 
moving cargo and the length of the trains will get longer. 

Just imagine all those trains coming through our small towns. Just imagine 
the stalled traffic, the stalled boats, the noise, the anger rising among the 
people who live here. One need only to "follow the money" to see that 
once again, we the people, are not getting a fair deal. A happier solution is 
for them to use the tracks west of our towns and that could eliminate many 
of the horrors we foresee. 

/)11P7J7 Jo::) 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Association 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D. C. 20590 

Re: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Dear Sir: 

I am a fortunate resident of Sandhill Cove-a retirement community with 
extensive health-care facilities, located in Palm City, Florida, adjacent to the 
charming little city of Stuart. These facilities are jeopardized if we cannot easily 
and quickly reach our doctors and hospital east of Stuarfs railroad tracks. 

Although the Emergency Medical vehicles can cut through long lines of traffic and 
traffic lights, they cannot cut through a train, and private vehicles must wait their 
turn at the crossings. Freight trains cause long back-ups of cars and trucks, and 
after the train has passed, there is often a red light or two before the cars are 
allowed to cross. 

Increasing the number of trains at our crossings present a real problem for us 
(and for the shops on the east side by the river); and the increased train traffic 
must be a distinct annoyance and property loss for the many upscale 
communities whose properties are adjacent to or on both sides of the tracks. 

There are tracks a few miles west of Stuart in the countryside. Why cannot these 
be improved and utilized to carry the passengers and freight of All Aboard Florida, 
instead of jeopardizing and disrupting the lives of those in the proposed path? 

Signed, 

1! c:&ff-i'll' ~ . µI_,;_~ 
Nancy Int-Hout 
2301 S. W.Capri Street 
Palm City, Florida 
October 16, 2014 







From: Gail J. Herr 
2145 SW Waterview Place 
Palm City, Florida 34990 
gjherr@hotmail.com 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Washington, DC 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I live in Palm City, Florida. Our neighboring town is Stuart, the county seat of Martin County. The region 
is called the Treasure Coast because of the shipwrecks offshore. My husband and I retired here 16 
months ago, after dreaming for many years of retiring to Florida. 

A threat to our quality of life is on the horizon. A company called All Aboard Florida proposes to run 32 
passenger trains daily from early morning until late at night from Miami to Orlando and back along the 
tracks through Stuart. These reportedly would be high-speed trains, going up to 110 mph. We already 
have 14 freight trains daily on this corridor. As we all know, the widening of the Panama Canal 
undoubtedly means more freight is coming through Florida. Florida East Coast Railroad, the company 
that owns the right-of-way, has indicated that they expect freight to triple in the next few years. That 
means we could expect more than 70 trains a day (7 days a week) coming through the Treasure Coast, 
including our little town of Stuart. The freight trains are slower, but they could be up to TWO AND A 
HALF MILES LONG. We have 28 grade crossings in Martin County, 352 total on the Treasure Coast, so 
that many trains will undoubtedly cause traffic problems by blocking intersections for long periods 
everyday. 

The tracks in question are the original Florida East Coast Railway tracks laid down by Henry Flagler in 
the 1890's. The railroad is largely responsible for opening Florida to development and tourism. Floridians 
are justifiably proud of the history of the railroad here. The issue is, that the world is different now, and 
so is Florida. The lovely little towns and villages that grew up around the tracks will be severely 
negatively impacted by this new plan to run faster trains, and a huge number of freight trains on the 
same tracks through the downtown areas of our towns. I'm told by native Floridians who grew up here 
that downtown Stuart was a bustling little town center in the Seventies, then declined through the 
Eighties and early Nineties, and has been lovingly brought back through hard work and investment. 
When we were looking for a place to retire, my husband and I fell in love with pretty little Stuart. There 
are boutiques and shops, restaurants, an historic old theater, parks, beautiful fountains, a good hospital, 
and a boardwalk along the lntracoastal Waterway. If there were long trains and fast trains, it would all be 
ruined. The railroad is planning to double track through town, and we will lose parking spaces from that. 
People won't want to fight the congestion caused by the trains, and risk getting stuck at a crossing 
when trying to come in or leave. It would mean the failure of many small businesses, and the loss of 
many people's dreams. Woudn't it be ironic if the railroad that helped to build our Florida towns was the 
engine of their destruction? 

Another serious consideration is the impact on marine traffic along the Treasure Coast. In Stuart there is 
an old train trestle over the St. Lucie River, leading out to the lntracoastal and the St. Lucie Inlet. There is 



no plan to improve or double track this bridge, so it will become a bottleneck. Trains waiting to cross 
(from both directions) will block grade crossings, causing traffic congestion. The bridge is less than 
seven feet above the water level, so it stops marine traffic completely when it's down for a train to pass. 
With 40, 50, 60, or 70 trains a day, it could be down more than it's up. The bridge is old and sometimes 
gets stuck. People have waited over an hour for it to come up. (On a recent Sunday afternoon it was 
down for 2 and one half hours due to mechanical failure) If multiple trains are expected the operator just 
leaves it down for an extended period. This happens with only 14 trains each day. Imagine the situation 
with many more trains. The impact on recreational and commercial boat traffic is clear. This bridge 
crosses the Okeechobee Waterway, a passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the lntracoastal and the 
Atlantic, used by commercial marine traffic. People in the marine industry from Broward to Brevard 
Counties are very worried about the impacts on marine traffic through this and other bridges in our 
region. The Coast Guard has been flooded with responses to their survey this month regarding obstacles 
to navigation. They are planning to hold hearings for public comment. 

All Aboard Florida (AAF) is a subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), which is a subsidiary of 
Fortress Investment Group, a New York City hedge fund. Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) is also a 
subsidiary of Fortress Group. FECI has applied for a 1.6 billion dollar loan from the Federal Railway 
Administration (FRA). This is supposedly to be used for double tracking and infrastructure improvements 
for the "passenger" service. But make no mistake, the increased freight from FECR will be coming over 
those same tracks. This is not a coincidence. If it looks like a shell game to you, you're right. The end 
result is that the largest taxpayer loan in history would be used to put trains on a track that shouldn't 
carry those trains, to the great detriment of our communities. 

There are tracks that go up the center of Florida, in less populated areas, owned by CSX. FECI will not 
consider using these tracks, although that has been suggested. It is cheaper for them to use tracks 
owned by their sister company than to lease from CSX. There is a passenger service called Amtrak 
Silver Star that runs up the central tracks. They run 2 trains a day, but they aren't full. AAF says they will 
fill 32 trains a day, carrying 12,800 people to and from Miami and Orlando every day. They say they will 
make money, even though passenger train service loses money consistently throughout the world. They 
say they won't be taking any public money. What do they think that 1.6 billion dollar loan is? In addition, 
each community will have to pay for safety upgrades to their crossings. AAF told FRA engineer Frank 
Frey that they would not follow his safety recommendations even though he said trespassing on the 
tracks is "epidemic" in our region. (The tracks run right through populated areas. How can we stay off 
the tracks?) People are not accustomed to high speed trains here, nor are they used to the frequency of 
trains that could be coming. The executives at AAF seem to think if we want public safety we should pay 
for it, while they make profits and take them out of our area. 

I could continue listing detrimental impacts to our way of life: the tracks go through state and regional 
parks and preserves, which will impact threatened wildlife; property values will drop, especially near the 
tracks where noise, air pollution, and inconvenience are worst; derailments and train collisions will 
increase with the number of trains; tourism will suffer; and emergency vehicles will be delayed along with 
other traffic, causing a major safety hazard. Our local hospital has written a letter of concern. 

I know the current administration would like to promote high-speed rail.There may be many benefits. But 
this plan is a boondoggle. It isn't well thought out. A man who lives in our region named Harry James 
Bruce is the retired Chairman and CEO of Illinois Central Railroad. He wrote to the Miami Herald, "The 
new owners of Florida East Coast Industries are bound and determined to fashion a silk purse out of a 
sow's ear. High-speed rail, when properly developed, requires original equipment manufacture. But what 
is being proposed is a retro-fit in, on and around an already existing freight railroad structure. In my 
opinion, this is not the product of sound engineering." He goes on to ask, "Why are they proposing to 



build and finance rail passenger service that has proven, worldwide, to be unsustainable as a private
sector enterprise?" Presumably he knows a lot more about trains than I do, and he doesn't like this idea 
either. If we are going to have high-speed rail in this country, we need to do it in a planned, well thought 
out way. It will take billions of dollars and many years. Specifically, the coastal tracks in Florida are not 
the place for fast trains or dozens of freight trains every day. There has to be a better way. 

I am a volunteer with Florida Not All Aboard, a grassroots organization formed in February 2014 when we 
started to understand what this train proposal would mean to us. We have a website, a Facebook page, 
and a petition. Our petition has gathered nearly 30,000 signatures in 7 months. In my unscientific data 
collection, I would estimate that less than 5 percent of the people I talk to on the Treasure Coast about 
the trains are in favor of the plan. Some people are uninformed and when they hear the facts they are 
strongly against it. In a small way our efforts have even been noticed by some national media. (Wall 
Street Journal July 4, 2014 Interview with Kasey Traylor) Our opposition is gaining ground. We feel 
strongly that we are in a fight to protect our way of life. More than thirty local governments and 
community associations have passed resolutions opposing this plan. Health care providers and fire/ 
rescue agencies have also made public statements of concern. 

Please consider the detrimental impacts to people's lives before allowing this project to go forward. The 
groundswell of opposition from the residents of counties from Broward to Brevard is too great to ignore. 
It is a waste of tax dollars, and could turn into another loss for the American taxpayer. 

I know that the DEIS was published this week. I haven't read it yet, but I will. I'm told there was a 
"finding of no significant impact". If you've read my 
letter this far, I hope you will agree that people who live here can list a dizzying number of significant 
negative impacts. I'm disappointed that the so-called "experts" who implemented the study didn't see 
the truth, or at least didn't write the truth. It's not hard to understand why Americans don't trust 
government. {I'm a liberal Democrat saying that!!) 

Mr. Winkle, tell All Aboard Florida to go start over and make a plan to build tracks up the center of 
Florida, or the center of the Florida Turnpike, or to invest in ocean shipping instead of rail. There must be 
a way they can make profits without ruining the lives of ordinary people. The people of South Florida 
deserve better. Americans deserve better. Shame on all of us if we let this happen. 

Sincerely, 

Gail J. Herr 



709 Winters Creek Rd. 

Palm City, FL. 34990 

9/26/14 

Dears Sirs: 

I am totally against the ALL ABOARD FLORIDA connection between Miami and Orlando. The disruption 

now is bad enough. Adding 32 road and bridge closings and really more (due to freight train increases) 

will have a negative effect on everyone living along the south Florida coast. No matter where we go on 

land the delays will be enormous and on the waterways it will be mass pandemonium .Boats will be 

piled up on the narrow New River in Fort Lauderdale where all kinds of marine services are located, not 

to mention the Okeechobee Waterway connecting East and West coasts of Florida. Today most bridge 

closings on the St. Lucie River cause at least a Yi hour delay each.(approximately 10 closings a day).Add 

32 more closings a day and the RAILROAD will wreck not only the Marine services industry in South 

Florida but also the land values west of the RR bridge over the St.Lucie River (Okeechobee Waterway) 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

us. Deportment 
of Tn::msportation 
federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 
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If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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Petition summary 
and background: 

Action petitioned 
for: 

Printed Name 

Florida NOT All Aboard, P.O. Box 2043, Palm City FL 34991 

If AAF is allowed to utilize the coastal rail tracks as planned, there will be an 
additional 32 passenger trains per day through our coastal towns and over our old 
bridges, including three major marine bridges; The New River, Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie River. There will be an increase in noise pollution, traffic congestion and 
major safety concerns in our coastal towns. It is predicted many homes and 
businesses that are impacted by the train will have a decrease in value. AAF will 
cause longer commutes to work and could affect emergency response times. The 
projected number of trains is up to 50 freight and passenger trains per day! Freight 
is projected to increase with longer trains/more freight trains. AAF=AII About 
Freight! AAF should not use any taxpayer money for this "private" venture. AAF 
needs to change their course from Miami to Orlando! 
Stop All Aboard Florida from using the FEC train tracks. They should build new tracks west of 

our towns without the use of U.S. Government backed loans or funds. 

Signature Address Comment Date 
/' 
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November 21, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

2412 SW Foxpoint Trail 
Palm City, FL 34990 

386-264-1648 

We are writing to express our grave concerns about the plans to build a high-speed rail 
system from Miami to Orlando, known as All Aboard Florida. The environmental impact 
statement states that "the project will have an overall beneficial effect on the public 
health, saf~ty and security in the rail corridor". _They certainly cannot be referri11g to the 
rail corridor in the Palm City/Stuart area·and elsewhere along the Treasure Coast.1 Or 
mayb,e it is because the consultants who prepared the report were paid by All Aboard 
Florida - where is the "independence}required for transparency?· In c:Jny ,event, we 
believe that the environmental impact statement did not,ad.equqtely address the effect 
on Martin County (and other adversely affected counties). 

We purchased real estate and moved from MaryJand to Palm City 3 years ago because 
of its pr.oximity to the beautiful waterways and a slower pace of a small community. We 
enjoy doing just about anything outdoors and loved the small-town feel of Palm City and 
the nearby Stuart area. I hope someday you will be able to visit our area to see how 
special it is and so that you may understand the horrific impact that All Aboard Florida 
will have on our community. .If you took a 10 minute car ride along our main 
thoroughfares -- Indian,. Monterey, Osceolar Routes 1 and A 1A to name a few - I 
believe you·would be hard pressed to say that All Aboard Florida will improve our 
community and the quality of life we currently are so blessed to enjoy! 

This neg,~tive impactis greatly increased if you also took the time to travel the North 
ForkoJ the St Lucie River so you could envision the effect on boating t~affic. In case 
you are unaware, the St. Lucie Canal.is the only cross-state canal system and provides 
transportation for bot.h freight and pleasure craft. l have read that it is pro;ected the St. 
Lucie Canal bridge will be closed for 10 hours per day to allow for the increased train 



traffic. You are in a better position than I to know whether that is an accurate estimate. 
But I do know that boating is vital to our economy and the quality of life in Martin 
County! 

Where is the business case for 32 passenger trains a day, a so-called commuter line. 
Even in the populous Northeastern corridor, Amtrak historically operates at a loss and 
requires over $1 billion in Federal subsidies. The "Fun Train" destined to Orlando went 
bust as recently as 1998. What has changed in the Florida economy to suggest that 16 
round-trips/day between Miami and Orlando would be a successful venture without 
Federal subsidies? 

Regardless of the economics, our community cannot handle 32 high-speed passenger 
trains a day. And that is only counting the number of passenger trains. The marketing 
of All Aboard Florida has been silent on expansion of the plans to increase the number 
of freiQht trains to 20 per day, bring the grand total of train trips through our area to 52. 

What would your neighborhood look like if 52 train trips went through it per day? How 
would the automobile traffic be affected? Would you want to ride your bike or go out for 
a walk? How would you feel about your children and grandchildren being exposed to 
trains traveling at speeds of 110 mph? What if a family member needed emergency 
medical treatment and treatment was delayed because of closure of the road for a 
train? We are not talking about trains that will be traveling on the outskirts of town. 
These are trains that travel through and bisect downtown Stuart, alongside parks, 
marinas, shops, restaurants, performing arts theater and other businesses -
establishments that are just making a comeback from the downturn in the economy. 

Please help us to stop this travesty while it is still time. There are more suitable plans 
that could be explored, such as moving the tracks West along the 1-95 corridor. While 
this would be more expensive to All Aboard Florida, there is considerable expense to 
the private citizens of Martin, St. Lucie, Brevard and other adversely affected counties. 
Why should we and generations to come bear tall he burden for this commercial 
endeavor? Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and consider its contents. 

Respectfully submitted, 

:m:at~ ~v-
Cynthia A. Eaton 
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Mr. John Winkle 

John and Alice De Luca 
6424 SW Busch St. 

Palm City, Florida 34990 
202 379 7928 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida Comments 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

November 23, 2014 

I am writing to submit my comments regarding the environmental impact All 
Aboard Florida (AAF) will have on the East Coast of Florida. 

The very least that should be done is to move the right of way inland and away from 
the densely populated towns and communities in the northern half of the project. 

In our view allowing AAF to go forward along the costal right of way will have a 
negative impact on the quality of life in South Florida. Among the many reasons 
opponents object to AAF the following have been most often raised. 

1. There is an alternative inland right of way in the northern portion of the 
proposed route which affects fewer people and creates considerably less 
disruption to local populations. 

2. The Noise and traffic disruption in the towns along the right of way not 
serviced by AAF seems an imposition without a resulting benefit. 

3. Emergency vehicle access, local traffic and waterway traffic will be 
delayed and disrupted. 

4. AAF promises to mitigate the environmental impact, but AAF does not 
specify what it is prepared to do. 

5. Ridership is grossly overstated; freight traffic is understated, and the 
freight traffic appears to be the main motivation for the project. 

6. Minority and low income communities will be negatively impacted. 
7. Public Health and Safety impact is not adequately addressed. 
8. Grade crossing hazards will be greatly increased all along the route by 32 

daily trips. 

Residents of Palm City and other towns along the route have raised and addressed a 
number of broad issues with which we are also concerned. However, we are most 
urgently concerned about the detrimental effect AAF will have on the quality of life 



seem to agree, even if reluctantly. No landowner, not even one as powerful as AAF 
has a right to create a terrible nuisance on its property. The public most affected is 
against this project. 

We are not against industry and progress. Indeed, progress is necessary and 
sometimes inconvenient. Progress advanced at the expense of the public, and which 
brushes aside public concerns with a cavalier attitude, as has happened here, is not 
acceptable. At the very least, the northern half of the right of way should be 
modified and moved inland to prevent the irreparable damage that the current 
route will cause. 

We urge that AAP be directed away from our towns and villages. 

Sincerely, 
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Kathleen Cort 
3603 S. W. Pitch Way 
Palm City, FL 34990 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.D. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

December 1, 1014 

I would like to go on record as opposing vehemently any plans to build a high-speed rail 
line through the middle of my community! Thirty-two trains a day, (plus the usual 
freight trains) disrupting traffic, inconveniencing the public, wasting fuel by idling 
hundreds of cars and trucks which have to stop repeatedly at railroad crossings to allow 
these trains to pass, is an abomination! And this doesn't even factor in the issues of 
emergency travel by first responders for medical emergencies. Our Primary hospital you 
may or may not be aware is EAST of the existing railroad tracks. 

We mostly all agree that mass transit would be a nice thing to have, but not at the 
expense of destroying vibrant town(s) along the South East Coast of Florida. Redirect 
the trains to unpopulated areas WEST of town or better yet, build an elevated train 
facility down the center parkway or adjacent to the I-95 Corridor, which would be the 
SMART thing to do. I am so distressed about this I am about to have a stroke. I am 75 
years old (a Native Floridian, originally from Miami) and thought I could retire and live 
out my remaining years in Palm City. Now, I guess we had better put our house on the 
market before the prices plummet, and move away. To where? I don't know, but clearly, 
Stuart, Jupiter, Vero Beach, Cocoa and places South are going to be ruined. I left Miami 
22 years ago because of the traffic, noise, crime and congestion. This was painful. Now 
you are doing it to me again and I'm ANGRY! 

Just for the record. I do not live in Stuart or near the railroad tracks, so I will not 
personally be affected by the noise that this increased rail traffic will cause. I will 
however, along with thousands of others, be negatively affected in a huge way when 
seeking medical attention or perhaps dining out at one of the many high-end restaurants 
east of said railroad tracks. 

You and I know, along with anyone else with half a brain, that this multiple train route 
being foisted on "We The People" is a Freight Line being rammed down our throats and 
it will forever change the quality of our lives both economically, physically and ~~:r::lya~ 
~\t:enCort 



John N. Castellucci 

2743 Southwest Glenmoor Way 

Palm City, Florida 34990 

2 December 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Rail Road Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 

W38-311 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Palm City, Florida is located in Martin County. It is just west of Stuart, Florida. 

Martin County is part of the Treasure Coast. St. Lucy County, Indian River County 

and Martin County comprise the coastline counties of the Treasure Coast. The 

Treasure Coast is about to be plundered and devastated. The main population 

centers are located on the Atlantic coast, predominantly in a narrow band which 

is about 15 miles wide. The west of this narrow band is what may be best termed 

central Florida. Central Florida is mainly agricultural and rural. Population is 

sparce. The region is given over to cattle ranches, sugarcane fields and other small 

agricultural enterprises. 

The rivers of the Treasure Coast generally flow from west to east and empty 
into the Atlantic Ocean. These rivers, mainly the St. Lucie and the Loxahatchee at 
their western headwaters comprise of narrow creeks and streams flowing through 
mainly flat farm land. These rivers become much more formidable in size and flow 
as they reach to within 10 miles of the Treasure Coast. Now, they gain markedly in 
width as they reach the coast. They also help to form long coastal lagoons and 
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finally gain the long, narrow barrier islands so famous for their beauty and popular 
ity as an attraction for habitation and ocean activities such as boating and fishing. 

Inland central Florida has an easy geographical situation for road and rail 
building. Land is flat, there are a few people to displace. These roadways and 
railways already exist and it would be eminently easy to expand to accommodate 
more road or rail activity. The rivers are narrow and are easy to bridge with shorter 
spans in a flat geographical situation. There are few existing highways going east 
and west in this part of Florida. They can be easily carried over the flat 
transportation network of road and rail where necessary. 

AAF is a Fruedian abbreviation for "All Aboard Florida". Let us tell it like it 
is. It is " All About Freight ". We citizens of Florida owe a debt of gratitude to 
Henry Flagler who built the Florida East Coast Railway with his own ingenuity 
and capital . The coastal railway did much to foster the development of a mosquito 
riven and a virtually unpopulated Peninsula to become the modem metropolis it is 
today. A coastline railroad was the order of the day to serve Florida which had 
previously depended only on boat traffic and a small military land track. He did 
what was needed then to build that railroad at the tum of the late 1800s. The track 
alignment was meant to serve many cities in coastal east Florida. Technology of 
the time and necessity of the economics of the railroad dictated it would bend and 
curve and cross the landscape touching many cities yet unborn. The cities in their 
nascent form were only small fishing camps and farm communities growing 
mainly pineapples. The tourist meccas of the time awaited the discovery of air 
conditioning, mosquito control and a population in motion. By 1895 the railroad 
trace in southeast Florida for the FEC was pretty much as it is today. By 1920 the 
railroad had extensions to Key West for anticipated freight and passenger traffic 
with the building of the Panama Canal in 1914. The railroad building, so arduously 
constructed, could not accurately foresee that boom in freight traffic from Key 
West would not happen. When a hurricane in 1925 devastated the island hopping 
engineering marvel it was not rebuilt . Economics and common sense were strong 
factors in the decision not to rebuild. 

This was the essence of the Florida East Coast railroad's business decision. The 
companies' personal money was a big factor in this decision. As in all decisions, 
good sense and prudence must prevail for a happy outcome. This concept of good 
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sense and prudence must prevail today. What was good idea 100 years ago needs 
modification, good planning and a need for current day assessment to keep up with 
the changing time in the last hundred years. There is no need to comment about 
changes that modem society has undergone. 

" If you have lemons, make lemonade". If you have owner ship of a railroad 
that needs to tum a profit for the shareholders, then the bottom line of positive 
income becomes the dominant factor for your continued existence. The Florida 
East Coast railway is owned as a subsidiary of a New York investment 
conglomerate under a name of Fortress Enterprises or some such. It is secretive 
about its plans and hides under the guise of not having to disclose their business 
plans because it is a private enterprise. A reprise, you have to pass the bill to see 
what is in it. These moguls have to prop up a need for their "lemon"i.e. the railroad 
for its continued existence. It is a ploy from the beginning of railroading , have 
government pay for their expansion and then the railroad reap the benefits in 
perpetuity. The government is something we have lost sight of in a sense that is 
We The People are the government. It is our money that is on the line for 
expansion as well as returning trips to the ever giving fountain so it can contribute 
more money to an enterprise that may be failing in a perceived public need for 
continuing monetary support. It's called subsidy, in a word. Haven't we been down 
this road before? 

I do not want to see my money go to waste. Does Florida indeed need 
upgrading of its freight transportation of the Florida East Coast railway in view of 
the expansion of the Panama Canal to accommodate super Panamax ships for the 
handling of containerized freight. These ships need an increased depth of port 
channels of water from the current 50 feet depth to about 52 feet. Many millions of 
public dollars will go for dredging of current port channels for added depth. The 
New York and New Jersey Port Authority is another example of poor application 
of common sense in having to raise bridges, namely the Bayonne Bridge between 
Staten Island and New Jersey, to give better port access to Newark and Elizabeth. I 
am getting too far afield. 

But, what's in it for me to fatten the wallets of Chinese exportation of products 
formally made by our now unemployed workers. The millions of containers to be 
off loaded in Florida are on their way someplace but are of little benefit to Florida. 
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I am happy to see more employment on the docks and highways of Florida but that 
has to be some consideration in common sense as to who pays for the " freight". 
Should I support a system from which I derive very little benefit but in so many 
areas but much liability? A scam is a good word to apply to what is happening 
here in Florida. FEC is spreading money about the landscape to politicians, 
lobbyists and lawyers. Make no mistake about that. What they are about to foist on 
the folks is great bottom line business greed in New York. 

Florida East Coast railway may fool some of the people some of the time. They 
really do not want to go into the passenger carrying railroad business. They were 
there in that busness for 50 odd years but cut out of business in 1987 because it 
was unprofitable. All passenger railways need government subsidies. Is it prudent 
to modernize the East Coast railway to fulfill practically nonexistent need to 
transport tourist passengers from Miami to Orlando? Amtrak is already in place 
doing that passenger business. Over the road, intercity buses using existing 
highways can do the job as well. Thirty two added passenger trains a day will 
cripple the lifestyle and quality of life we so much enjoy here, on the Treasure 
Coast. 

Let the railroad conflate its story about the need for high-speed passenger 
service. Let them not throw up the subterfuge of a possible station in Stuart or St. 
Lucie. The Treasure Coast does not need a station for practically no one to go 
practically anywhere. High-speed rail needs a fairly straight track run with a 
special roadbed. Rivers in downtown cities do not fit into that picture. 

I am not happy with putting a side story of the current Atntack run from 
Lorton, Virginia to Sanford in northern Florida. My wife and I took the train two 
years ago.The train literally hurtled through the night for at least three hours while 
was impossible to stand or sit without dire possibility of injury to life and limb. 
Amtrak does not have its own trackage for that run. It uses mainly rented CSX 
freight tracks for this passenger line. There were many switches and many curves. 
How the train stayed on the track is of cause for continuing wonder.I wrote a letter 
to the railroad and did not receive the courtesy of a reply. The same letter went to 
the Federal Railroad Administration. They did not reply either. 
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Freight tracks can not handle high-speed passenger trains with safety. The 
recent mishaps of rail traffic as in Spain or the Bronx, New York easily bring forth 
images of train hazards. An occurrence of significance could occur on the St. Lucie 
bridge and have downtown Stuart in the state of isolation. The medical facilities 
are on the east side of the current trackage. Some of the current freight trains can 
be up to 175 cars. This line of train could block many crossings and easily block 
access of one side of town from the other. The same situation would hold in 
Jupiter, Palm Beach, Port St. Lucie and other localities. 

Common sense would dictate the usefulness of a high-speed, dedicated track 
route but not through heart of the Treasure Coast. We will spend the money to 
enhance FEC's lemonade stand only to shortly discover the mistake we made with 
our money and have to do it again. So, do it once in the right place and be done 
with it. There is no time of the essence factor but let us not build a debacle in the 
first place. 

"All About Freight" is not in the interest of Treasure Coast residents. We 
choose to live here and keep it within our best interest by local control rather than 
the wants of the downtown boardroom who never will never have our needs as 
paramount. 

Sincerely, 

John N. Castellucci 
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October 27, 2014 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Regarding the All Aboard Florida proposed railroad from Miami to Orlando: 

From my residence in Palm City, I have been impacted in my travels to the city of Stuart (Florida East 

Coast crossing); the medical facilities at Martin Memorial Hospital as well. (the Monterey FEC crossing). 

Also, my trips to the beaches on Hutchison Island are impacted by the FEC crossing at Indian Street. In 

other words they are a problem in everyday living in this area. What All Aboard Florida does now jumps 

from inconvenience to destroying the benefits of living on the Treasure Coast. 

JohnC~ / 

231 SWMa~~ 

Palm City, Fl. 34990 



October 27, 2014 

John Winkle Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 

Room W38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Regarding Florida All Aboard Railroad proposed link from Miami to Orlando. 

From my house in Palm City I must cross Florida East Coast tracks to get to Martin Memorial Hospital, or 

I can go north to SR 76 to Stuart, again crossing the tracks of F.E.C. to get to the hospital. Many times in 

the past 5 years I have sat at Monterey Road waiting for 100+ freight cars to clear before proceeding to 

my destination . Please don't make a bad situation into a death situation. 

Palm City, Fl. 34990 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

8008 9th. Hole Drive 
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952 
November 18, 2014 

I am writing about our concerns with the proposed All Aboard Florida trains 
and the impact on our local communities. This project will have detrimental 
effects on many aspects of our population including our tourists, boaters, 
daily traffic delays, emergency personnel, not to mention the general 
quality of life issues. 

While it would be nice to have a high speed rail system from Miami to 
Orlando, this is not the way to get that accomplished. 

The train bridge over the St. Lucie River in Martin County takes 
approximately 20 minutes to open and close. Since there are no plans to 
double that track, the trains will be backed up through town waiting for the 
trains coming from the other direction to pass. What about Confusion 
Corner in downtown Stuart? First Street in downtown Stuart? Jensen 
Beach Blvd.? 

Another huge problem is the marine traffic issue with the bridge crossing 
the St. Lucie River. If the train bridge is in the down position for even the 
32 crossings, it will be closed for more than 1 O hours per day. REALLY? 
Would you bring your money, your boat, your yacht to this area to contend 
with that nonsense, or would you take your money elsewhere? The answer 
is obvious. This is unacceptable for our residents as well as our marine 
industries. The St Lucie Canal is the only crossstate canal system, which 
provides transportation for freight and pleasure crafts. 



I seriously believe that this is one of the greatest threats to our quality of 
life in Martin and St. Lucie County. Have you ever lived anywhere near a 
railroad? Our daughter and family live just two blocks away from the train 
tracks in Jensen Beach. I can tell you that when a train goes by, the house 
shakes. I can't even imagine what the additional train traffic will do and the 
negative impact it will have on families and homes all across the counties. 
If you think we have a problem with tourists now, just wait until the trains go 
through a zillion times a day and watch the exodus of tourists and boaters 
from our area. 

If you want to move people from Miami to Orlando, find an inland corridor. 
Leave our beautiful counties alone. We don't want the train ... 
ever .... ever .... ever!!!!! 

Sincerely, 

~~'C 4~ 
Ellen 

Martin Fox 

Concerned Citizens 



--'~INITY Connect: Compose 

Email Usage L 

C:, New Folder 

.- Folders 

.,.. .!, lnbox (134) 

t:4, Sent 

t) Drafts (1) 

t3 Spam 

- Trash 

PROMOTIONS 

http://web.mail.comcast.net/zimbra/h/search?si=O&so=O&sc=25067&sfi=5&st=message&pac ... 

Hi, roland.debiase@comcast.net Sign Out I My Acco unt xfin ity .com I Comcast. net I ? Help I Secur ity I Ask Comcast 

J 0% of 10 GB Flnd: I J in Email Search 

edit 

Email Voice Address Book Calendar Text Messaging Preferences Compose I 
II U Send f3 Cancel tJ· Save Draft 

" ~ aaf commrntsllhb.cm 

II To s~ /-( N uJ J t,) /11._r-1 / 
I (A) A-.5 ft I ,r)a-T0/11 

I-~ 

!}' Add Attachments Add Recipients 

F£J:>£./2..f/L (l /2 A-Dtrl · / J_ 0 {) N.J-:-° A-rh:': $ F 
D . C-. ;;)_D~qv I 

/o {) nJ l{) 32-31 

Show BcG 

i Subject: All aboard Fla. 

Ii Stop the trains, it will change the quality of our lives, just for them to make more money. 
· We all know they are not going thru this expense not just to make 2 RR stops. They are going 
' to make millions on freight. Do you even have a clue that the RR goes thru an entertainment 

area. Hundreds of people and children walking across-the tracks , cars crossing the tracks 
I especially when there is a special function going on. A play at the Lyric theatre, the 
. Pineapple Festival, a Ar t Show or Music by the river,. a music festival, I can go on and on. 
Ii You will be changing our lifestyle and our enviornment. The train goes right thru the downtown 
! area. This is called Confusion corner, can you imagine the confusion with more trains and 

freight trains. As it is when a freight goes thru there is a bottleneck because it is 15 cars 
or more.People have patience because it is only one freight train a day. This speed train and 
freights do not belong thru a city it belongs where there are less people and cars. Do you 
know that the train tracks are in the backyards of the people that live on Indian River Dr. 
The extra noise, the vibration their sanity, the air pollution. The last ins ult is that to 
subsidize a private project with our tax dollars when we don't want it. Did I mention the 
trains pass along So Ocean Blvd. The Martin Memorial Hosp. is right down the block.What is 
going to happen when ambulances have to get to the hospital? This RR has not been thought 
out, all they see is dollar signs before their eyes. Please listen to us and stop the All 
Aboard RR.Josephine and Roland DEBiase, 1672 se Porti ll o Rd., Pt St Locie, Fl 34952 
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John Winkle 
Fed. RRAdministration 
1200 New Jersey Ave S.E. Room W38~31 
Washington. D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

You are our last hope to stop the All Aboard Fl. RR. Please listen to us and help us stop this disgrace to 
our communties. No one else listened to us at the meetings. In Stuart,fl. 800 people showed up, We 
have the most to loose on the Treasure Coast. Downtown Stuart and Confusion Comer is the only 
Downtown in this area. Have you ever seen this area. It is at the edge of downtown Stuart where the 
trains run. It was so called confusion comer because even now, there is a lot of activity always going 
on. There are many activities always going on in town. Holloween parade ,hundreds of 
children,cars,Right now there is a Craft Fair, tomorrow a Beer F,est,Pineapple Festival, Dancing in the 
Street., Music Festivals. I can go on and on. Restaurant galore,, Hundreds of stores for shopping 
people everywhere. Do you think we want 32 speed trains wizzing thru the Treasure Coast and more 
Freight Trains stopping traffic, making more confusion than we have. One day we were stopped for a 
freight train ,We had to wait for 30 barges. It took us 20 min. to wait ,idling our cars making more 
pollution in the air. We had the patience because we figured it was only one time, how about when 
there is more and more freight going thru .. Consider the delays and fustration that will accompany this 
project. We normally have on anygiven day ,shoppers, people going and coming to restaurants. There is 
always traffic We believe this is there ultimate plan;to ship goods that is where the money is. The 
people park their cars right next to the train tracks. Do you think we need space taken up by another 
track.? I beg you to look at the area on a map. We cannot see how they even think about it. We went to 
the meetings, no one could speak, just put your letter in a box. We have already done that. They don't 
see the people who love this area and are willing to fight for it. All they see is dollar signs before their 
eyes. We need someone to fight for us and you are our only hope. 

800 people at he KaneCenter in Stuart, FL 
500 people in Pt. St. Lucie , Fl. Civic Center. St Lucie county will receive the impacts and no benefits. 
500 or more in Vero Beach,, Fl. it was more than 500 but they allowed 500 in. 

Up the block from Confusion comer is So. Ocean Blvd. The trains pass that street, up the street is our 
main hospital, Martin Memorial and many, many doctors also making car traffic. The worst part being, 
are the Ambulances and first responders who always accompany Ambulances to the accidents ,are they 
going to have to wait for the trains and the freight trains to pass first. This was not planned out 
correctly. You can fix this as the Fed. RR Admin. We have many waterways, with many, many people 
on the water in their boats. Businesses thrive with the tourists because of our water. Now they want to 
build more train tracks over the water. We are now still working on cleaning up our waters, and now 
this problem. If we oppose this project so muc~how dare they want to use federal and state money to 
support it. They have asked for a billion dollars dollars, I repeat a billion dollars. They talk about 
saving emissions by taking drivers offl95 but what about the idling at train stops 32 times a day and 
also stopping for freight trains In addition AAF will force Fl. Cities and towns already on tight budjects 
to foot the bill for quiet crossings and future maintences. Doesthis sound fair to you when we dont want 
it.? What I think will Happen, is that they will get their money, claim bankruptcy and leave us holding 
the bag. I am sorry for such a long letter, but this is my third to you and I am losing time. We are 
residents who will have to deal with this and feel deeply about their enviomment and their way of life. 
Please don't take it lightly as AAF does. Yours truly, Mr & Mrs.Roland DEBiase, 1672 SE Portillo Rd, 
Pt. St Lucie, Fl. roland.debiase@comcast.net 
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560 SW Indian Key Dr. 
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34986 

September 23, 2014 

Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Very few people on the Treasure Coast are "all aboard" for the planned trains through our area. In fact, the 
trains will be a debacle for residents, businesses, the hundreds of boats that would be held up by raised bridges, and 
Florida's fragile environment. 

Has anyone from the Federal Railroad Administration actually traveled on the tracks Florida East Coast Railway 
wants to use? Those tracks go right through many small, scenic towns, across several bridges, behind hundreds of 
homes, and cross dozens of roads. 

Consider this, please: 

);;,, Bridge closings, which will number dozens each day, will last 15 minutes. 
);;,, _The number of freight trains running through the Treasure Coast will continue to grow. 
);;,, Florida East Coast Railway, which would share the right of way with the proposed high-speed passenger 

service, currently runs an average of 14 trains a day between Miami and Jacksonville. By 2016, freight 
traffic would increase to 20 trains and would continue to grow 3 percent annually, according to the 
Environmental Impact Statement . 

);;,, All Aboard Florida, according to many reports, is a $2.25 billion sham, created to obtain a $1.6 billion 
federal loan in order to upgrade existing systems and add a second track from Miami to Cocoa, not to 
enable passenger service, but to upgrade infrastructure and enable FEC to run more freight trains. 

);;,, Everything "envisioned" by All Aboard will very negatively impact hundreds of acres, thousands of 
people, hundreds of businesses, and hundreds of boats that would be held up by bridges being raised 
because of trains; yet the railroad will have a "beneficial impact on freight operations," according to the 
Environmental Impact Statement . 

There are tracks available for All Aboard and Florida East Coast Railway already running through the middl e of 
Florida. Using those tracks would cause the least negative impact to the fewest people, no communities, no bridges, 
and Florida's fragile environment. Why aren't those tracks considered? I'm sure the answer is large profit for the 
railway on the backs of Americans taxpayers who are asked to fund a for-profit venture and Florida citizens who will 
receive absolutely no benefit from the railway. 

Sincerely, . . . 

. ~di<_ t.it~ 
Linda E. Crawford 

! •·ti I 

. ! 

lindaellis3@bellsouth .net . 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., 
Room West 38-311, 
Washington D. C. 20590 

December 1, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

You are doubtless aware of the disbelief and astonishment of citizens in our communities that 
such a disastrous proposal as is being put forward by the Florida East Coast Railway, and its parent, 
Fortress Investment Group should be visited upon our area. This proposal, under the transparently 
deceptive name of "All Aboard Florida" is being billed as a "high-speed passenger rail service." This is a 
canard, and - lest you harbor the least illusion that Florida residents do not recognize this for what it is -
may I go on record to assure you that we are not being fooled. 

We understand that AAF cannot be profitable running passenger rail service, since there is no 
passenger rail service in the world that is not subsidized in some way. Therefore, we know that AAF will 
undoubtedly be running freight, probably toxic freight, and that it therefore will not be high speed. It 
goes without saying that since there are no planned station stops along the Treasure Coast, this 
proposal will provide us no service whatsoever. 

What it will provide our area is un-measurable liability and risk - not to mention that the threat 
of AAF is already impacting real estate values. 

Since I am stating nothing that you don't already know, the real question is: what is the pay-off 
to your agency for standing impotently by, folding your arms, and taking the position that AAF is an 
inevitability? When I attended the "public information meeting" here in Port St Lucie on November 6, I 
was given the distinct impression that FRA had no authority to stop, delay, or even modify the plans 
being pursued by FEC. Is this true? Is it possible that the government agencies which we fund with our 
tax dollars are nothing more than sham decoys, meant to give the illusion of oversight? 

If there is a vestige of functional merit yet left to the FRA, I encourage you to bring whatever 
tools at your disposal to force FEC and FIG to change their route plans, so that coastal communities 
which survive substantially because of their attractiveness to tourists, are not turned into a freight 
corridor. We can confidently say that permitting AAF to pursue its current course does not represent a 
sound economic, political, nor ecological decision. There is every reason to stop it now. 

A copy of this letter is being forwarded to the editorial board of Scripps Treasure Coast 
Newspapers, and both Florida senators. 

Yours truly, ... 

Art~tfo m1 (-f?/11\J'V 

j 

Port St. Lucie, FL 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Raymond J. Jones 
18439 NW 9 Street 
Pembroke Pines, Florida 33029 

October 21, 2014 

All Aboard Florida / Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS) Comment Period 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing you to show my support for the proposed Private Sector, All Aboard Florida intercity 

passenger rail service being proposed by Florida East Coast Industries to operate between Orlando and 

Miami. I am a resident of Pembroke Pines, Florida and was born and raised in South Florida. This project 

has the potential of improving our State, increasing revenues and reducing vehicular traffic on our 

crowded highways and adds jobs for our residents. 

All Aboard Florida will add nearly $3.5 billion in GDP to the state of Florida's economy. In addition, over 

the next eight years the project will generate an estimated $2 billion in labor income and over $600 

million in tax revenues for Federal, State, and Local governments. 

Beyond the economic benefit, a significant number of jobs will be generated. During the first two years 
of rail-line construction (between 2014 and 2016) the project is expected to create more than 10,000 
jobs on average per year. Beyond 2016 construction and operations of the rail-line and transit
orientated development (TOD) will support an estimated 5,000 jobs annually through 2021. Once 
construction is complete the rail-line and TOD operations will support over 2,000 permanent jobs. 

All Aboard Florida will connect Miami and Orlando in just under three hours with intermediate stops in 
Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. The project will represent for the State two complementary 
businesses - passenger rail service and millions of square feet of transit-oriented development, 
including a mix of hospitality, commercial and residential, surrounding the proposed three South Florida 
stations. 

All Aboard Florida passenger rail system is of significant importance to the State of Florida's economic 
development and to all of the regions serviced by the multimodal mass transportation. The benefits 
accrued to the State and to the counties serviced along the corridor go well beyond the quantifications 
of economic impact by encouraging further business development and providing support to key Florida 
industries such as travel and hospitality, while also improving the mobility of the labor force. 



In addition to job creation and the significant tax revenues the project will generate, All Aboard Florida 
will serve the transportation needs of the 9 million residents along the corridor, along with the 50 
million who already travel between and within the project's planned route on an annual basis. 
Additional positive impacts generated by the project include : 

• Enhancing Florida's infrastructure resources. Through private investment, All Aboard Florida 
passenger service will increase the efficiency of, and enhance and improve the existing rail 
corridor established by Henry Flagler a century ago. 

• Relief for the region's roads and environment. The service will remove approximately 3 million 
vehicles annually from Florida roads, resulting in less traffic congestion; a decrease in green gas 
emissions and fuel consumption; and a reduction for taxpayer funding to build and maintain 
already challenged road systems. 

• Revitalization for South Florida's downtown centers. The project will bring revitalization to the 
urban cores of Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, as each downtown station 
location serves as a hub for optimum connectivity to area shopping , dining, hotels and 
attractions, fueling growth and catalyzing the urban regeneration of each city . 

• Increased tourism within the State. With visitors to Florida expected to reach 100 million, and 6 
million new residents to the State expected by 2020, All Aboard Florida will connect four large 
tourist destinations and population centers, offering an easy, convenient and comfortable 
solution to moving more people within Central and South Florida. 

The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the 
regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019. The Project would also have 
beneficial environmental effects, such as traffic diversion from 1-95 and other highways, economic 
growth, air quality improvements and energy consumption improvements during operation . 
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Federal Railroad Administration 
United States Coast Guard 

Charles J Thayer 
702 SW Falcon Street 
Palm City, FL 34990 

November 3, 2014 

USCG: Require FEC To Share The Waterways & Protect 18.000 Marine Jobs! 

I was disappointed that the Stuart FRA Public Meeting was actually a 'sales pitch' by AAF 
rather than a meaningful discussion of the potential impact of the combined five-fold 
increase in passenger and freight traffic across our waterways. 

[1] My discussion with the AAF Consultant concerning AAF's proposed mitigated time for 
a AAF bridge cycle [15 minutes] actually confirmed my calculations that our waterways 
would be closed to navigation during daylight hours. 

He stated that 2 passenger trains per hour [32 per day] would only close the bridge for 
30 minutes per hour [rather than 40 minutes with the current cycle]; but when I asked 
about the proposed increase in freight traffic [10 to 20 per day] he said; "that's not us". 

The St Lucie waterway bridge is used by both AAF and FEC and one [1] freight train per 
hour would close the waterways to navigation for another 26 minutes [FEC's own data] 
per hour; our waterway would be closed a total of 56 minutes per daylight hour. 

[2] Keith Quan, AAF Consultant, acknowledged that he wrote the simulation model 
[projected on a video screen] that predicted 58% of all vessels would have zero wait 
time each hour. When I viewed his simulation model on the screen it exposed several 
significant input errors and I certainly hope the USCG takes time to analyze it; 

• Boats do not line up 'bumper to bumper' like train cars to wait for the RR Bridge to 
open - several boat lengths between boats are required for safe passage. 

• Keith's simulation has inbound and outbound vessels passing one another between 
the three bridges - not safe with wind and currents for vessels of any size. 

• Keith's simulation is based on vessels clearing the RR Bridge in 5 to 6 seconds rather 
than the amount of time [3 minutes] required for the lead single file vessel to safely 
clear all three bridges [Roosevelt, FEC Bridge & USl Bridge] at idle speed. 

Keith acknowledged he had never actually been through our St Lucie bridges by boat. I 
gave him my card and invited him to join us on our boat to go through the St Lucie 
bridges so he could better understand why his model is not accurate. 
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I am writing you this letter in hopes that you will take a close look at the impact of the increase of 

All Aboard's plan to provide passenger train service from Miami to Orlando will have. As a Real 

Estate Broker in Martin County for the past 30 years, we have already seen a chilling negative 

effect tq waterfrqnt property values west of the Roosevelt bridge over the St. Lucie River here in 

Stuart and particularly in the Palm City waterfront communities of Lighthouse Point, Seagate 

Harbor ahd Palm Cove and most of the waterfront properties to the south along the Okeechobee 

Waterway. 

I also a ~old 10q ton Masters license and currently drive dive boats out of Stuart and Jupiter. One 

of the boats I operate is for Jupiter Dive Center and the boat is docked west of the railroad on the 

Loxahatchee Waterway. Almost without fail I have to wait 10 minutes before the train arrives and 

several minutes after the train passes to allow time for the railroad bridge to complete its open 

and close cycle. The usual wait is around 20 minutes as is the cycle period for the Roosevelt 

railroad bridge in Stuart. In the event All Aboard Florida is allowed to add 2-3 passenger trains per 

hour and the cycle period is 15-20 minutes per cycle at both railroad bridges, that will pretty 

much eliminate all boat traffic at Jupiter-Tequesta and here in Stuart. 

Not only is this going to be a "taking" of homeowners rights but will result in a direct devaluation 

of waterfront property that transitions the waterway on the Loxahatchee River and the St. Lucie 

River/ Okeechobee Waterway. I can't predict the impact to all of the Marine Industries monetarily 

but I suspect it will be considerable . 

Thank you for consideration on this matter and I look forward to any planned public hearings to 

be held in Martin County. 

SincJJ~ ~ 
Capt. Dan Brady, cc1M, c~ 

PS: email: AAF _Comments@uhb .com 

www .WaterPointeRealty.com 
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Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room 
W38-31, Washington,DC 20590 
Attn; John Winkie 

Carl St. Philip 
1919 SW Little Oak Trail 
Palm City Fl. 34990 

772-223-1469 

Dear John, I know with the widening of the Panama canal,that there has to be a way to move 
freight north. Even thou a ship could stop in Jacksonville or Charleston, we are dealing with it 
stopping in Miami. There is so much to deal with along the east coast, why not run it in the center 
of the state along side the turnpike? The bridge in Stuart is over 100 years old and will not be able 
to take that much traffic. I am a boater and have waited for 50 minuates for 1 train to pass.How 
are you going to move 3 trains an hour? 

Sincerly, 
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SANDHILL COVE RESIDENTS COUNCIL 

John Winkle, Director 
Federal Railway Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. Rm. 38-311 
Washington DC 20590 

Dear Director Winkle, 

Sandhill Cove Retirement Living is a community of retirement age residents in Palm City, Florida. 
We are located approximately five miles :from Martin Memorial Hospital, the closest medical facility 
for our residents. To reach the hospital, it is necessary to cross a single track rail line operated by the 
Florida East Coast Railroad . When trains are passing, the delay is lengthy and presents a definite 
hazard to the health and safety of patients in need of immediate medical attention. 

We are forwarding a petition signed by many of our residents strongly objecting to the All Aboard 
Florida [ AAF] proposal to add passenger trains to those already running. We ask for your rejection 
of this proposal. There are many more reasons for rejection of this project, but none that affect the 
health and safety of so many people of Sandhill Cove and the Treasure Coast area of Florida. 

Thank you for your attention and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Sandhill Cove Residents Council 

a- f?ett/JL:e 
u?o'~. O'Neil 

1 

President 
1211 SW Shoreline Dr. Apt. 1103 
Palm City, FL 34990 



Florida Not All Aboard Petition 

To: 
John Winkle, Director 
Federal Railway Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave Rm. W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

From: 
John O'Neil, Residents' Council President 
Sandhill Cove Retirement Living 
1500 SW Capri Street 
Palm City, Florida 34990 

The undersigned residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living strongly object to the proposal 
of All Aboard Florida (AAF) to provide passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando. 
The negative impact of the addition of the 16 round-trip trains (32 trains total per day) on 
health, safety, traffic operations, economic, fiscal, environmental and quality of life on Sandhill 
Cove residents-indeed on all Treasure Coast residents-would be serious and significant. 

Our most profound objections are in the area of access to Martin Memorial Hospital North. 
Fifty-two closures per day (32 passenger trains plus 20 freight trains) can impose a significantly 
negative impact on emergency vehicles, patients, and on-call physicians traveling to our 
community hospitals. For Patients being transported by ground or water for cardiac, stroke, 
neurological, OB, respiratory problems, even a slight delay in reaching critical services can 
result in adverse outcomes and possibly death. There are many other major concerns including 
the ability of AAF to pay back the 1.6 billion dollar federal loan at a time when more and more 
passengers rail service throughout the United States require federal or local subsidies to survive. 

Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living 

Printed Name Signature. . Address · Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

Printed Name Signature Address Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

Printed Name Signature Address Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

Printed NaIDe Signature Address Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

Printed Name Signature Address Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

Printed Name Signature Address Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

P:rinted Name· · Addt"ess · · · Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 
. . .· 

. · · . Printed Name 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

· · .. Pd11ted Name ·. · Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 

Printed Name Signature Address· · Date 
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Residents of Sandhill Cove Retirement Living - Continued 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E.Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

November 3, 2014 

I want you to see the comments below from Congressman Murphy about 
All Aboard Florida. We fully agree with him, as this is not the place for a HIGH STEED train 
to be running thru our communities at 110 MPH. 

"Thank you for submitting comments regarding the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental 
Impact Study (EIS). Your participation is important, and I value hearing your concerns. As you 
know, comments may be submitted through December 3, 2014. 

Like you, I oppose All Aboard Florida (AAF) due to the serious threats it poses to the economy, 
public safety, and quality oflife across the Treasure Coast and Palm Beaches, as well as its risky 
use of unsecured taxpayer dollars. AAF would cause emergency vehicle delays, create traffic 
jams, raise noise pollution, and block waterways along hundreds of miles of tracks to the 
detriment of the marine industry and real estate values. In addition, AAF may force Florida 
towns and cities on already-tight budgets to foot the bill for quiet crossings and future 
maintenance. 

As more information regarding the pending project slowly surfaces, the more serious these 
concerns become . That is why I have worked to have our communities' concerns heard by 
federal and state officials, as well as AAF, and have opposed the use of federal or state funds in 
support of this project. As your elected representative, I am committed to fighting at the federal 
level against AAF, and believe it is important to unite as a community and make our voices 
heard. Your comments regarding the draft EIS are a vital part of the discussion, and I thank you 
for sharing them. To stay up to date on AAF and other issues affecting our communities, I urge 
you to sign up here for my e-newsletter. Thank you for standing up for our way oflife here on 
the Treasure Coast and Palm Beaches. I am honored to serve you." 

Sincerely, 

Patrick E. Murphy 

MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The majority of people along the coast where the train is proposed are against the 
passenger train route. We put up with the freight trains 14+ time a day and for many 
reasons such as our safety, health travel, noise, vibration and speed of trains. 
Please do not approve of this passenger train route. 

Your truly, 
Jack & Nancy Sailer 
1111 SW 5th Terra 
Palm City, FL 34 0-1701 



JACK SAILER 1111 S.W. 5th Terrace 
Palm City, FL 34990-170 I 

John Winkle September 27, 2014 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

Please stop this All Aboard Florida. 
According to your report: 

"At some locations, more than three trains per hour are scheduled and greater percentages of those hours would 
operate under unacceptable levels of service," the report states. 

The report estimates it takes 2.6 minutes for an 8,150-foot -long freight train traveling 51 mph to go through a 
crossing. Officials estimate it will take a 725- to 900-foot -long passenger train traveling 93 mph 51 seconds to pass 
through a crossing. Though the passenger trains will move faster than existing freight trains, there will be more 
passenger trains moving through railroad crossings. 

Total daily train crossings would grow from 10 in 2013 to at least 42 when All Aboard begins service, growing total 
weekday closing time from four hours to 9.8 hours, and total weekend closures from 2.7 hours to 7.6 hours . 

Whether or not All Aboard Florida becomes reality, freight traffic along the corridor will increase from about 14 trains 
a day now to 20 by 2016, with a 3 percent annual increase after that, according to the report. 

The report projected no "substantial increase in the length of time for any single closing," and "no adverse impact to 
marine jobs, economic growth or development." 

I live within view of the St. Lucie RR Bridge for over 42 years and have seen the tie up in 
boat traffic many times. Your report does not take in consideration the length of time the 
Old Roosevelt Bridge is closed. It will not open for boat traffic if the RR Bridge is going to 
open in a few minutes (sometime as long as 20 minutes). Then after the RR Bridge is back 
down, then the Roosevelt will begin the process of starting to open. 
I have seen boats wait as long as 55 minutes to go thru. 

On June 17, 2014, I saw the following: RR Bridge goes down 
Long North Bound Train 
Train continues till 
Short South Bound Train 
South Bound clears 
RR Bridge goes up 
Roosevelt Bridge goes up 

6:29 am 
7:00 am 
7:07 am 
7:16 am 
7:19 am 
7:20 am 
7:24 am 

This happens with only 14 freight trains, now they want to add 32 passenger trains a day 
for the RR Bridge to close for boat traffic, and the Roosevelt Bridge to stay down. 

These passenger trains being proposed needs to be located out west, where it will not go 
thru all these coastal towns and cross the many rivers. 

Phone 7 7 2 -2 8 7-6 6 9 2 



GERALD M. WARD, P.E. 
Consulting Engineer 

Coastal - Environmental 
P.O. Box 10441 

Riviera Beach , Florida 33419 
561/863-1215 

wardgm @gate.net 
Office Location: 
2135 Broadway , #5 
Riviera Beach, Florida 33404 

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS and EMAIL: AAF _comments@vhb .com 
7720 4118 8102 02 December 2014 
Federal Rail Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Washington , D.C. 20590 
Attn: John Winkl e, W38-311 

7720 5024 3549 

/ 
Council on Environmental Quality 
722 Jackson Place 
Washington, D.C. 20503 
Attn: Michael Boots , Chief of Staff 

Re : DRAFT ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACT ST A TEMENT 
All Aboard Florida -Orlando to Miami , Florida 
Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Gentlemen: 

We became aware of the proposal to reestablish intercity rail service from Miami to Cocoa (w/o 
stop). and then build a new rail lirie to Orlando ( 40 miles) in latter August 2012. It was touted as 
"a purely" private rail line which did not trigger my thoughts of regulatory actions. Even in 
early 2013 when an environmental assessment was being converted to a Finding of No 
Significant Impact for the Miami to West Palm Beach segment we were unaware of the 
significance because of the "piecemeal " approach for approvals being taken by Florida East 
Coast Industries and it's All Aboard Florida , LLC. 

SCOPING : Yes , on April 15, 2012 the publication occurred of a Notice oflntent which then 
resulted in an Agency Scoping meeting 1 May 2013 for which no Palm Beach County 
governments attended including the locally headquartered 16 county South Florida Water 
Management District which has prime regulatory responsibility for environmental permitting in 
almost all of the length of the track to Orlando McCoy Airport. 



Page 2 
Re: DRAFT ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACT STATEMENT 

All Aboard Florida -Orlando to Miami, Florida 
Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

2 December 2014 

Public Scoping occurred with five Scoping meetings "following publication of advertisements in 
local newspapers". Note on page 5 & 6 of the VHB, Inc. half inch thick report dated June 28, 
2013 that of the eleven advertisement insertions (twice each except two) that five of the 
publications were in a foreign language. This is America and English is our language! 
Newspaper insertions are certainly a means to avoid public knowledge, particularly for user 
groups interfacing with the railroad! 

The Palm Beach County meeting 7 May 2013 was not held in a notable public assembly facility. 
Locally based agencies such as the Florida Inland Navigation District, Jupiter Inlet District and 
South Florida Water Management District interfacing with the FEC railroad were unaware of the 
meeting. What is even worse is that only five federal agencies ultimately submitted written 
comments (page 7 of the Scoping Repmi), 

Regardless, at least two attendees of the Public Scoping Meetings did raise on point issues 
relating to obstructive railroad bridges and including bridge clearances requiring modifications 
(See 2.4.9, page 15 of the Scoping Report). These issues are poorly or not addressed in the 
DEIS because of the Alternatives deficiencies resulting in the applicant and/or the consultant 
(VHB) structuring Alternatives as extremely limited or nil for the N-S Corridor(sic). 

The reason this DEIS is so poor goes to the Scoping and limited Alternatives. We suggest the 
FRA require re-Scoping. A further revised DEIS would then be published to fully vet the issues 
of routes, bridges and stations. Selection of another route would likely eliminate the Station 
controversy as well as most bridge controversies. Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives (Page S-7) 
clearly shows the "lack" of Alternatives! What action is FRA going to take on a Re-Scoping? 

NEPA REGULATION COMPLIANCE: As a person responsible for numerous Environmental 
Assessments and a number of Environmental Impact Statements over the last four and half 
decades I am appreciative of the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations. CEQ has just 
about a half dozen Parts to their regulations in large type, only one of which is into double digit 
pages which is Pati 1502 Environmental Impact Statement of just eleven pages. 

Section 1502. 7 sets Page Limits! This is a limited width linear facility which seems quite 
simple or such should normally be less than 150 pages for the four paragraphs restricted! 
Instead this DEIS has some 380 pages. Now the regulation goes on to say if this proposal was 
of "unusual scope or complexity" these paragraphs should be normally less than 300 pages! A 
train track in this world is not "unusual"!!! FRA (and the USCG) has established considerable 
regulations, so we see nil "complexity"!!!! As such the FRA oversight should have rejected 
the excessive verbiage and required rewrite. 



Page 3 
Re: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

All Aboard Florida -Orlando to Miami, Florida 
Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

2 December 2014 

(Now in the 26 September 2013 meeting facilitated by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning 
Council in Jupiter, the DEIS was expected to be released by the end of 2013 ! Its ultimate 
release was% year later! With public perception getting worse each day, we can only assume 
that FRA's oversight was colored by time (See 1502.5 Timing).) 

We note that even the Summary which is specified "will not normally exceed 15 pages" is 24 
pages. Even the List of Preparers is specified ( 1502.17) as "normally the list will not exceed 
two pages." This DEIS has six pages (granted one is blank)!!! 

The DEIS when and if converted to a FEIS is an "action forcing" document to last for years as 
guidance to the agency(s) and the implementers. This document amasses needless detail 
apparently to cover up the real issues. The only action for FRA is to send back to the 
FECI/ AAF to develop a document consistent with the CEQ Regulations (Parts 1500-6). All 
parties to the EIS need to read and remember the provisions of these CEQ Regulations. As we 
suggested earlier probably the most efficient process would be to Re-Scope with adequate notice 
to agencies and the public. FRA would then set strict time limits for return of a Revised DEIS 
to the public. 

HOW TO READ THIS DOCUMENT: This title (pages xiv to xvii (4 pages)) caught my 
attention and ultimately close reading. In reality, the four pages explain the authors apparently 
knew the correct way to write and document an EIS! Why was such not followed? Why did 
not FRA enforce its own regulations adopting the CEQ Regulations? 

TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL: At that entity's 21 November 
2014 Regular Meeting, the Board rendered a 30 some page report which we expect you will 
answer and incorporate for them and me most all of that government's opinions into a revised 
DEIS. This is another higher level government that was left out of your Scoping Process! 

US ARMY: The Public Notice Comment period of Regulatory Functions ends with this DEIS 
comment period. Federal environmental permitting should not be ignored, however, I do not 
have time to respond to the Corps. I do note that the Cocoa Office of the Jacksonville District 
Engineer Corps of Engineers understands the broadness of its permitting. Coordination needs to 
occur by FRA to assure that whatever final documentation results, fits multi-jurisdictions. 

US COAST GUARD: On 1 December 2014, the Commander District 7 Miami closed receipt of 
comments and recommendations for public thoughts and requests on the three movable bridges 
on the existing FEC system subject of this DEIS. Each movable span bridge has serious 
unreasonably obstructive features which are now to be addressed. Yes, railroads again 
obtained fiscal provisions from Congress in 1940 that can solve the obstructions. Yet, this DEIS 
must address in its documentation resolve of each of these bridges obstruction problems. 



Page4 
Re : DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

All Aboard Florida -Orlando to Miami, Florida 
Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

2 December 2014 

FRA - OFFICE OF RAIL SAFETY: One more reason for returning this EIS to first, the Re
Scoping Process is the work evidenced by your agency in rendering reports on 20 March 2014 
and 23 September 2014 signed by Frank A. Fey, General Engineer. These types ofreports 
demonstrate why this country has a Federal Rail Administration . FRA needs to incorporate this 
material into the next DEIS. 

As a person that has traveled high speed rail in Europe beginning in the latter 1980s, Japan in the 
1990s. and China this century for many thousand kilometers, I suggest this funding application is 
less for "intercity passenger rail" than it is for funding work on an over century old freight 
railroad . The next DEIS needs to clearly discuss why grade separations are not the norm versus 
at grade or attempting to continue obstructing navigation . 

Lastly more than one folk has read this massive DEIS missive as a "motherhood and apple pie" 
document! Unless FRA administration takes action to initiate revisions , re-notice and public 
review , we suggest that judicial review will occur after FRA has complied with 1500.3. 

1403FRAAAFDEIS1 
Cc : Patrick Murphy , J 8TH Congress District - Florida 



Peter R. Worch 
1585 SE Prestwick Lane 

Port Saint Lucie, FL 34952 

9 November 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: Proposed All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I wish to register strong opposition to the proposed routing of the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger 
Rail system. I base my opposition on safety, effect on business, and effects on the well-being of our 
citizens. 

Safety: 
It is beyond belief that those who would approve the current routing have visited the cities of Stuart, 
Jensen Beach, and Fort Pierce and the tracks such a train service would follow. All three have in-grade 
crossings in prime vehicular and pedestrian traffic routes. 

Stuart- the current tracks pass directly through the Old Town district with major vehicle and 
pedestrian traffic congestion already, due to the popularity of this historic area fo residents and 
tourists alike. Moreover, when passing, the train would block the road accessing South Hutchison 
Island 'stopping regular and emergency traffic. The next island access is 6 miles north. 

Jensen Beach - Once again, the prime tourist attractions of restaurants, shops, and walkways are 
affected. For example, this weekend is the Pineapple Festival in Jensen Beach. The tracks pass 
through a critical traffic circle and within 50 feet of the festival attractions. Again, the passing of a 
train blocks access to South Hutchison Island and any emergency vehicle attempting to respond. 
The next island access is 11 to the north. 

Fort Pierce - The tracks pass through the primary historic (tourist) district at the center of Fort 
Pierce. A passing train blocks the only alternate access to South Hutchison Island within 11 miles 
and the only other access to North Hutchison Island within 12 miles. 

Effect on Business: 
The businesses in all three cities would clearly be adversely affected. Shoppers will not stand for the 
frequent delays. They will shop elsewhere! 

Effect On The Well-Being Of Our Citizens: 
The current routing plan creates no economic advantage to our area, creates significant safety issues 
and substantial costs to all counties impacted. This appears on all levels to be an ill-conceived project 
routing reaping no benefits to our communities, given that there will be no local train stops. Alternate 
routing through central Florida would be safer and provide shorter travel times for the rail service. 

Please travel this route through these cities yourself. I am sure you will rethink the route! 

~~ 
Peter R. Worch 





To John Winkle 
Oct.19,2014 

Dear Mr. Wmkle, 
I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida railway expansion through our communities. It will severely 
impact the quality of life in our area. I believe it will put our people at risk in delaying emergency 
vehicles. There are far better alternatives. Thirty-two high speed trains a day makes no sense. 
I also believe that it is not the primary reason for the expansion of the railway. 
Please be aware that many of us oppose this expansion. 
Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns. 

Sincerely, 
Rose Marie Von Seelen 
1622 SE Shelbumie Way 
Port St Lucie, Florida 34952 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

September 20, 2014 

I would like to take this time to protest the proposed location for the All Aboard Florida Railway, 

particularly in St. Lucie County, FL/ Historical Downtown Fort Pierce. If approved this would have a 

negative cultural impact on this area. I've been a St. Lucie County resident for 28 years and hope the 

railway can understand the importance of our local history. The mass transit line would impose a more 

developed and modern feel that would change the appearance and traditional vibe of our area. 

Myself and many of my neighbors feel the proposed transit location is not in tune with our South Florida 

atmosphere. These coastal areas along the Treasure Coast have a preserved and soothing nature about 

them. I feel the All Aboard Florida Railway should be located west of town in the industrial area. 

Thank you for your time, 

Simone Simone of St. Lucie County, FL. 

J.~'2. ;v6 Summer 7< cl 
Pot-r ~r Luc1ti pe_, 3'-l 1FJ3 



John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. Room W38-31 l 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Subject: Response to the All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Study 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

November 17, 2014 

James R. Short 
161 NE Caprona Avenue 
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34983 

I am a diligent voter, a disabled Vietnam Veteran, a retired project manager, and a pro-active senior citizen just 
to let you know that I am a thought-provoking and involved individual. To that, I am hopeful that you 
understand and appreciate the collective input of all Treasure Coast and Space Coast residents in the ever 
growing filltiAll Aboard Florida citizen movement. Know that an extreme populace of voters are keenl_y tuned 
in to the negative aspects of this proposed high speed rail venture. The pristine and economically fledging 
coastal regions of Florida's coastal regions anxiously awaits your thoughtful probe of this venture that seeks a 
green light and GAO funding through the FRA organization! Please stop this effort now! We just can't allow 
this train expansion to happen since we know that most if not all high speed rail systems in the United States 
have failed time and again to be self-supporting. We see All Aboard Florida as seeking federal funding to 
upgrade their existing infrastructure for high speed rail service including improvements for their parent 
company's (Fortress Investment Group) containerized shipping business respective to the current Panama Canal 
expansion. We are not easily fooled by All Aboard Florida's statements that they want to offer a safe and 
efficient alternative to automobile travel on congested highway corridors and adding transportation capacity on 
Interstate 95. Most citizens will not use a high speed rail system as it will be an expensive form of travel 
requiring car rental at the end stops! I believe that the wolf in sheep's clothing is that it is more about 
improving the FEC infrastructure to allow the voluminous increase in their containerized shipping business. I 
would like All Aboard Florida to expose their proposed ridership projections for the passenger service and for 
you to extend the time for evaluating the environmental impact study since it was completed by consultants 
hired by All Aboard Florida. To allow them to get away with not using an unbiased consultant is wrong and 
the EIS should either be thrown out or the public given an extended time to do a thorough review and a 
comment period. Seventy-five days for public review is just not enough for all of this to be properly dissected 
on a 5 5 2 page report. 

It's important and curious to note that the All Aboard Florida business plan was denied a look-see from the eyes 
of the Florida media and citizens et-Al who wish to study the validity of their proposed ridership numbers. The 
reason for their secrecy is that they don't want to divulge the privacy of their business plan! Is that fair from 
your perspective to deny the public the right to know what they don't want us to know? Having said that, I ask 
where is the required transparency of this company to the public view? And, to which competitors is All 
Aboard Florida fearful of giving away "competitive insider information? AAF has not been straight forward 
with the public, the FRA, and the media. There was no question & answer session at the recent public FRA 
meetings in all of the coastal regions. Why did the forum silence the attendees from being heard and receive 
answers? I think that the whole process of not the All Aboard Florida management to not sit and discuss all the 
ramifications of their proposals was wrong, short-sighted, and purposeful! They must have something to hide, 
don't you think that to be so? It is amazing that this company won't provide transparency for public access to 
their business plan to the very people that they are most wanting to seriously affect with their rail service. It is 
important that you grasp the issue that All Aboard Florida has taken measures to ensure that vital information 
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from the public. 

November 17, 2014 

James R. Short 
161 NE Caprona Avenue 
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34983 

We the people of the Treasure and Space Coasts see this private venture as a ~~ry daI?n~ng effort to ru~ t~irty
two 110 mph passenger trains through our road crossings, bedroom communities, pnstme wetlan~s/~ildltfe 
sanctuaries, and our fledging long suffering business districts. This is to t~e detriment of a_ll funct1onmg ~raffic 
entities including pedestrians, automobile passenger trav~l, ambulance/poh~e/fire re~cue(d~saster evac~atlon 
(St. Lucie Nuclear Plant), and our marine traffic flow. It 1s more than a tragic scenario, 1t 1s a tragedy m the 
making aiming to create an impact that will devastate our Florida Coastal regions forever! 
It was recently stated in the Opinion section of the St. Lucie News Tribune that it would make more sense to 
have the HSR service directed away from the massive opposition surfacing in the coastal regions and to forge 
an agreement to use the tracks west of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and Brevard counties to avoid all of the 
misgivings that will be manifested by approving this imposing plan. I would even like to suggest yet another 
avenue for this rail service with the thought of a new rail abutting the Florida Turnpike where there is ample 
room and where it causes no intrusion to the pristine coastal areas. Does it not make sense that the better 
alternative to the mass objection to this rail system is to move it through another route? Is Florida's beauty and 
tourist-desirable areas not worth keeping up to it's current standards. Think of this, it has taken decades and 
massive funding for our coastal regions to build communities that are desirable to tourists as a means of 
sustaining tourist related businesses, raising bed-taxes for constant improvements for infrastructure, and all of 
the functions necessary to make these areas magnets for tourists. Why should anyone want to destroy domestic 
products that has taken a lifetime to build in these communities? These are the building blocks of what sustains 
us as a community. 

I just read an article in the October 8th St. Lucie News Tribune that All Aboard Florida is now seeking private 
money in financing to replace the $1.6B federal loan request. In light of that improbable development, 
shouldn't you query them and state that their change in funding source is accepted by your agency in lieu of any 
possible OMB loan. They can then seek private funding if they wish, as we citizens of the coastal cities being 
targeted by AAF feel that if they receive the government loan, they are more likely than not to ever pay it back. 
That scenario can't be allowed to ever occur! All Aboard Florida proposes to be the first Passenger Rail Service 
to come on the American scene since 1971 where the government-subsidized Amtrak took over passenger train 
operations nationally. We know that passenger rail service does not, has not, and historically will not pay the 
bills as has been the case nationally for as far back as the eye can see! The taxpayers are already over-taxed, 
rife with debt, and have a heavy burden to make ends meet. We see this high speed rail system as being a threat 
to the taxpayers by the foreboding reality and high probability of requiring future taxpayer subsidizing. Simply 
said, we the public, don't want to own a Passenger Rail Service as collateral on a failed venture. I must ask you 
to please exercise this thought ..... Why on God's green earth, would a company put their trains, rails, and the 
passenger service as collateral knowing that passenger rail service is and has been unsustainable? It is more 
than curious that All Aboard Florida even throws that out as bait to the Public and the FRA. It has the feel that 
even they don't think the high speed rail service will be sustainable. Since they are likely not able to pay back 
the loan, they can still use a portion of the loan to build infrastructure for their containerized shipping rails 
which is not the intended plan for AAF's high speed rail system. Money that won't be paid back to the GAO 
will surely fall neatly in the hands of the parent company (Fortress Investment Group) which will continue to 
operate in lieu of any failed HSR service. This is why we need an inquest and a transparency to know what 
their business plan is and what business plan facts will support that their HSR system would be sustainable! We 
the public require all of the facts and not the illusions, omissions, and the lack of transparency that we have 
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been fed. 

November 17, 2014 

James R. Short 
161 NE Caprona Avenue 
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34983 

I am asking you, Mr. Winkle, to carefully weigh in and let us know what you will do to stop this travesty on the 
taxpayers. I know that you are keenly aware of what is at stake here, but you must talk to our representatives 
for an honest and contrite view of how this HSR system is foreboding to our communities. Can we allow yet 
another money-grab by a corporation to leave the public straddled with massive loans to pay from their savings 
and earnings? Can we allow All Aboard Florida to dissect our coastal regions, hammer our economies with 
grade crossing maintenance fees, and to not serve us in any fashion? As a citizen, I would like to see GAO 
expenditures allocated to help in other areas of need rather than to these corporations who only look for cheap 
loans and then bleed our taxes. Please think long and hard and come to the same conclusion that others such as 
Florida Sen. Joe Negron, Rep. Patrick Murphy, Rep. Bill Posey to name a few in concert with our collective 
local governments have in opposing not just the funding for All Aboard Florida, but to deny the 110 mph 
service from ever expanding traffic within our corridor. Gov. Rick Scott has asked AAF Management to invoke 
transparency with the public on their plan, they have not done that! We don't want the FRA to burden our tax 
base with grade crossing maintenance costs for a service that doesn't even want to make stops here in my back 
yard on the Treasure Coast. We the people of these coastal regions are convinced that this intrusion through our 
backyard has disaster written all over it. We feel that we have a real problem on our hands that needs to have 
an objective official like you to step up and stop this project from moving forward. We are extremely 
passionate in this regard! I want to personally thank you for your understanding in this important matter. 

Yours trul~ .. 

C\ OAMJ~~ :::y,~-
_ _/\R Short 

~ed Veteran & Retiree 

cc: Senator Joe Negron, Representative Patrick Murphy, Representative Bill Posey 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

EIS General 

The Draft EIS does not justify allowing All Aboard Florida to proceed with their planned 
passenger service. 

The vast majority of justifications for moving ahead and granting a federal loan are based 
on promises, not actions. Time and again an environmental impact is deemed acceptable 
on the basis of AAF promising or committing to "mitigate" the situation . 

To date, these people have attempted to hoodwink us into accepting their plan with 
misleading facts or partial truths. They imply they are not going to use taxpayer money 
when they've asked for a $1.6 billion government loan. They talk about lowering 
emissions by taking 3 million cars trips off 195, but they ignore the vastly increased 
amount of exhaust fumes created by cars idling at crossings further east 32 times every 
day. 

Promises from All Aboard Florida are not enough . They've been anything but transparent 
up to now and in the EIS they have hidden behind "mitigation" claims rather than openly 
addressing potential negative impacts with clear action steps. Their loan request should 
be denied. 
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Bob Poller 
Object to AAF 
September 21, 2014 at 11 :03 AM 

Editor, TCN-Letters 

I live in Port St Lucie, and object to high speed trains in our area. 
I have a boat and object to spending 15 or 30 minutes each hour with 
bridges open ... or the back up of boats, the concentration of yachts and other boats awaiting passage through the waterways when the train is 
past, and bridge span opens. It would be a "Le mans start" for boaters big and smaller, commercial vessels and pleasure boaters. A reason 
to have owners avoid our area and further impact marine businesses in the area. 
I object to being a taxpayer and having All Aboard Florida receive Federal Guaranteed loans for their private business. Go to the banks or 
investors like other businesses do,and support the American financial system. 
I object to the "possibility" to use their franchise to transport freight. 
I object to the added noise, added risks of accidents, and confusion 
at many roundabouts that would increase accidents at crossings. 
I object to AAF's and the Federal Railroad Administration's deaf ear 
to residents ... who do not want additional interruptions in our city's residents. The demand for this high speed rail service serves only 
the owners, not the community. It's brings no business to Florida. 

We in the Treasure Coast get no benefits from these trains, only 
the risks of disruption, accidents, harm to others driving cars, bikes, 
or walking, and loss of business to locals, plus"possible" loss in property values. 
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From: Bob Poller pollerbob@gmail.com 
Subject: poller, robert port st lucie 

Date: September 21, 2014 at 1 :49 PM 
To: usc-gd7dpbpubliccomments@uscg.mil 

Bee: thepollers@bellsouth.net 

I object to the AAF .... railroad .... 

Adds time, confusion, creates a Le Mans start after bridges are opened , 
and will increase the taxpayers costs of keeping the lagoon and waterways 
safe and following rules. 

We go on boats to get away from the noise and city-sounds. AAF, and the 
Fed RR Authority will only turn this concept into more trash, crap, audio pollution, and real increased risks to people and their boats and cars 
and 
bikes ... of accidents and air contaminants. 
PLUS .... there is no proof this concept will pay off their Gov guaranteed loans or even benefit anyone other than WP, FTL, and MIA. 
I bet they could not get "private investors" to put money into their scam. 

Florida's waters are already at a tipping point. USCG, take a boat ride and 
see the problems up close. Fish are marine creatures are fighting to 
stay off the endangered or dead forever list. 

Bob Poller Port St Lucie. 772 343 7369 

I have owned boats.and still do ... for over 50 years, all in Florida, and 
passed the USCG Boat Handling Course 40 years ago ... my boating partner 
currently is on the "Marine Patrol Boat" program we have up here in the Treasure Coast. (Ben Goldberg) 



Emergency Vehicles Access 

Dear S1 (LS 

Emergency vehicles access needs to be addressed much more fully in the EIS. According 
to the All Aboard Florida website, AAF "is committed to working with city and local 
officials to ensure that appropriate communications and logistics are in place so that 
response times for emergency vehicles are not impacted. 11 

These communications include publishing schedules for crossing closures so emergency 
vehicles are aware of potential blockages ahead of time and additional warning measures 
to alert these vehicles of any schedule changes. 

But none of these address the real problem. In an emergency, ambulances and fire trucks 
must take the most direct route to the problem area. Rerouting such vehicles to a more 
indirect route could result in serious injury or even death. Further, while AAF trains are 
supposed to pass through crossings in "less than 60 seconds, 11 that time alone could be 
critical to the patient being transported. Finally, the reality is that only the first car in line 
faces such a short delay. In season, an ambulance could easily be number 15 in line, thus 
facing a more extensive delay that the passenger may not survive. 

These delays of life-saving vehicles must be considered as critical, negative impacts in 
the EIS. People's lives are at stake. 

Sincerely, ~, 

(gpC- ;J 

( 7 GJ 7(.fL{ ;CJ 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. 

Room W38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Sir: 

241 NE Faring Avenue 

Port St. Lucie 

FL 34983 

October 30th, 2014 

As a Brit, albeit a thirty five year resident of Florida's Treasure Coast, I am used to hopping on and off 

trains and buses for transport to local and distant destinations. In the Treasure Coast Tri-County area 

(Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River), we can do neither. 

If All Aboard Florida's planned high-speed passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando stopped in 

any of our three counties, I would be the first to applaud. This household would love to hop a train to 

Orlando, Miami or West Palm Beach for a day out, but our nearest station would be West Palm Beach, 

so, once again we'd have to hit the road. 

It would be great to get some of our traffic off 1-95 and the Florida turnpike, a real plus for the 

environment, and maybe you could argue that visitors flying in to our airports would utilize the train 

rather than hiring a car, but the impact on the roads would be minimal. Then, for our area, tourists who 

would normally stop-off and spend money on their way through The Treasure Coast, would not do so, 

certainly a downside to our economy. 

Even discounting the noise and danger issues and the impact the trains would have on the environment, 

there is absolutely no benefit to our area. Therefore, as they say in the popular TV show Shark Tank, 

I'm out. 

Copy: Florida Governor Rick Scott 

Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers 
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October 7, 2014 

Subject: All Aboard Florida 

Attention: Mr John Winkle 

Ron Herman 
1260 SW Briarwood Drive 
Port St. Lucie, FL 34986 

772-871-6811 
ronherman2@gmail.com 

Copy: Congressman Patrick Murphy 

Gentlemen: 

Why is this subject even being considered? Just the thought of this project is very disturbing 
to a vast majority of the people living on the Treasure Coast of Florida and many other 
communities along the east coast of Florida. Ask yourself, "What is the benefit, long or short 
term, to the people of the Treasure Coast and the surrounding areas? The only answer I have 
seen in any of the articles published is, "All Aboard Florida will be hiring many workers on the 
Treasure Coast and surrounding areas during the construction stage of this project." Other 
than this the effects on the Treasure Coast and surrounding areas will be nothing more than a 
catastrophe. First and foremost, the delays this will cause at all the crossing, and especially in 
downtown Stuart, Ft. Pierce. Vero Beach and Cocoa Beach will not only back up traffic for 
miles, in season and out of season, but will affect the businesses and tourists beyond belief. 

Then, when your agency, Mr. Winkle, asked for an independant consultant to evaluate this 
proposal, the company hired was paid for by All Aboard Florida. How can this 500 plus page 
evaluation be anything but totally slanted toward All Aboard Florida? The other factor which 
must be considered is that the same company, controlling All Aboard Florida also owns the 
freight trains that travel these same tracks. So, they benefit at our expense, both ways. 

Also, all of the unknowns, such as the noise factor, vibration factor, safety, and delay factors 
are all slanted in favor of All Aboard Florida. Ask yourself "why this is"? The only answer to 
this is to see who put this evaluation together, and who edited before you received it? Yes, 
you got it, All Aboard Florida! 

I have been a resident of Saint Lucie County for over 13 years and have seen this county's 
growth and the counties around us grow by double digits each and every year. This project 
would not only reverse this growth but in the foreseeable future people will be leaving the area 
because of the effects this project will cause the residents and the communities. 



I ask you to please reject this project, under the present circumstances, for the good of not 
only the people of the Treasure Coast of Florida but for Florida as a whole until an 
independent consultant is hired and puts together a document that is factual and unbiased. I 
believe when this is accomplished you and your agency will see no reason to continue 
discussion on this project. 

Best Regards, 

K~~\\t\ 
Ron Herman 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Raikoad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 7, 2014 

COMMENTS ON ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I attended the public meeting on All Aboard Florida at the Civic Center 
in Port St. Lucie. What a disappointment! The "open house" fonnat was a joke. 
We left there fiustrated and disillusioned. The attendees expected and deserved 
more! 

We were listening to Mr. Adrian Share. When my friend stated that their home 
bordered the raikoad tracks and the train would be in their back yard, his 
response was: "Well, you shouldn't have bought a house on the raikoad tracks!" 
He also said that this project was not going to be as bad as we seemed to 
think!!! Who did he think he was talking to? It IS going to be bad for many, 
many people: 

1. The unique and wonderful coastal towns will never be the same. I 
believe the tourists who now come to Florida to enjoy the beaches and peace 
and quiet of these towns along the Treasure Coast will go elsewhere. 

2. The people who LIVE along the tracks will be subjected to the noise and 
vibrations of 32 high speed trains and 20 freight trains a day. I believe this 
could be a serious detriment to their health. Mr. Share had the nerve to tell us 
that the passenger trains are not as heavy as the freight trains and will create 
less noise and vibration! Did he forget about the 20 freight trains a day? 

3. The property values of these homes and businesses will plmrunet. 

4. The impact on the wildlife and natural enviromnent is a great conce1n. 

5. The anticipated delays of emergency and police vehicles at the crossings are 
frightening. One example is the Barefoot Bay fire engines and emergency 
vehicles that must cross the tracks almost iimnediately out of their station to get 
to Route 1. Would Mr. Share have said that they should have put the fire station 
on the other side of the tracks? 



6. The fact that the local govenunents will be responsible for the construction 
of and maintenance of the rail crossings is ridiculous. Why should this cost fall 
onto the citizens of these counties, especially when they get no benefit from 
this and are so much against it? 

7. The loan from the federal govenunent of over $1 billion will eventually be 
on the backs of the citizens to repay, because I seriously doubt that the trains 
will have enough passengers to cover this loan. 

8. Why have local residents who will be affected the most by these trains been 
denied the privilege of voting on this deal when it so obviously will have a 
major impact on their lives? 

This whole project just makes no sense to me. It only speaks of "big money" 
and closed-door political dealings to me. When asked why the train was not 
going through the center of the state using the proposed alternate route, Mr. 
Share said because it would cost AAF too much money! There was the 
answer! It's only the money that speaks -- not the people, not the animals, not 
the whole environment of the Treasure Coast. None of these things matter!!! 

To the "influential people" who could and should say no, I ask where their 
conunon sense is? Is the dollar so important to these foks that they would sell 
out the citizens of the Treasure Coast? 

What a shame! 

~v{. 
ath A. George v 

31 El Camino Real 
Port St. Lucie, Fla 34952 

P.S. Mr. Winkle, how would this be in YOUR back yard or neighborhood? 



Donald W Wright 

720 N Fischer Circle 

Sebastian, FL 32958 

September 25, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 

Room W38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

RE: All Aboard Florida Rail Line 

Dear Sir: 

There are many things wrong about this project, as follows: 

1. The rail service will not carry enough passengers to make it financially successful. The Miami to 

Orlando area does not compare to Washington, D.C. to NYC in population or travel needs. 

2. Opening a high speed rail line thru a heavily populated area does not make sense. An alternative 

route is available and this would follow the FL Turnpike which might make sense for both 

passenger service with additional stops and re-routing freight trains. 

3. Safety needs to be a concern in a few areas, such as; possible derailment and the loss of life and 

property, slowdown of emergency response times for police, fire and EMT operations, potential 

for increased vehicle and boat interaction with trains at street level and at bridges. 

4. The cost of building this route thru the existing communities and upgrading the infrastructure is 

probably more than building a completely new route on right-of way near the FL Turnpike. 

5. It is likely that the additional rail traffic will cause a decrease in property values for property 

near the rail line. Due to increased residential areas near the existing freight line, there does not 

appear to be any Economic Development advantages for this route. By contrast, a line following 

the FL Tpke might create Economic Growth in that area. Certainly, if both the freight and 

passenger lines were moved there, it would generate new residential and commercial 

opportunities. 



So, in conclusion, I would like to know what benefit the rail line as proposed would bring? There will be 

no reduction in traffic but an increase in congestion. There will be increased safety hazards as a result of 

this. The cost may eventually have to be borne by the taxpayers when the financial projections prove to 

be unrealistic and federal subsidies are needed on a continual basis. The collateral will be almost 

worthless because it only has value if the railroad is successful. 

As a recommendation, I would suggest that a project of this scope should be totally revalued. If rail is 

really needed, build it where it would provide benefits to the areas being travelled thru and completely 

replace the existing rail line and sell it when the new line is finished. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Donald W Wright 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

September 29, 2014 

I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) train business. Let me describe 
why. 

The train schedule is not realistic. The idea that you can run 32 passenger plus 
up to 20 freight trains per day and not create serious east-west traffic flow 
problems is pure fantasy. Consider the ramifications: most of our coastal city 
residents plus Police and Fire personnel and equipment, and school buses, are 
all west of the track crossings while our physicians, hospitals, food sources, banks, 
trash pickup, service and tourist businesses, plus major artery U.S. 1 are all east of 
the tracks. 

We are looking at four to six trains every hour of every day. In addition, the train 
tracks go right through the middle of every coastal town along U.S. 1 from Miami 
to Orlando. That represents a lot of serious traffic disruption. Especially in the 
city of Stuart, which has a rail drawbridge to handle water traffic. 

Part of the negative attitude toward AAF, is the lack of benefit. A few businesses 
in Miami and Orlando would benefit greatly but the rest of us get zilch. We get 
no passenger stop and no jobs but do get to pay more taxes to support the RR 
crossings. I think our anger is justified. 

People in every county affected by AAF train traffic will see property values 
decline. We will also get to experience all the noise and traffic disruption that 
goes along with it. Tourism will also decline along with related jobs. 

The all aboard people have been deceptive and dishonest about too many 
things including money. Many here are aware that not one dollar of "AAF 
private money" is involved. Whoever actually owns AAF is simply after state and 
federal tax money. I agree with my neighbors who describe this as just another 
high speed rail boondoggle. In addition, the couple billion being requested is 
way short of what is actually needed. This makes many here highly suspicious of 
AAF motives and intentions. 

Why did these AAF people not propose something useful, such as a normal 
speed commuter train that stops in all counties and towns making a couple 
round trips per day. I think the treasure coast communities could accept 
something like that. It might even make money. The AAF version wont. 



Another thing that worried many down here were the safety issues related to 
high speed rail. The AAF representatives were not very knowledgeable about 
engineering requirements which include welded rails, concrete ties, and an 
expensive roadbed. Another problem AAF people did not seem to believe a 
factor was heat from the sun. Our sunshine can heat and warp steel rails. The 
AAF people should talk with the folks who run high speed trains in Europe. 

I do not believe that AAF can make money on two trains a day let alone 32. 
The market is just not there. So, I have to wonder, just what are these AAF guys 
actually after. 

Sincerely. 

Mbu~K A t{)4!dz-
Frederick A. Wingate 
6 1 6 Ervin St. 
Sebastian, Florida 32958 
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November 19, 2014 

Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce respectfully submits the following comments on the 

above subject, the Draft EIS for the project All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail. 

Sebastian in northern Indian River County, is located approximately mid point of the proposed project 

between Miami and Orlando in east central Florida, directly on federal highway US One. The Sebastian 

business district is sandwiched between the Indian River Lagoon and the rail corridor. 

While the City of Sebastian and Indian River County have stated intentions to provide comments to the 

DEIS, it is the intention of the Chamber of Commerce to comment on one section of the EIS which 

relates to economic condition . 

Section 5.4.3 Economic Conditions 

The conclusion and statements in this section are materially deficient and inadequate and fail to address 

a number of issues related to the economic impact of the project on the businesses within the Sebastian 

River Area: 

Property Tax Revenue: 

The conclusion that property taxes will not be negatively impacted is based strictly on two premises; 

that the only way the property taxes will be impacted is through acquisition of private property, and 

that business may displaced in Ft. Lauderdale. The first premise fails to recognize that property taxes 

are based upon property value overall, not just acquisition and that property values are based upon the 

desirability of the property to buyers. It is more logical to conclude that property values will decrease 

within the high speed rail corridor because of the reduction in desirability of the property. Thus 

property taxes will also decrease. 

The second premise is that property taxes may decrease based upon business dislocation. This point is 

only applied to businesses in the Ft. Lauderdale area, and does not speak to businesses all along the rail 

corridor in Sebastian, Florida. The entire commercial district in Sebastian lies within the rail corridor, 

and business interruption and dislocation within the commercial district will negatively impact property 

values. There are no economic development centers for business to relocate to in Sebastian, Florida. 



There are no long term beneficial economic impacts projected for the Sebastian commercial and 

business districts, all potential beneficial impacts listed in this section would apply to areas that will 

have stations/stops, and economic development hubs. 

Section 5.4.3 also fails to address other potential negative economic impacts including: 

1. potential reduction in GDP in Sebastian, Florida; 

2. reduction in business activity and investment; 

3. the tunnel effect of a decrease in the business activity of areas between the connection points; 

4. a reduction of fixed asset investment, and 

5. a diversion of economic activities from counties to populous urban districts, Miami and Orlando. 

The DEIS has no appendixes on the potential negative economic impacts to Sebastian, and there is no 

consideration or proposed mitigation for the overall degradation of the local economy. There is no 

meaningful discussion on the long term impact ofthe negative economic impacts of this project. 

In addition to the above comments, we have included in this package the results of a survey of our 

business members in the Sebastian River Area. We request that the comments that are included in each 

individual survey be considered in any decisions that the FRA will make regarding the All Aboard Florida 

project. 

The Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce believes that the evaluation of the economic impacts 

included in the DEIS is incomplete and requests that a supplemental DEIS be required to address the 

issues listed above prior to issuance of a Record of Decision by the FRA. 

Res];J/~ 
Beth L. Mitchell 

President/CEO 

700 Main St., Sebastian, Florida 32958 

772 589 5969, www.SebastianChamber.com 
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Consi~ntContact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: rex@rrgunshop.net 

Completed: 411412014 6:57 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian - area? ~If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.-· 

Ansv-1er 

Positive 

Negative 

'it No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: I think it will overall not benefit the city or business since there is no stop hera. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?::- -·1r positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.:: 

Answer ------
Positive 

,j' Negative 

. No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: !F the frequency is such that it impacts traffic, it could hurt downtown activities and businesses. 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian -area? :-In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

v Strongly Reject 

Comment: No financial benefit to us 

.I My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

-y1_ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Ot11er 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would li:<.e the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take 011 behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

If it can be stopped. stop it. The freight trains are bad enough. 

1(\/')()/')()111 



Constant Contact' €l .orint Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 3i27!2014 8:58 AM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florfda East Coast Railroad 
near US Hlghway 1 through the Sebastianvarea?i,>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.v~ 

Answer 
-----·-·--------------------------------------------------~~-----·-----~ 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using !he lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~f;-~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.Y) 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

·¥' No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian..-)area?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

·sf Strongly Support 

.Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: But only if there is a stop in Indian River County 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastru at intersections of !he railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

%;/ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 



Constant Contact : Print Response Page 1 of 1 

,,_/g -Constant Contact' €;i Print Reoor1 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: tupperette@aol.com 

Completed: 4/13/2014 5"47 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian_-area?:::lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ 

Ans·N~r 

Positive 

Negative 

,£ No or f,linimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highwa:11 through the Sebastian area?~ ::::If positive or negati',e, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business opentions will be impacted.= 

Ans'N~r 
- -

Positive 

Negati'le 

':/ No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highwa:11 through 
the Sebastian ::area? ::In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

1ly Support 

Moderately Support 

·Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·'fl Strongly Reject 

Comment: Don't see the benefits out weigh the noise and increased safety concerns. Current rails in FL less than successful. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positi,;ely influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space belGW, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speecl railroad. 

1 (\/')Q/')(\ 1 L1. 



Constant Contact' ~ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: orcoffice@aol.com 

Completed: 312712014 8:59 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian{rarea?i)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.i)~ 

Answer 
·- -----------

Positive 

Mega!ive 

"rt Mo or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?'4:,>vi)lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(> 

Answer 
-· 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 

. the Sebastiani)area?~!n the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·¥" Strongly Reject 

Comment: 32 trains a day at 110 mph? No thanks. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

AnslNer 

Addition of"quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

·:,i> Other: None 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Protest it going through here. And we sure don't need a stop here. All the low life's from everywhere would be infiltrating our little town. 
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Constant Contact' ~ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: pirkle-chapman@hotmail.com 

Completed: 3i27/2014 8:59 AM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(,>area?'t')lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.fw 

Answer 

,,z Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Interruption of traffic flow will impact business for all businesses west of the railroad tracks from US 1. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?*~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

~ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Staff and patients will have to contend with road closing each time the train passes through Sebastian. We have nothing to gain by way of people stopping in 
this area to shop or use our services. 

3 What 

4 

5 

is your general level of support for the--p.roposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-(>area?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

~ Strongly Reject 

Comment: Noise levels will increase and traffic will be disrupted. Not a winner for Sebastian and I would encourage our city leaders to do their job in making Sebastian a 
good place to live and work. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Addition of ''quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

lfi' Other: No positive 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Aggressively oppose this waste of tax payer dollars. Noise and traffic disruptions will be intolerable to all the citizens of this county. Our quiet "fishing village" will 



}g 
Constant Contact" Pnnt Rc::oort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: info@ferndalelodge.com 

Completed: 3i27i2014 9:14 AM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianvarea?(,-lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted,(,-(, 

Answet 

Negative 

'l/ No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 

3 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?(>v(,-lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(,-

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

":!. No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian(,area?(,-ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Sirongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neiiher Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ans·..ver 

Addition : crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

~ Other: build high speed rail tracks along 195 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Don't fight it, but do support efforts to add the "quiet crossings" at main street, Roseland rd, etc. 
I get a laugh at all the small towns on the East Coast that want to get on the bandwagon by having "stops" along the way. What part of "high speed rail" don't they 
get. Also. it seems very selfish that if "it doesn't benefit our town - we don't want it". I'll bet people said that about gas powered motor cars vs. horses. 
Our Chamber should encourage the project- but make sure that our quiet (used to be) fishing village is protected. 
Ask anyone in the chamber who has ridden the Auto train ... non stop from Sanford to Virginia .. tracks right next to houses in certain areas with no quiet zones. but 
it serves the purpose of moving thousands of people and cars from one point to another. 



Constant Contact' ~ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: michelle@napierlawfl.com 

Completed: 3/27i2014 9:45 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian-iyarea?-iylf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.-iy~ 

Answer 
-- - ' 

Positive 

-'fl Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Train/track noise. Traffic congestion. Business interruption due to noise. vibration, etc. Environmental concerns. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.-iy 

Ansv-;er 

Positive 

·lfl Neg a live 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Traffic congestion is assumed. Interruptions of business operations, conferences etc. due to noise, vibration. etc. 

3 What 
. is your general level of support for the propo~ed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad n-ear US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-varea?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

lfl Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ans\ver 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

,,! Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 
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Constant Contact' ~ Print Reor:Hi 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: vogand@maronda.com 

Completed: 3/2712014 9:46 Ai'vl EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(.,area?~ff positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.w 

Answer 

Positive 

·'fl! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: I do not see how a high speed train coming through town that does not serve the residents in anyway is a positive. If it stopped in Vero Beach to service 
residents then I think that would serve us ... also, how many of those trains will come through at night and what will lhe noise level be like. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?wvlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(., 

Answer 

Positive 

,,Z Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: depending on the times the train will go through town. it will either impact traffic of sleep. 

3 What 

4 

5 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian(.,area?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
--·-----------------------·-------·---·---·------··-------·-----------~ 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
---------·--------··-··-·-·- -·--·-·-·-·--·-·-·--------------··-----··-------------··--· 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

·>ii. Other: or Vero Beach 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you wol!ld like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

~lot sure you can stop a train ... but I disagree that the residence need to put up with pri'late industry who does not consider the needs of a community needing 
their services. 



Constant Contact : Print Response 

,J~~ ;--Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: bthobby@attnet 

Completed: 312612014 3:57 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area7 _ If positi'le or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. - -

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Page 1 of 2 

Comment: The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the dally traffic of these trains. The noise will bother me and I see no benefit 111hatsoever, 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway -1 through the Sebastian area? - If positi'le or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted._ 

Answer 
~~~~~~~--~~~--~-~~-~~---~~~~~-~~-~~--~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~----~~-~~~--~~-

Positive 

y Negative 

No or !11inimal Impact 

Comment: The road that my business is on 'Nill be directly impacted by the dally traffic of these trains The noise will bother me and I see no benefit what so ever, 

What 
is your general le•,el of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian: area?-ln the space provided, please >?xplain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answ1r 

'Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

-# Strongly Reject 

Comment: The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains_ The noise will bother me and I see no benefit what so ever. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positi'leiy influenced by the following factors (ple35e mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

,>;t Ot11er: None 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Cornmerce to take on behalf of its mernbership 
with respect to ti1e proposed high speed railroad, 

I 'Nould like you to keep fighting to keep this nescience out of our town and the treasure coast in general These trains 1nill not benefit the general permanent 
populatmn here. And 1nifl just be another inconvenience forced upon us. Not to mention the use of the general transportation line for goods from the south and north 
that already pass through on a frequent daily basis, 

1 l'li"'>l'I /')(I 1 ,I 
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Constant Con tad ~ Print Reoort 

2 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: wdilldelaw@bellsouth.net 

Completed: 3i27/2014 9:52 AM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(,area?~)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.* 

Aosvver 

Positive 

.'fl Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Excessive train traffic, noise and vibrations. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?*(,lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(> 

Answer 

Positive 

.'fl Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Delays in using our services. Safety concerns with crossing the tracks. 

3 What 

4 

5 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Rallroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-~area?(,ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: Undue burden on Indian River County and Sebastian. Excessive impacts with no benefits. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
---·--------·----·-·-··---------------------------------·------ .. --- .. -- .. ------

Addition of"quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

~ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

·sf Other: Proof that train noise and vibrations would be less than we have now. 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Organize and deliver information relating to adverse impacts of the trains for the EIS. Coordinate the hiring of legal assistance to fight and block Federal funding 
for the project. 
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~:g 
Constant Contact' €:,: Pnnt P.eoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: doctarneil9@yahoo.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:56 PM EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
nea( US Highway I through the Sebastian :arear-1f positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ·.,vays in which your business operations will be impacted.=:: 

,<-\nsw~r 
-

Positive 

Negative 

,;! No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: think the plan is not goad for the treasure coast as it serves us no benefits and will cause delays maybe deaths and too much noise 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway ·1 through the Sebastian area? :: =ir positiva or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.= 

Answer -- -- - ----------
Positive 

-v Megati,1e 
No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: too much noise many delays most people 1 speak to don't vmnt it 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian _::area? ~In the space pro'lided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

ivloderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

-v_ Strongly Reject 

Comment: great for the gamblers not good for the treasure coast residents too much noise and trouble for not getting any benefits it should be moved west and not be here 

.j My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positivel'f influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

AnSW9f 
-

Addition of ''quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks v,ith public streets or roads. 

,£' Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
';/ Other: just move it out west 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River .Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

fight it with all there strength as it will not benefit our citizens 

_.1._/·---·- -~---'~-~·...- ... 1 (\ r, o t"l f\ 1 11 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 
Response for: metalmasters@gmail.com 

Completed: 3/2712014 10:24 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian~area?~lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.{>i,;> 

Answer 

Positive 
Negative 

e,! No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 

~ Print Reoort 

-

Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?,v~~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.·v 

Answer 
·-

Positive 
Negative 

·'fl. No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
ls your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 

. the Sebastian~area?k)ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
-----

Strongly Support 
·'fl. Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 
Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ans wet 
---·-· 

Addition oi "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 
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7!','g 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: dconley2@comcast.net 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:47 PM EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
nec1r US Highway 1 through the Sebastian-area? -11 positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. -

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

"if' ~lo or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
higi1 speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area? __ __: _If positiv9 or negati'le, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.__: 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

;,;;! No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian--:area?~ln the space provided, please e:<plain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

" 

Answ~r 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·'ri' Strongly Reject 

Comment: Too many trains. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply); 

Answer 

,,;J Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of lhe railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its mern bership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

These train tracks should be located further west. 

1 A /I""\{) /!") f\ 1 ;1 
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:1C:?J 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 3126/2014 3:35 PM EDT 

--
1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 

speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian-::area?- If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ -

Ans'Ne-r 

Positive 

'it Negalive 
No or Minimal Impact 

2 Ho1N 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
higl1 speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?--:: ~If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.:: 

Answer ·-Positive 

,/' Negalive 
No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian::area?=ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 
~I either Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

-'fl Strongly Reject 

• My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

if Addition of "quiet crossing" 111f1 _ -:~; _::~:., ':, at intersections of the railroad tracks wHh public streets or 

-,,;! Addilion of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high sp8ed railroad. 

1 A/.-,("\/""{\ 1 11 
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~t?l 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: toukietheclown@gmail.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:24 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations ba impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Seba3tian: area? If positi'1e or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations 'Nill be impacted.-::-

Answer 

Positive 

¥! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Already being delayed with the freight trains 11'/e ha11e 3 schedule to maintain and any delays would could cause us to lose a customer 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?: - - If positive or negative, please describe the specific w3ys in which your 
business operations will be impacted. -

. Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Causes customer delays as well 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railr0ad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian::area?:::ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

: Neither Support or Reject 

,Moderately Reject 

~ Strongly Reject 

Comment: For the above reasons More traffic and more delays 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please marl< all that apply): 

Answer 
-

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

:¥! Other: We ha,,e no positive feedback 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Definitely oppose this high speed rail 

-1 F"'\/l"'\A/ ....... A1 ,t 
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";;/,g 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: lspur!ock@quitdoc.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:16 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Floridc1 East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian:-area? _~If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.:-_-· 

Answer 

>;/ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Page 1 of 2 

Comment: Disrupted traffic and delays causing appointments to be late Noise of train running and its horns between 16th Street and Rt 50 intersections will be a constant 
disruption. At that speed the train will be blasting its horn continuously as it flies between all I RC intersections. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~ - ~:If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.= 

Answer 

Positive 

·if Negati,,e 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Schools, recreation programs and businesses I work with in Sebastian and in Vero Beach will be impacted negatively by the noise and physlcal rumble. 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida ~ast Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 thro.ugh 
the Sebastian :area?=ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans\•1e-r 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

· Moderately Reject 

v Strongly Reject 

Comment: The tracks for high speed should not be corning through any urban/downtown area where tourists and pedestrians are tn;ing to enjoy the ambiance of the region. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
~~~--~~~~~~·~~~~·~~~---·~~-~~~-~·~~~-~~~~~~~--~~~~~~·~-.. ~~~-----~-~.~~~~--~-

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area 

..t. Other: Move the project out west along the turnpike & 195 corridor. 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

1 am not in favor of high speed trains going through downtm,vn areas 1n !RC or through any area where there is high pedestrian traffic on the Treasure Coast 
It would be acceptable and even good for business for a slmN train to come through and be a connector along cities on the Treasure Coast and THEN connect with 
the high speed train outside and av1ay from our cities. 
High speed rail needs to be located out west of our interstate h1ghvvays to take ad\;antage of the right of Y1ays already establlshed 

-11 A //"\A /1"'\A 1 ,f 
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.·._..-_;,,;,!'~ ·~ ~ 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 
Response for: rcantner@irsc.edu 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:16 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the !ands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian:: area? ::If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ -

Ans·N~r 

Negalive 
·'1!. No or Minimal lmpacl 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US High'Nay 1 through the Sebastian area?=- ::If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted._ 

Ans·Ner 

Positive 

Negative 
'1f No or Minimal Impact 

J What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian :area? :In the space prDvided, please explain why you support, r0ject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

-

Answ.9r 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 

,./ Neither Support or Reject 
· Moderately Reject 
Strongly ReJect 

Comment: I hear pro and con about this issue. Local businesses in Vero more concerned about the impact. 

4 i'ily level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

·,;} Addition of "quiet crossing" inirastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
'II. i>.ddition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian Ri'1er Ar0a Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Just stay on top :1s you have I appreciate ALL update and info 
Thank you 
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:.(9 
Constant Contact' 

2 

All Aboard Florida Sur1ey 

Response for: jerry@woodsinsures.corn 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3: JO PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highwa; I through the Sebastian: ar9a?- If positive or negative, please describe tl1e 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.=: 

Positive 

,;;! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Travel to clients east & 1.ivest throughout Indian River and Bre11ard will impact or ability to conduct business due to the frequent blockage of rail crossings. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?_=: If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.-~ 

Answer 
----~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~-~~~~-~~~~~~~~,~~~~~-~~-~-~~--~-~--~-----~~~~~~~~---

;Positive 

if Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Same as prior but 1t1here client is traveling to our business. 

3 What 

4 

is your general le•;el of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroacl near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian--:area?:_ln the space provided, please 9Xplain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad, 

Answer 

-Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

~ Strongly Reject 

Comment: No financial benefit to the local business community. The trains will impact travel time, meeting scheduling, safety to community and bring no financial benefit. 

My level of support for the propos'/d high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

,,t Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads 

~ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with r9Spect to the proposed high speed railroad_ 

Join other Chambers and Community groups and oppose this action by the FECRR Do not write letters of support as they are asking of other chambers 
This company plows 311 their$~ mto their real estate development throughout Florida. For ongoing maintenance and repair they place band aids on the train bridges 
to better understand this take a close look at the Sebastian River RR Bridge rusty old metal built in the I 920"s taking brutal beating from hea•1y freight trains 2 miles 
long never anticipated for the tr:3ck The freight trains which are H1nited to 55 miles per hour are dangerous enough to the public on these old structures now add 110 
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mile per hour trains that is insane and extremely dangerous to the general public and passengers .Speaking of pass,:":ngers my understanding being mostly tourist 
traveling from South Florida to Orlando '.Nith the closest stop !o our area being \Nest Palm Beact1 :ind Cocoa 



Constant Contact : Print Response Page 1 of 2 

·\}~'7:.5:3' 

Constant Contact' 

3 

4 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: eallgonzalez@hotrnail.com 

Completed: 3125/2014 3:05 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian ::area? _If positi,e or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. --

Answer 

Positive 

•L Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Noise 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway ·1 through the Sebastian area?::- ~If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.·· 

Answer 

Positive 

¥' ~legative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Noise level 
No benefit for sebastian 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-::area?=ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or rejact the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Support 

Moderately Support 

: Neither Support or Reject 

':(/. Moderately Reje_ct 

. Strongly Reject 

Comment: Noise level 
Add a stop in sebastian 

My Je,,eJ of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mail<. all that apply): 

Answer 

>ii Addi_tion of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

;}' Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to ta!<.e on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Reject unless there is a stop added 
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·:.;.;,}g 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: jeweler529@msn.com 

Completed: 3126/2014 2:52 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area? If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.-·~ 

An-sw9r 

Positive 

Negative 
,.Z No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high spe9d railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 

Page 1 of 1 

-·-----

Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?-~ _::if positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~-

Ans'll~r ----------------- ··- ---·----· 
Positive 

Negative 

,.t No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general le•tel of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian~areaFln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans1Ner 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Supp_ort 

,;/ Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 
Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

l cannot see a positive result to the Sebastian area of the initiation of high speed rail service_ 



,,rvJ I-'-_:::_j 
Constant Contact' @Print Report 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: bobwalter3@bellsouth.net 

Completed: 3/26/2014 2:13 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastiani)>area?i)>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.{,{, 

Answer 
-------------------~·--------------------------------·------·-·-···-----·-----

Positive 

Negative 

.;t_ No or Minimal hnpact 

2 How 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~{tf)lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.f) 

Answer 
--------------------·------------· ---------------------------·--------

Positive 

Negative 

ti No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the" Sebastian,varea?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
----~~~-~---~~---~--~~---~-------~-~--------~~~~~~-~------~--~----~----~---~--

Strongly Support 

·>fl Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

'fl. Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

I would like to see the Chambers of Commerce support at least one station in the county. 
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~-~ 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: terri hulse@seacoastnational.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 2:46 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian arear If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.=-:: 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

.,;!_ No or Minimal lmpacl 

Comment: Those individuals traveling from Miami to Orlando, usually use the Florida Turnpike or 95 to 528 and do not come into Sebastian. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?:- -- ::If positive or negafr,e, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.= 

Answer 

Positive 

if Negative 

No or Minimal tmpact 

Comment: lncan,,enience due to the additional RR traffic - crossing closing. noise level 

3 What 
is your general le'!el of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad neai US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian:area? _In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Afl5'N~( 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

,,/ Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: The HSR could relieve some of the traffic on 95 and 528. which would be a benefit, but I believe that there should be additional stops - Vero & Stuart/Jupiter. I 
understand that each town would !ike to be designated as a stop. that would be impossible and cause further overall delays. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answ9r 
--- ---------------~----·-----V Addition of "quiet crossing'' infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed higli speed railroad. 
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2 

3 

4 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: barginhunterwkly@aol.com 

Completed: 3i26/2014 2:18 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianvarea?vlf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.v~ 

AnS\"iet 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Positive 

-,L Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Where is all the money coming from to handle this? More tax money when state of Florida all ready needs more money? Will there be more destruction of 
trees? 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.v 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Positive 

"fl Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: It appears our little town is starting to be like bigger cities. We are loosing our hometown community feel? Never satisfied with what we have? 

What . 
is your gene.ral level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian'Varea?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

~ Strongly Raject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------------------------~----------------------------

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

,L Other: To much traffic now. 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Please protect our area from becoming a big city with lots of cement. Just left FT. LAUDERDALE BEACH area for some spring breakin. It is georgeous and we 
had a great time but way to much cement and not enough parks and things like we have here. 



Constant Contact Print Response 

··},?g 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: terri.hu[se@seacoastnatlona!.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 2:46 PM EDT 

How will you; business operations be impactecl by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian=area? _~If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted._:: -

Positive 

Negative 

,;t No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Those indi'!iduals traveling from Miami to Orlando, usually use the Florida Turnpike or 95 to 528 and do not come into Sebastian. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high spe9cl railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 

Page 1 of 1 

Railroad nea; US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?_ - =If positive or negati'te, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.-· 

Answer 

Positive 

:.:,/ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Inconvenience due to the additional RR traffic - crossing closing. noise level 

3 What 
is your general le't91 of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sabastian - ar9a? _ In the space provided, please explain why you support. reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans·.v<?f 

Support 

Moderately Support 

,;/ Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: The HSR could relieve some of the traffic on 95 and 528, which would be a benefit, but I belie,1e that there should be additional stops - Vero & StuartJJupiter. I 
understand that each tovm would like to be designated as a stop, that would be impossible and cause further overall delays. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

,~ Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

In 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

the space below. please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 
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3 

4 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: curtoxford@gmail.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 2:19 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianf,,area?(>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

'§!_ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: There is already too much sound pulution with the train ser,ice we do have. Traffic is also effected. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~f,,lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.ft 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: I feel people will not want to frequent my clients businesses due to the loud noise and the loss of the small town feel we enjoy here in Sebastian 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that 'IVill 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianf,,area?f;>ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

e£ Strongly Reject 

Comment: I am not in support of this for corning through Sebastian at all. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-·--------------------· -----------------------------------~----------------~---~----~----. 
'fl Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

'iJl Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Even though it would be nice to have it stop here in Sebastian and have quiet crossovers above intersections ( they really won't be quiet at all) I feel it would still 
be more of a nuisance and detriment. I do NOT support it at all . I li•1ed in New York City next to a rail systems. This is truly NOT what people will want once they 



Constant Contact' @ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: stephanie.boucher@health-first.org 

Completed: 3i2612014 2:21 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian,(;area?i>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.'(;-i> 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
Positive 

--,,! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: traffic congestion, increased noise 

2 How 

3 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~),(;lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.,(; 

Answer 

Positive 

~ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: traffic congestion, increased noise 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high sp-eed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 fhrough 
the Sebastian~area?(}ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: I would strongly support the railroad if a stop were made available in Indian River County. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------------------------~---------·-------
'fl Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

oil Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Lobby for a stop in Indian River Coun~/-
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Constant Contact' ~ Print Report 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: don@indianrivermassage.com 

Completed: 3/2612014 2:23 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(,area?,(,lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.vv 

Answer 
---~----~--~---~----~~~~~~--~~~----~~--~--~--~-------~~~~~~--~~~~--~--~------

Positive 

";[ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: To much noise and delays. 

2 How 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?vvvlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted,v 

Answer 

Positive 

~ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support_ for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianvarea?f;>ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
-----··------------------------------------·-~-------------------------

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·";[ Strongly Reject 

Comment: Move train to the mid state tracks .. Limited population and business's 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
--------------------------------------------------~--------------·~--~---------

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

·>.l Other: Move the train to mid state. 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Tell our Gov NO not in our area 
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Constant contact' ~ Print Rcoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for; info@sebastianofficesupply.com 

Completed: 3i26i2014 2:25 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianf;l,area?~lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations 1.vil! be impacted.~ 

Answer 
----------·------------------------------·---------·---------------~--

Positive 

·'fl Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 

3 

4 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~v~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.v 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: it would be taking out land and business next to the railroad tracks me included 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands·of the Florida East Coast RailroasJ near US Highwc1y 1 through . 
the Sebastian(,>area?(,>ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
----------·--------------·------·-----·--- ------------------·-----·----------

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

?ii Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of"quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad !racks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Please reject this project. I do not think it would be good for our area at all. 
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Constant Contact' Print Report 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: ksm@ksmengineering.net 

Completed: 3/26/2014 2:26 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(,area?i.>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.f,·v 

Answer 

Positive 

,Z Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: The tracks are directly behind our business. The current noise and horns are already heard by the normal train traffic. More traffic would only make this issue 
worst. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?t),)vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(.> 

Answer 
--------·-----------------·---·------------·--------------------------

Positive 

.;,,? Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: All east bound customers would experience more delays in trying to get to our business on U.S.1. 

3 What 

4 

5 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianqarea?qln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans•.ver 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

.;,,? Strongly Reject 

Comment: It would make more sense to run new tracks along a major hiway corridor. Overall, I feel it's a waste of money. Few, if any, people will ride this train to justify the 
expense. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer ______________________________ .. _____ ,,_,, _____ ,, __________________ ,, ___________ ,, _____ _ 
Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Add iii on of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

>;/ Other: Ailow the people in the affected areas to vote on it. 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Th;" "'"'""" ;s ~ nnnrl sl8rt. Hold oublic meetings to get a sense of wl1ere people stand on this proposal. 



_g 
Constant Contact' ~ Print R,port 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: jenny.seemayer@regus.com 

Completed: 3/261'.2014 2:27 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastiani>area?~)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.i°.,H") 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: If the train stops here. it might bring more business our way which is extremely positive. 

2 How 

3 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?vi>vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.v 

Ansv-1er 

Positive 

Negative 

~L No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianvarea?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

-~ Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

·'fl Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

v Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other: Stop in Vero Beach 

In 
the space below. please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

J think we should strongly campaign for stops in Indian River County, especially Sebastian and Vero Beach. I think this is a great idea but more importantly. 
having the train stop here will benefit IRC's inhabitants and possibly bring more business to our local businesses in !RC. This needs to be looked into. We may 
not be as big as West Palm, Ft. Lauderdale or Orlando but Indian River County deserves to have the train stop in Vero and Sebastian. I don't think we should 
allow this unless mandatory stops at Vero and Sebastian are agreed to by the FECI. If you need my assistance in campaigning for this, I will be more than happy 
to assist. 



J'."'<;~ ---Constant Contact' ~PrintHeoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: terri.hulse@seacoastnational.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 2:46 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian,varea?'Vlf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 
------------------------------------------------------------------·--------~----------

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Those individuals traveling from Miami to Orlando, usually use the Florida Turnpike or 95 to 528 and do not come into Sebastian, 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?*'Vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
busines5 operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Inconvenience due to the additional RR traffic- crossing closing, noise level 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianvarea?'Vln the space provided 1 please explain why you support 1 reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans'.ver ~-~~-~~---~-----~----~-----~-~------~--~-----------~-~.~----~--~-~--------~~-
Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

·iii! Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: The HSR could relieve some of the traffic on 95 and 528, which would be a benefit, but I believe that there should be additional stops - Vero & StuartiJupiter. I 
understand that each town would like to be designated as a stop, that would be impossible and cause further overall delays, 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using lhe high speed railroad in lhe Sebastian area_ 

Other 

5 In 
the space below 1 please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 
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Constant Contact' ~ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: jeweler529@msn.com 

Completed: 3/2612014 2:52 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway i through the Sebastian~area?~lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Positive 

Negati,,e 

'11_ No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~~,(,lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.{V 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

-,i' No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian,yarea?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

I cannot see a positive resultto the Sebastian area of the initiation of high speed rail service. 



~,·~ 
Constant Contact' ~ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: eallgonzalez@hotmail.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:05 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian-O,area?-0,lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.'fK) 

Answer 

Positive 

·?§f Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Noise 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~-0,lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(., 

Ans,.ver 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Noise level 
No benefit for sebastian 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian{;>area?(.,ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: Moise level 
Add a stop in sebastian 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

s,;! Addition of ''quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

s,;! Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Rc,i,ar.t unless there is a stop added 



Constant Contact' ~Pfln!Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: jerry@woodsinsures.com 

Completed: 3i26/2014 3:10 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway i through the Sebastian-(,>area?,t)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted,-(,,4; 

Answer 
------------------------ -------------------·----·------·-------·-------------· 

Positive 

>L Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Travel to clients east & west throughout Indian River and Brevard will impact or ability to conduct business due to the frequent blockage of rail crossings. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?,v4;-(>lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(> 

Answer 
--------·-------------------------------------------·-------------·----------

Positive 

0fL Negative 

No or Minimal lmpaci 

Comment: Same as prior but where client is traveling to our business. 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian~area?,&ln the space provided, please explain 'Nhy you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------··-------·------------·---------

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

:'fl Strongly Reject 

Comment: No financial benefit to the local business community. The trains will impact travel time, meeting scheduling, safe~/ to community and bring no financial benefit. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
----~-·---------·------------------------~---------~----------------·--------
¥ Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

";/' Addition of a station or stop for passengers using lhe high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Join other Chambers and Community groups and oppose this action by the FECRR. Do not write letters of support as lhey are asking of other chambers. 
This company plows all their$$ into their real estate development throughout Florida. For ongoing maintenance 3nd repair lhey place band aids on the train 



Constant Contact' PrintReoort 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: rcantner@irsc.edu 

Completed: 3i26i2014 3:16 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian{>area?(flf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.* 

Answer 
-------·--- ----------------------·----·-------------------·-----------------

Positive 

Negative 

,,Z No or Minimal Impact 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?(;·v'<)lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(f 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

-tit No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian(;area?(fln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

,,J! Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: I hear pro and con about this issue. Local businesses in Vero more concerned about the impact. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-------·-------------------------------------------------------------------------
·>,! Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

~ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Just stay on top as you have. I appreciate ALL update and info. 
Thank you 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: lspurlock@quitdoc.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:16 PM EDT 

Hovv will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianf,area?~)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.* 

Answer 
------------------------------ -----------------------------------------------

Positive 

d Negative 

Mo or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Disrupted traffic and delays causing appointments to be la_te. Moise of train running and its horns between 16th Street and Rt 60 intersections will be a constant 
disruption. At that speed the train will be blasting its horn continuously as it flies between all lRC intersections. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~,vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted,'(? 

Answer 

Positive 

·'fl Mega tive 

Mo or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Schools. recreation programs and businesses I work with in Sebastian and in Vero Beach wilt be impacted negatively by the noise and physical rumble. 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian{>area?f,ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans,ver 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: The tracks for high speed should not be coming through any urban/downtown area where tourists and pedestrians are trying to enjoy the ambiance of the 
region. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
------~-------------------------------------------·----~---------------------~-~----------------

Addition of ''quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

':/' Other: Move the project out west along the turnpike & 195 corridor. 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad, 

I am not in favor of higl1 speed trains going through downtown areas in IRC or through any area where there is high pedestrian traffic on the Treasure Coast 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for; toukietheclown@gmail.com 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:24 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian~area?~lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.* 

Answer _" __________________________________ " _______ " ____________________ " ____ " __ 
Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Already being delayed with the freight trains We have a schedule to maintain and any delays would could cause us to lose a customer 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~~~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations wi_ll be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Causes customer delays as well 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railrpad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian~area?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: For the above reasons More traffic and more delays 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer ---------- ____________________________________ " _________________________ _ 
Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area . 

.,f Other: We have no positive feedback 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Definitely oppose this high speed rail 
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Constant Contact' ~ Print R2oort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 3i26i2014 3:35 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianvarea?-0-lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.-0--0-

Answer 

·'Ji! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?v-0-·vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.·v 

Answer 
-

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
Is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian(;;area?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·)/ Slrongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

'!! Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

·"fl Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 



All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: dconley2@comcast.net 

Completed: 3/26/2014 3:47 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianf,,area?"'!')lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.f,,i> 

Answer 

~PrintRc,oor1 

-----·---··--------·---··--------------~-----------------·----------·-----·-----
Positive 

Negative 

'it No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 

3 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~vvlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.·i;> 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

'fl No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastiani)area?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

"'Z Strongly Reject 

Comment: Too many trains. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply}: 

Answer 

·'fl Addition of"quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

In 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

These train tracks should be located further west. 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: doctorneil9@yahoo.com 

Completed: 3i26/2014 3:56 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(l'area?~lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.(;~ 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

's1_ No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: think the plan is not good for the treasure coast as it serves us no benefits and will cause delays maybe deaths and too much noise 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 

© Print Reoort 

Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~(l'lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.(; 

Answer 

Positive 

Negati,,e 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: too much noise many delays most people I speak io don't want it 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian(l'area?(l'ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neilher Support or Reject 

'Moderately Reject 

,'ti Strongly Reject 

Comment: great for the gamblers not good for the treasure coast residents too much noise and trouble for not getting any benefits it should be moved west and not be 
here 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer _____________ , ____ , _______ , ______________________________ , ____________ ~----------------
Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other: just move it out west 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

fight it with all there strength as it will not benefit our citizens 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: georgelins926@gmail.com 

Completed: 5/27/2014 7:53 Arvl EDT 

How will your bu:;iness operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad th3t will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian-area?-lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted_:::~ 

Answer 

Positive 

"Z Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 

Page 1 of 1 

~ Pnnt Peoort 

Rail mad near US Higl1way 1 through the Sebastian area?:::_~ -,If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business oper3tions will be impacted _ _: 

Ans'Ner 

-,,.; Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sabastian_ ar~a? ::In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad_ 

Answ~r 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

,!fl Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroacl would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answz.r 

crossing" tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area_ 

-v Other: none 

In 
the space below. pleasc> describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the pr·Jposed high speed railroad-

reject it outright 

1A/l'"\{)/l'"\f\1'1 
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Constant Contcr,et' @ Print Reoort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: bthobby@att.net 

Completed: 3i2612014 3:57 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highvvay 1 throL1gh the Sebastianf),area?f;lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~) 

Ansvver 

Positive 

"fl Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains. The noise will bother me and I see no benefit whatsoever, 

2 How 

3 

4 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?vvfilf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

4f! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains. The noise will bother me and I see no benefit what so ever. 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianvarea?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: The road lhat my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains. The noise will bother me and I see no benefit what so ever, 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
---------··-----------·------------------------·-----------.~·----~------~-.~-----·------· 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

-'L Other: None 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

I would like you to keep fighting to keep this nescience out of our town and the treasure coast in general. These trains will not benefit the general permanent 
population here. And will just be another inconvenience forced upon us. Not to mention the use of the 9eneral transportation line for goods from the south and 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 5/17/2014 721 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highw1y I through the Sebastian-::area?::-lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in wl1ich your business operations will be impacted, --

Answe,r 

Positive 

V Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?:::::: _Jf positive or negati'IS', please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted,~ 

Answ~r ---------- -----
Positive 

;;/ Negative 

~lo or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian area?--:ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad, 

.Answer 

Moderately Support 
~!either Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

-,L Strongly Reject 

+ My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the foilowing factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ans·11er 

Addition of "quiet crossing" inirastructure at interseclions of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a stalion or stop for passengers using 1he high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

--1 A Irr. A /I"\ A 1 ,t 



9~ 

Constant Contact' Print R(:;oon 

2 

3 

4 

5 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for; ditch13gaJlervandgifts@comcast.net 

Completed: 3i26!2014 3:58 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian(>area?'f)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~~ 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Jtwill bring people to the area. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?* 0vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

,,? Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: More people spend more money 

What 
is you·r general level of support for the proposed high speed railr_oad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian,varea?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

;)' Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: I will be able to travel to other areas as well. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

>./ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Maybe the chamber could get new businesses to open up in the area to help provide transportation/tours to and from other areas rather than just the Sebastian 
Downtown corridor. 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 5/15/2014 6:59 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 

Page 1 of 1 

near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian - area?-lf positi'le or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.:::: 

Ansv,~r -
'Positive 

Negative 
"it. No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway I through the Sebastian area?_. ~-If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.:: 

Ans1.,ver 

Negative 

'ti No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sabastian=area?:::ln the space pro'lided, please e:(plain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 
"it Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 
· Strongly Reject 

4 My le'lel of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or 

"it Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

we need a stop! I travel to Orlando very frequently for business!! 

, I 1 l'I /')(\/')(I 1 11 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: casi1 OO@bellsouth.net 

Completed: 3/26/2014 4:12 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastiansf)'area?~)lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.ir~ 

Answer 
- -

Positive 
Negative 

'!/'_ No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~~-(;,lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 
Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian~area?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Ans,Ner 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 
Strongly Reject 

Comment: I feel !hat this railway will have absolutely no benefits for our community other then cosling the city monies that could be utilized elsewhere 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition infrastructure al intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

I do not feel that the Chamber should take either a yea or nay stance in regards to the railway but to keep communications open with our business members and 
community with an unbiased opinion. 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: sebastiansroadsideresiaurant@gmaiLcom 

Completed: 3i26i2014 4:31 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian~area?'\')lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~~ 

Answer 
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Positive 

Negative 

%!_ No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?vv-vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.-v 

Answer 
---------------------------------·--------------------------------

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-,varea?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

:strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: A local station would be positive for business. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-------------------------~---------~-------~-------------------------------------

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads . 

.;> Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce lo take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Support the measure. 
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All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: !eahfacto@yahoo com 

Completed: 5/16/2014 2:40 PM EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed higl1 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?- If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.: -

Answer 
- ----

Positive 

~ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad tl1at will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?--: _If positive or negati',e, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 
--------·----

Positi11e 

,;I_ Negalive 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian::area? -111 the space provided. please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Moderately Support 

~I either Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·¥ Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply}: 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at , "c' "" of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

·Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

-v _ Other: Nothing will change my mind. 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to ta!,e on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Whatever you can do to make it not happen! 

10/29/2014 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: cynthia@vandevoordelaw.com 

Completed: 3i26/2014 4:42 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianqarea?qlf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted,~~ 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------------------------~--~------------

Positive 

·"1' Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Increased noise. traffic, and physical disruptions (shaking) will adversely affect my business and the desirability of the current location of my business. Also. 
this will deliberately bypass traffic that would otherNise get an opportuni~; to view and stop in to our communi~J. 

2 How 

3 

4 

5 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~)qlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted,q 

Ansvler 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: I have hear many negative comments from clients. I have not heard any support for this project from members of our community. 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-qarea?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
---------------------------·"-------------------------------------------------·-------

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ans'iver 

vi'. Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

·"it Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

~ Other: Moving lhe rail lines to a location offUS-1 to 1-95 corridor. 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 



Constant Contact Print Response Page 1 of 1 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: bfext@bellsouth.net 

Completed: 5/2/2014 7:07 PM EDT 

1 How will your businass operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sabastian::-area?-lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.--::-

Answer 

Positive 

,,t Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment; The only real impact 'Nould be traffic backed up traveling east and west across the railroad tracks. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?== ::If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business opentions will be impacted. -

Answer 

Positive 

,,? Negati•1e 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Same gs previous question. 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian area? In the space provided, please explain why you support, rejgct or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

'."£ Strongly Reject 

Comment: The reason I re1ect the proposed high speed railroad is because there are no stops in Indian River County This does not benefit us in any way. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ansv19r 

of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks 1,,vith public streets or roads. 

'E Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please dascribe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the prooosad high speed railroad. 

You need to insist on having the Train to stop In the Sebastian area so it benefits the local economy 

1 f\. 11""\f'\ II"'\ f\ 1 ,1 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: cbboc@yahoo.com 

Completed: 3/2612014 4:47 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian~area?·vlf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~~ 

Answer 

~ Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?k){>k)lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.k) 

Answer 

Yi Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 

· the Sebastianvarea?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Rejecl 

Slrongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer _ _, ________ ·-------·----------·-------------------------------------·-~···--------
Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

,II Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Whatever needs to be done in order to accomplish this proposed project quickly' It has been in the talk for too long .... 



~-·~ 

Constant Contact" €} Print R·2oort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: virginia.heeter@coldwellbanker.com 

Completed: 3i26/2014 5:38 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian·~area?<rjlf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

·;;/. Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Will bind up the traffic load on the Main Street crossing onto US Hwy 1 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.v 

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: This will impact traffic flow to and from the main arteries of Sebastian 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the propos~d high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian(l,area?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

~ Strongly Reject 

Comment: With no regular stops in Indian River or St Lucie Counties there is no advantage to having the train disruption in traffic. I feel strongly that the system might be 
more utilized if there was at least 1 stop in Indian River County. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-----·--·--·-----·--·---------------·-----------------~---·-·--------------·-----------------·-

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

>/ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Continue researching whether there might me need for a stop or stops here in this county 
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~g 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: shadygrovenursery@yahoo.com 

Completed: 412912014 12:56 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Floricla East Coast Railroacl 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian - area? If positi'le or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. -

.l\.nS':NN 
-

Positive 

',( Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Having to wait on trains that have no impact here is not 'Nhat our city needs. 'Ne need services that BRli'JG in customers and can TAKE us to other destinations 
How many people are really going to pay the extra cost to take a train from Orlando to Palm Beaches or Miami. The planes they come in on will take them to 
these cities without the hassles of disembarking plane. going to airport, getting on train, getting off train .... .I feel it is only going to cause a unsafe environment -l< 
much stress f 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by tl1e proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Floricla East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?- - -1r positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.:: 

Ans'Ner 

Positive 
Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: See comment above. 

3 . What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian::arna? ~In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposecl high 
speed railroad. 

At1S'Nf:f 

Support 

Moderately _Support 

Neither Sup_port or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

st' Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

A11S'Ner -,-----~--,--~ 
Addition of ''quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks 1Nith public streets or roads. 

,;,' Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would lii<.e the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to tal<'l on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Make Sebastian a" DESTINATION 'forthe train 



Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: nm2101@yalloo.com 

Completed: 3i26/2014 10:19 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastianvarea?;;,lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.v~ 

Answer 

·'cf! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Traffic stopping. noise pollution. 
En,,ironmental pollutants create anxiety which disturbs performing daily activities and increasing mental instability. 
Our small town feeling will be disturbed. I predict sanity will decrease and crime will increase just because people feel less at ease. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 

~J Print Reoort 

Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?V"f)vlf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.v 

Answer 

Positive 

ti. Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Most of my clients are very elderly. The disturbance of their sereni~; will be very unhealthy to the body and the mind. 

3 What 

4 

is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastianvarea?{,ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

,Ji!.' Strongly Reject 

Comment: No positive effect for us: only negative. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

·'it Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

;r/ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

,,;t Other: reasonable fees 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

illh1st lobbv the federal politicians. 



g ,: 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: mgingras61@gmait.com 

Completed: 3126i2014 10:52 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian~area?€,>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.~ 

Ansv;er 
---------------------------- -------------------------------~--~-------·---

Positive 

-;,! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 

3 

4 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?vv~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.~ 

Answer 

Positive 

y Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is yom general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian~area?vln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

-,;! Slrongly Reject 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------~~--·" 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

'cJ!_ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 
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Constant Contact' 

4 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: lsmith@jerrysm1tht1le.com 

Completed: 4/23/20 t 4 12.05 PM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian ·:area? If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. 

Answer 

Positive 

,;! Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: TRAFFIC WILL BE BACKED UP AT CROSSINGS MANY TIMES A DAY. WHHI ,6, TRAIN GOES BY NOW OUR BUILDINGS SHAKE LIKE CRAZY. EVERY 
YEAR WE HAVE TO REATIACH OUR CROWN MOLDINGS AND ALL THE TILES SHAKE ON THEIR RACKS IN OUR SHOINROOM AT JERRY SMITH TILE 
MAKING IT DIFFICULT TO TALK. I CA~l'T EVEN IMAGINE WHAT IT WILL BE LIKE WITH 32 TRAINS A DAYI IT IS RIDICULOUS AND OUR PROPERTY 
VALUES WILL GO DOWN IT MAY PUT US OUT OF BUSINESS THE GOVT SHOULD NOT BE IN THE BUSINESS OF LENDING MONEY MAKE THEM MOVE 
OUTWESTI 

HO'N 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway i through the Sebastian area?::~ ::If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.-_ 

Positive 

1!l Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: V'/E VVILL MOT BE ABLE TO GO ABOUT BUSINESS l~I A NORMAL WAY EVER AGAIN MIYWHERE ON THE EAST COAST IF THIS IS ALLOWED TO 
HAPPEN BECAUSE THE EXISTING TRACKS SPLIT ALL OF OUR TOWNS IN TWO''! IT V'~LL BE DISASTEROUS FOR BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES. 
EMERGENCIES, TRAVEL, TRAFFIC, SAFETY ETC! 

What 
is your general le,,et of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway i through 
the Sebastian-·area?-:ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

AnSW8r 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

%". Strongly Re1ect 

Comment: THESE QUESTIONS ARE VERY REPETITIOUS' 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer -·-----------------------------------·-----------------·----·--·--··------·---·-----·-
Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

-,;! Other: USE THE TRACKS WEST OF TOWNI 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railrnad. 

1 A II'"'\[\/"') f\ 1 ;1 
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LET'S GET TOGETHER AND FIGHT THIS THlrlG' PETITIONS 
ArlD ANYTHING ELSE li'JE CAN DO THE FEDERAL GOVT SHOULD rlOT BE USING OPUR TAX DOLLARS T0 FUrlD .0 RIVATE E1'ITERPRISES THIS IS OUR 
PROPERTY AND OUR BUSlrlESSES ARE OUR LIFEWIES. A COUPLE OF TIMES A DAY V'IE CAN PUT UP WITH BUT rlOT 32 Tii'1IES A DAY. PEOPLE 'NILL 
DIE WHEM THEY CArl'T GET TO HOSPITALS. THEY DO NOT HA\/E THE RIGHT TO DESTROY OUR TOWNS. OUR BUSINESSES. AND THE VALUE OF OUR 
PROPERTIES. WE HAVE EXISTED FOR YE.i\RS TRAVELING BY CAR, BUS OR PLJ\.NES 'l'iE DOM'T rlEED TRAINS' 

at A /1"\,A 11"\A 1 ,t 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur1ey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 7/30/2014 11:34 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway I through the Sebastian arear:lf positive or negative, please describe ttie 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. - -

Answer 

Positive 

Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that 'Nill be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?· -~:_Jf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted._-

Answer 

Positive 
Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian-::area? ~In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 
Strongly Reject 

Comment: Do you have a survay for Residences as well as businesses? 

4 My Je,1el of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition crossing" infrastructure at 11 .. ~, _,- ............... of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
Other 

5 In 
the space below, please clescribe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Stop the train 

1 {'I/')() /')('11 11 
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All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: mickey@cappcustom.com 

Completed: 10/25/2014 8:09 AM EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian·- area?~ If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.:: -

Answ~r 

Positive 

v Negati•,e 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?- __ ~If positi,,e or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted. -

Ans·,•1er 
- -------------

Positive 

¥/ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Floricla East Coast Railroad near US Highwa, 1 through 
the Sebastian::area?:-1n the space pro'iided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or rejeci the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

?,,' Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

An.s·.ver 

Addition of ·'quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

'Al Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian Riv<?r Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

REJECT' it will become a additional freight line 

1 f\ /') C\ /') (\ 1 ;1 
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'lg 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: reservations@hirams com 

Completed: 10/17/2014 11:19 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by th2 proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian_ area?---:lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.::: -

Ans',•1ar 
- ----

Positive 

Negative 
,;! No or Minimal lmpacl 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the S&bastian area?-=: _:Jf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.::: 

Answgr 
-Positive 

Y Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: crossing over from the 'Nest is stalled and safety for our children and elderly who walk or bike over the tr:Icks at many streets 

.} What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian area? _::1n tt1e space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Su 
Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

·'YI Slrongly Reject 

Comment: Safety 35 well as no stops are my main issues. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please marl< all that applyi: 

Ans·Ner 

Addition of 'quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks streets or roads. 

Addilion of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
Other 

5 In 
the space below. please describe the steps or actions you would li'<e the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to tai<e on behalf of its ,n3n1bership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

vote no train! 

'I 1 ('I /')('I /')('11 ,1 
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:/_:_:?/ 
Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: Anonymous 

Completed: 10/10/2014 11:50 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian-area? If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. -

Answer 

Positive 

Negalive 
".,"No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?-::_ If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted._ 

Ans'.ver ----------------
Positive 

Negative 
if No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian -·area? ::In the space pro'lided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

. Moderately .support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

-,;! Strongly Reject 

Comment: This project will have a negative impact on the community. with zero benefits 

4 My level of support for the proposed l1igh speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answe-r 

Addition of ;;-:f;-~-·~· if"t:.!:0 at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

·v.' Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to tak'? on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

If Sebastian has no station. there is no benefit. 
The chamber should oppose the project. 

1()/')Q/')()14 
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,.J~ ,-·_;::__; 
ConstcmtContact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: margieduffell@aol.com 

Completed: 10/9/2014 9 21 Ar,1 EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 througl1 the Sebastian ::area?~lf posifr19 or negafr,e, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted._::: 

Answer 
--

Positive 

'ii Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

2 Ho1N 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the S'lbastian area?_·- -::If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.:: 

Answer' 

Posili•,e 
o/ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
thie Sebastian.::area?:::ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Moderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

"fl Strongly Reject 

.\ My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or slop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

·ef Other: No Posilive influence 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect tu the proposed high speed railroad. 

10/29/2014 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: mickey@cappcustorn.com 

Completed: 10/25/2014 8:09 Ai',1 EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 througl1 the Sebastian- arear If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. -

Answer 

Positive 

"ii Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area? - - ::If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted._ 

Answ.gr 

Positive 

v Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

J What 
is your general !en! of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian_ area? ..:In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

xi' Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of ''quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

'!I: Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below. please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

REJECT' it will become a additional freight line 

1 ()/')Q/')()1 Li 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur,ey 

Response for: fred sau tobody@comcast.net 

Completed: 10124/2014 11 :52 AM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian a,·ea?- If positi'le or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operJtions will be impacted.----

Ans'IIS>r 

Positilfe 

y Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: TRAIN WILL SHAKE MY BLDG. 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impactad by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sabastian area?- If positi·,e or negati'le, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted. 

Answer 

:Positive 

•? Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: LESS ACCESS 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian =area? ·111 the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Support 

Moderately Support 
·Neither Support or Reject 

: Moderately Reject 

·>ti'. Strongly Reject 

Comment: THEY COULD GO UP THE MIDDLE OF THE STATE 

4 My level of support for the propos.ed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (pl9ase mark all that apply): 

Ansvrnr 

Addition of ·'quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads . 

.,t Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Ai'ea Chamber of Commerce to take 011 behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

10/?.9/'.).014 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: chr!spozgar35 l@msn.com 

Completed: 10/17/2014 4.43 Prvt EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the land:;; of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 thrnugh the Sebastian area? -11 positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. - -

Ans 1Ner 

Positive 

.;t Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?_ -:::If positive or negativ9, pleasa describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted._ 

Answer 
- ·---·-----

Positive 

,,I Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your genenl le•1el of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian ~area? In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad, 

Answer 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Raject 

·!?. Strongly Reject 

4 My level of support for the proposad high speed railroad would be 
positi'lely influenced by the following factors (please marl< all that apply): 

Answer 

,jl of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at 1lc1 ... "'.:~'. ... 11~ of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
·"'1 Other: Residence and business quiet infrastructure 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

1,,r,1dlife protection. 
Business 3nd Residence noise protection 

1 n /') O /') (I 1 11 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: cindi@fleye.com 

Completed: 10/2/2014 10:40 AM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area? ::If positiv,; or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted. 

Positi11e 

,! Negati'le 

~lo or Minimal Impact 

Comment: As a Healthcare practice 'Ne are concerned 1Nith easy paths of egress to and from our facility for patients throughout the county 'Ne are also concerned about 
potential interruptions for El'vlS and Emergency vehicles. 

Ho,..v 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?:::: :_:If positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted. -

Ansv19r ----------------------·-------------------·--------- .. -------------
Positive 

-'ft Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Our business is opening a satellite office east of the railroad tracks that impact patient appointment times '.3.0d emergency access. 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 

, be using the lands of th.e Florida East Coast Rail marl near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian:::area?::.ln the space provided, please explain why you supp(),(t, reject or nerther support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad . 

. ll.11swer 

Support 

Moderately Support 

~leither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

-~it Strongly Reject 

Comment: The entire idea is boon-doggle_ 
l;\Je are taught as business people to effectively research an idea before implementing. The supposed ridership numbers are not based on reality It ls the mrnd
set of 'build it and they will come' 

My le·,el of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mar!- all that apply): 

Answer -------·-------------------------------------------·------------------
Addition or ··quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

sl Other: Move rail path lo Center of State 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Seba;;tian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Find out how we can stop this from going forward 
.As business people and tax paying citizens. -Ne do not ·Nant public money (loan or othernise) used lo .support this proiect. 

1 ()/')Q/'){) 1 Li 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Sur1ey 

Response for: sabrina.seme@bbbsbigs.org 

Completed: 9/26/2014 2:59 PM EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroacl that will be using the lands of the Floricla East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian_ area?-lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific W3'J'> in wl1ich your business operations will be impacted.== 

Answgr 

Positive 

·¥ ~~egative 

No or Minimal Impact 

2 H0 1N 

will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?=~- -1r positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.= 

Ans,,•,gr 
---

Positive 

-'JI Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian::area? In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 

-,t' Strongly Reject 

-I My le'1el of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positiveiy influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Ans•Ner 

crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the tracks public streets or roads. 

-¥! Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 
--.,' Other: Bridges or tunnels to prevent traffic from being stopped. 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

1 " 1 nnonn 1 ,1 
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Constant Contact' ~ Print R2oort 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: .Anonymous 

Completed: 7/10/2014 10:27 All,! EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway ·1 through the Sebastian::arear If positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.:: -

Answer 

Positive 

·'it Negalive 

~lo or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?=::=lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.·~ 

Answ.::r 

Positive 

o;i' Negative 

~lo or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian·.area? ~In the space provided, please e:<plain why you support, r<eject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad . 

.Ans?1er 

Support 

Moderately Support 

Ne1lher Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

·li'. Slrongly Reject 

.j My le•,el of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positiv,:,ly influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks 11-Jith public streets or roads. 

Addilion of a station or slop for passengers using !he high speed railroad in !he Sebastian area. 

Oiher 

s In 
the space below. please d95cribe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian Riv'lr Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

This will destroy the area ! 

/_ 1 f'I /')('\/')('\ 1 11 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: ckbell@gulistreamgoodwill.com 

Completed: 3/27/2014 12:42 PM EDT 

1 How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian{)area?~lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted,~) 

Answer 

Positilfe 
Negatil/e 

.,l No or Minimal Impact 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?~{)~lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted,~ 

Answer 

Positilfe 
Negative 

·'fl. No or Minimal Impact 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian~area?i,ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 
Moderately Support 
Neither Support or Reject 
Moderately Reject 
Strongly Reject 

Comment: Has no effect on our business and may pa'le the way for new business in the future. 

4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

·>ti' Addition of "quiet crossing" inirastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

I think that the high speed railroad will be good for the Sebastian area as tralfelers will get a glimpse of the pretty city and may want to travel to it in the future 
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Constant Contact' 

All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: mmiller.miatc@gmall.com 

Completed: 4/16/2014 3:24 PM EDT 

I How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian ___ area?_ If positive or negativ9, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.=--:: 

Answer 
-

Positive 

'if'_Negative 
No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: Delays at crossings will increase costs to customers 

2 How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through th9 Sebastian area?- - -11 positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.::-

Answer ------ -------------------
Positive 

¥_Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: See above 

3 What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian=area? ~In the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 
----

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 
:Neither Support or Reject 

'!I_ Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

-
4 My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 

positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 
Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

5 In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would li!le the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to ta:{e on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Install lracks west of the populated areas 
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All Aboard Florida Survey 

Response for: patricia.jamar@solsticecommunities.com 

Completed: 3/27/2014 8:12 AM EDT 

How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high 
speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian,{;area?{>lf positive or negative, please describe the 
specific ways in which your business operations will be impacted.* 

Answer 
-------------------------------------------------------------------·--------·--------

Positive 

ir.l Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

Comment: We represent a 400-unit manufactured home community that backs up to the FEC railway on one side. We are already seeing many homeowners putting their 
homes up for sale in anticipation of the train traffic interfering more so than the current freight train traffic/noise they are experiencing now. 

How 
will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed 
high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast 
Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area?*{>lf positive or negative, please describe the specific ways in which your 
business operations will be impacted.{> 

Answer 
------------------------------------------------------------------

Positive 

"fZ_ Negative 

No or Minimal Impact 

What 
is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will 
be using the lands of the Florida East _Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through 
the Sebastian{>area?~ln the space provided, please explain why you support, reject or neither support or reject the proposed high 
speed railroad. 

Answer 

Strongly Support 

Moderately Support 

Neither Support or Reject 

Moderately Reject 

Strongly Reject 

Comment: We feel the route should be moved toward the western portions of our county. to avoid further disruption of traffic, noise pollution and the potential for more 
high-speed car/train accidents. 

My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be 
positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): 

Answer 

·'!I Addition of "quiet crossing" infrastructure at intersections of the railroad tracks with public streets or roads. 

;/ Addition of a station or stop for passengers using the high speed railroad in the Sebastian area. 

Other 

In 
the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the 
Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership 
with respect to the proposed high speed railroad. 

Support the local government's involvement in joining a Treasure Coast alliance group to create a larger "voice" in opposition to the trains running through our 



Constant Contact Survey Results 

Survey Name: All Aboard Florida Survey 
Response Status: Partial & Completed 
Filter: None 
Nov 19, 2014 9:32:42 AM 

1. How will your business operations be impacted by the proposed high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area? If p 
A R d t nswer espon en 
The tracks are directly behind our business. The current noise and horns are already heard by the normal train traffic. More traffic ksm@ksmengineering.net 
would only make this issue worst. 
There is already too much sound pulution with the train service we do have. Traffic is also effected. curtoxford@.qmail.com 
Where is all the money coming from to handle this? More tax money when state of Florida all ready needs more money? Will there barginhunterwkly@aol .com 
be more destruction of trees? 
traffic congestion, increased noise stephanie.boucher@.health-first.orq 
To much noise and delays. don@.indianrivermassage.com 
Delays at crossings will increase costs to customers mmiller.miatc@.qmail.com 
If the train stops here, it might bring more business our way which is extremely positive. jenny.seemayer@.regus.com 
Those individuals traveling from Miami to Orlando, usually use the Florida Turnpike or 95 to 528 and do not come into Sebastian. terri. hul se@seacoastnational.com 

Disrupted traffic and delays causing appointments to be late. Noise of train running and its horns between 16th Street and Rt 60 lspurlock@quitdoc.com 
intersections will be a constant disruption. At that speed the train will be blasting its horn continuously as it flies between all IRC 
intersections. 
Travel to clients east & west throughout Indian River and Brevard will impact or ability to conduct business due to the frequent jerry@woodsinsures.com 
blockage of rail crossinqs. 
Noise eallgonzalez@.hotmail.com 
Already being delayed with the freight trains We have a schedule to maintain and any delays would could cause us to lose a toukietheclown@gmail.com 
customer 
The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains. The noise will bother me and I see no bthobby@att.net 
benefit whatsoever, 
think the plan is not good for the treasure coast as it serves us no benefits and will cause delays maybe deaths and too much noise doctorneil9@yahoo.com 

It will brinq people to the area. ditch 13qalleryandqifts@.com cast. net 
Increased noise, traffic, and physical disruptions (shaking) will adversely affect my business and the desirability of the current cynthia@vandevoordelaw.com 
location of my business. Also, this will deliberately bypass traffic that would otherwise get an opportunity to view and stop in to our 
community. 
26 additional stops a day at train tracks will deter customers from choosing businesses on the other side of the tracks. info@computerhealthcare.net 
Will bind up the traffic load on the Main Street crossing onto US Hwy 1 virqinia.heeter@coldwellbanker.com 
We are a manufactured home and RV community that backs up to the current rail service. It creates problems because a large barbarawp@bellsouth.net 
portion of people do not want to be in the sites located along the back the community where the tracks are. We already lose revenue 
and an additional 32 trains would be a disaster for us. 
Traffic stopping, noise pollution. nm2101@yahoo.com 
Environmental pollutants create anxiety which disturbs performing daily activities and increasing mental instability. 
Our small town feeling will be disturbed. I predict sanity will decrease and crime will increase just because people feel less at ease. 

We represent a 400-unit manufactured home community that backs up to the FEC railway on one side. We are already seeing patricia.jamar@solsticecommunities.com 
many homeowners putting their homes up for sale in anticipation of the train traffic interfering more so than the current freight train 
traffic/noise they are experiencinq now. 
Interruption of traffic flow will impact business for all businesses west of the railroad tracks from US 1. pirkle-chapman@.hotmail.com 
Excessive train traffic, noise and vibrations. wdilldelaw@bellsouth.net 
Train/track noise. Traffic conqestion. Business interruption due to noise, vibration, etc. Environmental concerns. michelle@napierlawfl.com 



I do not see how a high speed train coming through town that does not serve the residents in anyway is a positive. If it stopped in vogand@maronda.com 
Vero Beach to service residents then I think that would serve us ... also, how many of those trains will come through at night and 
what will the noise level be like. 
My business is near the railroad tracks. Infrequent trains pass currently, but there is a lot of noise, with my building shaking, and thecatsmeowcatcl@aol .com 
disruption of normal conversations occurring during the passing of a train. 
32 trains a day is too much noise and will negatively effect the quality of life in my community, disrupt my business, and give my 
county (Indian River County) no benefit, as the railroad does not see fit to even stop once in the county. 
I oppose the railroad plan. 
As a Real Estate Broker, it will have a huqe depreciation value on the sale of homes. keepirbeautiful@amail.com 
I own a florist in Sebastian so it will have a negative impact on getting deliveries as about 80 percent of our deliveries require pa rad isefl oristandgift@gmail.com 
crossing the tracks. 
Sower commutes waitinq for trains wcpoertner@amail.com 
Patients using our services must cross the tracks to get from certain parts of Wabasso, Sebastian and Barefoot Bay to Fellsmere. vsoule@tcchinc.org 
They can choose to go to another provider on the same side of the tracks, having a negative impact on our business. 

TRAFFIC WILL BE BACKED UP AT CROSSINGS MANY TIMES A DAY. WHEN A TRAIN GOES BY NOW OUR BUILDINGS lsmith@jerrysmithtile.com 
SHAKE LIKE CRAZY. EVERY YEAR WE HAVE TO REATTACH OUR CROWN MOLDINGS AND ALL THE TILES SHAKE ON 
THEIR RACKS IN OUR SHOWROOM AT JERRY SMITH TILE MAKING IT DIFFICULT TO TALK. I CAN'T EVEN IMAGINE WHAT 
IT WILL BE LIKE WITH 32 TRAINS A DAY! IT IS RIDICULOUS AND OUR PROPERTY VALUES WILL GO DOWN IT MAY PUT 
US OUT OF BUSINESS THE GOVT SHOULD NOT BE IN THE BUSINESS OF LENDING MONEY MAKE THEM MOVE OUT 
WEST! 
People will not want to wait at train crossings to get to the "east" side of town and will do their business and shopping on the side Anonymous 
beinq most convenient. 
More Noise and Train Traffic through our rural area and it most likely will not have a stop brining new clients .... vickysantana@me.com 
Noise should be considered barryscanlon1@amail.com 
All bad Anonymous 
Delaying of Traffic tremendously over current RR schedule. Noise and creating a dangerous condition of the town being split in half tedpank@comcast.net 
32 times a day by a 1 OOmph missle. 
We already experience vibrations of our buildings when the current trains pass; this will be more frequent. sebastianqual ity@bel I south. net 
no stops. more train traffic. Have we checked as to whether more freight traffic will be coming down the road at some point. Thats Anonymous 
where the railroad really makes its money. 
As a realtor, explaining that the train will cross our community about 38 times a day does not make our homes value increase! The Anonymous 
customers that have recently purchased have stated that they would not have bought their home here had tey known about the hgh 
speed railroad. 
The noice from the train and closing 512 and main every hour is not qood joanmarievanover@vahoo.com 
I think it will overall not benefit the city or business since there is no stop here. rex@rrqu nshop. net 
Having to wait on trains that have no impact here is not what our city needs. We need services that BRING in customers and can shadygrovenursery@yahoo.com 
TAKE us to other destinations. How many people are really going to pay the extra cost to take a train from Orlando to Palm Beaches 
or Miami. The planes they come in on will take them to these cities without the hassles of disembarking plane, going to airport, 
getting on train, getting off train ...... l feel it is only going to cause a unsafe environment & much stress f 

The only real impact would be traffic backed up traveling east and west across the railroad tracks. bfext@bellsouth.net 
As a Healthcare practice we are concerned with easy paths of egress to and from our facility for patients throughout the county. We cindi@fleye.com 
are also concerned about potential interruptions for EMS and Emergency vehicles. 
TRAIN WILL SHAKE MY BLDG. fredsautobody@comcast.net 
I live on one side and my business is on the other side of the tracks. doug@seasidevapors.com 
Getting to and from with inventory etc will be impacted. 

2. How will your customers or clients of your business be impacted by the proposed high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through the 
Answer Respondent 
All east bound customers would experience more delays in tryinq to qet to our business on U.S.1. ksm @ksmengineeri ng. net 
delays getting across tracks arthurarqenio@comcast.net 



I feel people will not want to frequent my clients businesses due to the loud noise and the loss of the small town feel we enjoy here curtoxford@gmail.com 
in Sebastian 
It appears our little town is starting to be like bigger cities. We are loosing our hometown community feel? Never satisfied with what bargi nhu nterwkly@aol.com 
we have? 
traffic conqestion, increased noise stephanie. boucher@health-first. orq 
it would be takinq out land and business next to the railroad tracks me included info@sebastianofficesupply.com 
See above mmiller.miatc@qmail.com 
Inconvenience due to the additional RR traffic - crossing closinq, noise level terri.hulse@seacoastnational.com 
Schools, recreation programs and businesses I work with in Sebastian and in Vero Beach will be impacted negatively by the noise lspurlock@quitdoc.com 
and physical rumble. 
Same as prior but where client is travelinq to our business. jerry@woodsi nsures. com 
Noise level eallgonzalez@hotmail.com 
No benefit for sebastian 
Causes customer delays as well tou kiethecl own@qm ai I .com 
The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains. The noise wil I bother me and I see no bthobby@att.net 
benefit what so ever, 
too much noise many delays most people I speak to don't want it doctorneil 9@yahoo.com 
More people spend more money ditch 13qalleryandgifts@comcast.net 
I have hear many negative comments from clients. I have not heard any support for this project from members of our community. cynthia@vandevoordelaw.com 

Property values will decrease info@com puterhealthcare. net 
Traffic will be backed up 
Noise pollution 
This will impact traffic flow to and from the main arteries of Sebastian virqinia.heeter@coldwellbanker.com 
See above barbarawp@bellsouth.net 
Most of my clients are very elderly. The disturbance of their serenity will be very unhealthy to the body and the mind. nm2101@yahoo.com 
Staff and patients will have to contend with road closing each time the train passes through Sebastian. We have nothing to gain by pirkle-chapman@hotmail.com 
way of people stoppinq in this area to shop or use our services. 
Delays in usinq our services. Safety concerns with crossing the tracks. wdilldelaw@bellsouth.net 
Traffic conqestion is assumed. Interruptions of business operations, conferences etc. due to noise, vibration, etc. michelle@napierlawfl.com 
depending on the times the train will go throuqh town, it will either impact traffic of sleep. voqand@maronda.com 
Disturbing the peace with loud train noises 32 times daily. I like my community the way it is, with an occasional train only. thecatsmeowcatcl@aol.com 
My business is near the tracks and passing trains require us to stop conversations, and shake the building and the floors. My 
patients are also disturbed by the noise. 
In addition, I am sure there will be odors associated with the trains also, and fumes which will negatively impact our Indian River 
Lagoon, already havinq problems with run off & pollution,bad4tourism 
It will impact my business and customers qreatly! The Real Estate values will plummet and we will lose buyers to the area. keepirbeautiful@qmail.com 
more delays-health hazard for emerqency vehicle traffic and noise of horns loqo.sew@comcast.net 
Fewer homes will be sold alonq the rail. Grant, Barefoot Bay, Sebastin. wcpoertner®amail. com 
We have business locations on both sides of the track. The number of trains added will delay staff and patients getting to their vsoule@tcchinc.org 
destination. 
WE WILL NOT BE ABLE TO GO ABOUT BUSINESS IN A NORMAL WAY EVER AGAIN ANYWHERE ON THE EAST COAST IF lsmith@jerrysmithtile.com 
THIS IS ALLOWED TO HAPPEN BECAUSE THE EXISTING TRACKS SPLIT ALL OF OUR TOWNS IN TWO!!! IT WILL BE 
DISASTEROUS FOR BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, EMERGENCIES, TRAVEL, TRAFFIC, SAFETY ETC! 
People will not want to wait at train crossings to get to the "east" side of town and will do their business and shopping on the side Anonymous 
beinq most convenient. 
The noise and increased train traffic may detour clients from choosinq to live in our area which is more laid back and quaint. vickysantana@me.com 
customers & clients hate the idea!! Anonymous 
A populated area being split in half 32 times a day by a hiqh speed train can have no positive effect in our community. tedpank@comcast.net 
Will/may increase time needed to visit our store ... we are only a few hundred feet from railway info@allritewaterfl.com 
Hindered access to medical facilities. Anonymous 



They will go other ways to travel QO to 95 to qo north and south not rt1 ioanmarievanover@yahoo.com 
IF the frequency is such that it impacts traffic, it could hurt downtown activities and businesses. rex@rrqunshop.net 
See comment above. shadyqrovenursery@yahoo.com 
Same as previous question. bfext@bellsouth.net 
crossing over from the West is stalled and safety for our children and elderly who walk or bike over the tracks at many streets reservations@hirams.com 
Our business is opening a satellite office east of the railroad tracks that impact patient appointment times and emergency access. cindi@fleye.com 

LESS ACCESS fredsautobody@comcast.net 
Most of our customers can not qet from their homes or workplaces to my business without crossing tracks. doua@seasidevapors.com 

3. What is your general level of support for the proposed high speed railroad that will be using the lands of the Florida East Coast Railroad near US Highway 1 through the Sebastian area? In the space 
Answer Respondent 
It would make more sense to run new tracks along a major hiway corridor. Overall, I feel it's a waste of money. Few, if any, people ksm@ksmengineering.net 
will ride this train to justify the expense. 
not really privately funded. 1.5 billion loan from government which will never be paid back to bring people to casinos. The so called arthurargenio@comcast.net 
private is only if it is profitable. The risk is to the taxpayers. 
I am not in support of this for cominq through Sebastian at all. curtoxford@qmail.com 
I would stronQIY support the railroad if a stop were made available in Indian River County. stephanie.boucher@health-first.orQ 
Move train to the mid state tracks .. Limited population and business's don@indianrivermassage.com 
The HSR could relieve some of the traffic on 95 and 528, which would be a benefit, but I believe that there should be additional terri. hulse@seacoastnational.com 
stops - Vero & Stuart/Jupiter. I understand that each town would like to be designated as a stop, that would be impossible and cause 
further overall delays. 
The tracks for high speed should not be coming through any urban/downtown area where tourists and pedestrians are trying to enjoy lspurlock@quitdoc.com 
the ambiance of the reqion. 
No financial benefit to the local business community. The trains will impact travel time, meeting scheduling, safety to community jerry@woodsinsures.com 
and brinQ no financial benefit. 
Noise level eallgonzalez@hotmail.com 
Add a stop in sebastian 
I hear pro and con about this issue. Local businesses in Vero more concerned about the impact. rcantner@irsc.edu 
For the above reasons More traffic and more delays toukietheclown@amail.com 
Too many trains. dconley2@comcast.net 
The road that my business is on will be directly impacted by the daily traffic of these trains. The noise will bother me and I see no bthobby@att.net 
benefit what so ever, 
great for the gamblers not good for the treasure coast residents too much noise and trouble for not getting any benefits it should be doctorneil 9@yahoo.com 
moved west and not be here 
I will be able to travel to other areas as well. ditch 13Qalleryandgifts@comcast.net 
I feel that this railway will have absolutely no benefits for our community other then costing the city monies that could be utilized casi 1 OO@bellsouth.net 
elsewhere 
A local station would be positive for business. sebastiansroadsiderestaurant@amail.com 
32 trains a day at 110 mph? No thanks. orcoffice@aol .com 
Traffic jams i nfo@com puterhealthcare. net 
Noise 
Customers will avoid crossing the tracks if they can 
Property values will decline 
With no regular stops in Indian River or St Lucie Counties there is no advantage to having the train disruption in traffic. I feel virginia.heeter@coldwellbanker.com 
stronqly that the system might be more utilized if there was at least 1 stop in Indian River County. 
A sound barrier wall would have to be installed at the expense of the railway to offset the additional noise our residents would have barbarawp@bellsouth.net 
to endure. 
No positive effect for us: only negative. nm2101@vahoo.com 
We feel the route should be moved toward the western portions of our county, to avoid further disruption of traffic, noise pollution patricia.jamar@solsticecommunities.com 
and the potential for more high-speed car/train accidents. 



Noise levels will increase and traffic will be disrupted. Not a winner for Sebastian and I would encourage our city leaders to do their pirkle-chapman@hotmail.com 
job in making Sebastian a good place to live and work. 
But only if there is a stop in Indian River County Anonymous 
Undue burden on Indian River County and Sebastian. Excessive impacts with no benefits. wdilldelaw@bellsouth.net 
Has no effect on our business and may pave the way for new business in the future. ckbell@aulfstreamqoodwill .com 
This railroad plan is not needed at all, and I strongly reject the plan thecatsm eowcatcl@aol.com 
I once lived in a house next to the tracks, and I have first hand experience with the incredibly loud and disruptive noises produced by 
trains including crossings bells and monster horns of incredible decibels "warning" of the approach of a train. Good God-anyone 
could hear a train even with a horn a tenth the volume. I am rattled to the bone by train noise now, with my business near the 
tracks, but only infrequently now. 
The trains would without question, negatively impact our peaceful community. It will endanger pedestrians, children, stray keepirbeautiful@gmail.com 
animals.sale of properties, emergency response time, and may lead to many unnecessary deaths. This train has NO benefit to 
Indian River County it only hurts us. 
no benefit-only downside problems logo.sew@comcast.net 
I don't want to see our nice little town to have hiah speed trains going thru it.i paradisefloristandaift@amai I .com 
We do not need trains flying through our community at high speeds. We do not need the added noise to our community. We will not wcpoertner@gmail.com 
benefit from this service. 
this project is a areat step in the riaht direction for florida's mass transit infastructure william.r.schultz@walgreens.com 
The east coast near US Highway 1 is not rural. Increased use of these tracks will add noise and congestion to this scenic roadway, vsoule@tcchinc.org 
increase potential individual injury and/or major catastrophes, and ruin what is left of small town shopping. 
THESE QUESTIONS ARE VERY REPETITIOUS! lsmith@ierrysmithtile.com 
I STRONGLY am OPPOSED to spending MY tax dollars for the care and upkeep of the crossing areas for this PRIVATELY Anonymous 
OWNED businessa/ This is NOT democracy!!! It is the raping of us private citizens. 
It maybe private now but you know tax dollars will be in there somewhere barryscanlon1@.amail.com 
No way, No how!! Anonymous 
I do not see any positive aspect for Sebastian or our entire county .. tedpank@.com cast. net 
Do not feel it is appropriate to reject since the railroad was there and in use when we purchased the property. sebastianqual ity@bel I south. net 
as long as sebastian area receives no benefits and has to pay Anonymous 
I am concerned for the safety of our drivers and their passengers at crossings, high noise level, more time wasted at additional planbsol utions@comcast.net 
crossinqs. 
The private company stands to benefit monetarily while our community and counties bear the burden of crossing maintenance ehich Anonymous 
will only increase with added use. 
Don't see the benefits out weigh the noise and increased safety concerns. Current rails in FL less than successful. tupperette@.aol .com 
No financial benefit to us rex@rrgunshop.net 
The reason I reject the proposed high speed railroad is because there are no stops in Indian River County. This does not benefit us bf ext@bell south. net 
in any way. 
Do you have a survay for Residences as well as businesses? Anonymous 
Safety as well as no stops are my main issues. reservations@hirams.com 
The entire idea is boon-doggle. cindi@fleye.com 
We are taught as business people to effectively research an idea before implementing. The supposed ridership numbers are not 
based on reality. It is the mind-set of 'build it and they will come'. 
This project will have a neaative impact on the community, with zero benefits. Anonymous 
THEY COULD GO UP THE MIDDLE OF THE STATE fredsautobody@comcast.net 
This will totally interrupt our way of life. doua@.seasidevapors.com 

4. My level of support for the proposed high speed railroad would be positively influenced by the following factors (please mark all that apply): - Other responses 
Answer Respondent 
Allow the people in the affected areas to vote on it. ksm@.ksmengineering.net 
no government money used arthurargenio@comcast.net 
To much traffic now. barginhunterwkly@aol .com 
Move the train to mid state. don@.indianrivermassage.com 
Stop in Vero Beach jenny .seemayer@.regus.com 



Move the project out west alonq the turnpike & 195 corridor. lspurlock@quitdoc.com 
We have no positive feedback toukietheclown@amail.com 
none qeorqelins926@qmail.com 
None bthobby@att.net 
just move it out west doctorneil9@yahoo.com 
None orcoffice@aol .com 
Movinq the rail lines to a location off US-1 to 1-95 corridor. cvnthia@vandevoordelaw.com 
sound walls barbarawp@bel I south. net 
reasonable fees nm2101@yahoo.com 
No positive pirkle-chapman@hotmail.com 
build hiqh speed rail tracks alonq 195 info@ferndalelodqe.com 
Proof that train noise and vibrations would be less than we have now. wdilldelaw@bellsouth.net 
or Vero Beach voqand@maronda.com 
nothinq will cause me to support thecatsmeowcatcl@aol.com 
Do Not Allow keepirbeautiful@amail.com 
No Positive influence maraieduffell@aol.com 
Neither wcpoertner@.qmail.com 
usina tracks 5-10 miles west of the laqoon vsoule@tcchi nc.orq 
USE THE TRACKS WEST OF TOWN! lsmith@jerrvsmithtile.com 
I DO NOT SUPPORT THIS Anonvmous 
None tedpank@comcast.net 
or at least a stop in Vero/Ft Pierce area or Palm Bay/Melbourne area. sebastianqual ity@bel !south. net 
there is no benefit Anonvmous 
Nothina will chanae mv mind. leahfacto@vahoo.com 
Bridaes or tunnels to prevent traffic from beinq stopped. sabrina.seme@bbbsbiqs.orq 
Move rail path to Center of State cindi@fleve.com 
Residence and business quiet infrastructure chrispozaar351@msn.com 
Movina track near 1-95 doua@seasidevapors.com 

5. In the space below, please describe the steps or actions you would like the Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce to take on behalf of its membership with respect to the proposed high speed 
Answer Resoondent 
This survev is a aood start. Hold public meetinqs to qet a sense of where people stand on this Proposal. ksm@ksmengineerinq.net 
stop telling people it is privately funded. That's the scam. Let everyone no the risk is all with taxpayers for the 1.5 billion loan which arthurargenio@comcast.net 
won't be enouah and will never be repaid. 
Even though it would be nice to have it stop here in Sebastian and have quiet crossovers above intersections ( they really won't be curtoxford@gmail.com 
quiet at all) I feel it would still be more of a nuisance and detriment. I do NOT support it at all . I lived in New York City next to a rail 
systems. This is truly NOT what people will want once they get it. I can easily imagine how noisy 32 trains passing daily will be. 

I would like to see the Chambers of Commerce support at least one station in the county. bobwalter3@bellsouth.net 
Please protect our area from becoming a big city with lots of cement. Just left FT. LAUDERDALE BEACH area for some spring barginhunterwkly@aol .com 
breakin. It is georgeous and we had a great time but way to much cement and not enough parks and things like we have here. 

Lobbv for a stop in Indian River County. stephanie.boucher@health-first.orq 
Tell our Gov NO not in our area don@indianrivermassaqe.com 
Please reiect this project. I do not think it would be qood for our area at all. info@sebastianofficesupplv.com 
Install tracks west of the populated areas mmiller.miatc@qmail.com 



I think we should strongly campaign for stops in Indian River County, especially Sebastian and Vero Beach. I think this is a great jenny.seemayer@regus.com 
idea but more importantly, having the train stop here will benefit IRC's inhabitants and possibly bring more business to our local 
businesses in IRC. This needs to be looked into. We may not be as big as West Palm, Ft. Lauderdale or Orlando but Indian River 
County deserves to have the train stop in Vero and Sebastian. I don't think we should allow this unless mandatory stops at Vero and 
Sebastian are agreed to by the FECI. If you need my assistance in campaigning for this, I will be more than happy to assist. 

Jenny Seemayer 

I am not in favor of high speed trains going through downtown areas in IRC or through any area where there is high pedestrian traffic I spurlock@qu itdoc. com 
on the Treasure Coast. 

It would be acceptable and even good for business for a slow train to come through and be a connector along cities on the Treasure 
Coast and THEN connect with the high speed train outside and away from our cities. 

High speed rail needs to be located out west of our interstate highways to take advantage of the right of ways already established. 

I cannot see a positive result to the Sebastian area of the initiation of hiqh speed rail service. jeweler529@msn.com 
Join other Chambers and Community groups and oppose this action by the FECRR. Do not write letters of support as they are jerry@woodsinsures.com 
asking of other chambers. 
This company plows all their$$ into their real estate development throughout Florida. For ongoing maintenance and repair they 
place band aids on the train bridges to better understand this take a close look at the Sebastian River RR Bridge rusty old metal built 
in the 1920's taking brutal beating from heavy freight trains 2 miles long never anticipated for the track. The freight trains which are 
limited to 55 miles per hour are dangerous enough to the public on these old structures now add 110 mile per hour trains that is 
insane and extremely dangerous to the general public and passengers. Speaking of passengers my understanding being mostly 
tourist traveling from South Florida to Orlando with the closest stop to our area being West Palm Beach and Cocoa. 

Reject unless there is a stop added eallqonzalez@hotmail.com 
Just stay on top as you have. I appreciate ALL update and info. rcantner@irsc.edu 
Thank you 
Definitely oppose this high speed rail toukietheclown@amail.com 
reject it outright qeorqelins926@qmail.com 
These train tracks should be located further west. dconl ey2@comcast.net 
I would like you to keep fighting to keep this nescience out of our town and the treasure coast in general. These trains will not bthobby@att.net 
benefit the general permanent population here. And will just be another inconvenience forced upon us. Not to mention the use of 
the general transportation line for goods from the south and north that already pass through on a frequent daily basis. 

fiqht it with all there strenqth as it will not benefit our citizens doctorneil9@yahoo.com 
Maybe the chamber could get new businesses to open up in the area to help provide transportation/tours to and from other areas ditch13galleryandgifts@comcast.net 
rather than just the Sebastian Downtown corridor. 
I do not feel that the Chamber should take either a yea or nay stance in regards to the railway but to keep communications open with casi 1 OO@bell south. net 
our business members and community with an unbiased opinion. 
Would like to see a stop in Seabastian, or at least slow the trains down. Would not support any rail closings. Emergency response arnold .air@hotmail.com 
would be greatly effected. Most of the fire houses are on the west side of the tracks. 
Support the measure. sebastiansroadsiderestaurant@amail.com 
Protest it going through here. And we sure don't need a stop here. All the low life's from everywhere would be infiltrating our little orcoffice@aol.com 
town. 
Whatever needs to be done in order to accomplish this proposed project quickly! It has been in the talk for too lonq .... cbboc@vahoo.com 
Try to move the train to the tracks in the center of the state i nfo®com puterheal th care. net 
Continue researchinq whether there miqht me need for a stop or stops here in this county virqinia.heeter@coldwellbanker.com 
If there are no proposed stops for this area I do not see any benefit to Sebastian or surrounding areas. Additional problems with barbarawp@bellsouth.net 
noise and traffic. 



Must lobby the federal politicians. nm2101@yahoo.com 
The state, by itself, is powerless . 

. Support the local government's involvement in joining a Treasure Coast alliance group to create a larger "voice" in opposition to the patricia.jamar@solsticecommunities.com 
trains runninq through our central business district at high speeds and no planned stops on the Treasure Coast. 
Aggressively oppose this waste of tax payer dollars. Noise and traffic disruptions will be intolerable to all the citizens of this county. pirkle-chapman@hotmail.com 
Our quiet "fishing village" will be a thing of the past. The winter influx of "snow birds" will definitely be affected and we will all notice 
this in our pocketbooks. I would also like to point out the potential danger to all with trains coming and going all day. 

Don't fight it, but do support efforts to add the "quiet crossings" at main street, Roseland rd, etc. info@ferndalelodge.com 

I get a laugh at all the small towns on the East Coast that want to get on the bandwagon by having "stops" along the way. What part 
of "high speed rail" don't they get. Also, it seems very selfish that if "it doesn't benefit our town - we don't want it". I'll bet people 
said that about gas powered motor cars vs. horses. 

Our Chamber should encourage the project - but make sure that our quiet (used to be) fishing village is protected. 

Ask anyone in the chamber who has ridden the Auto train ... non stop from Sanford to Virginia .. tracks right next to houses in certain 
areas with no quiet zones. but it serves the purpose of moving thousands of people and cars from one point to another. 

Organize and deliver information relating to adverse impacts of the trains for the EIS. Coordinate the hiring of legal assistance to wdilldelaw@bellsouth.net 
fight and block Federal fundinq for the project. 
Not sure you can stop a train ... but I disagree that the residence need to put up with private industry who does not consider the vogand@maronda.com 
needs of a community needinq their services. 
It will not impact my business but it does seem to upset my customers. it will not bring anything positive as it passes by the town. kbradfield@aaasouth.com 

I think that the high speed railroad will be good for the Sebastian area as travelers will get a glimpse of the pretty city and may want ckbel l@gulfstreamgoodwi 11. com 
to travel to it in the future 
There is no possible positive business effect with no stops in Vero or Sebastian planned, as no passengers will be getting OFF the thecatsmeowcatcl@aol.com 
trains here. However there will be negative business effect with decreased tourism. 
There is however probable environmental damage that will be done to the Lagoon, which does not need additional challenges-with 
fumes, noise(noise stresses all animals from birds to dolphins, and stress causes disease), vibration from numerous passing trains 
can destabilize old buildings, shake new buildings, and cause unnecessary traffic pile ups and log jams. 
The presence of 32 trains daily will cause our community havoc, stress, pollution, and noise that is not needed. 
I would ask the Chamber to qive a no vote to the planners of this fiasco. Just say NO! 
Ask the question: Brian Heady, a former Vero Beach council member of city's High Speed Rail Commission. keepirbeautiful@gmail.com 

Is there enough demand for high speed rail service between Orlando and South Florida to make ALI Aboard Florida a profitable, or 
even worth while, business venture? 

This should be answered before anymore taxpayer dollars go to the project. No public monies should be invested , no federal loans, 
and no tax breaks. No Tax Dollars. 
Express concerns cited above loqo.sew@comcast.net 
respond positively. prapp@hometownnewsol .com 
I would like to see the chamber stronqly oppose the hiqh speed railroad. paradisefloristandqift@amail.com 
Just let them know that there is no benefit to our community or the state of Florida for a high speed rail. The noise and disruption to wcpoertner@gmail.com 
our quite community is not worth it. A few will ride at the disruption of many. You can get to Orlando in 2 hours from Ft Lauderdale 
now. What will it really save for what will be lost. 
this a is great positive for the state. although no current stops are planned in our immediate area, having the infastructure available william.r.schultz@walgreens.com 
opens up endless possibilities for our community in the future 



LET'S GET TOGETHER AND FIGHT THIS THING! PETITIONS lsmith@jerrysmithtile.com 
AND ANYTHING ELSE WE CAN DO. THE FEDERAL GOVT SHOULD NOT BE USING OPUR TAX DOLLARS TO FUND 
PRIVATE ENTERPRISES. THIS IS OUR PROPERTY AND OUR BUSINESSES ARE OUR LIFELINES. A COUPLE OF TIMES A 
DAY WE CAN PUT UP WITH BUT NOT 32 TIMES A DAY. PEOPLE WILL DIE WHEN THEY CAN'T GET TO HOSPITALS. THEY 
DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO DESTROY OUR TOWNS, OUR BUSINESSES, AND THE VALUE OF OUR PROPERTIES. WE 
HAVE EXISTED FOR YEARS TRAVELING BY CAR, BUS OR PLANES. WE DON'T NEED TRAINS! 

OPPOSE IT!!! Anonymous 
The factor that we would like to keep the community safe and quiet. With that coming through it might disrupt slightly ... But I don't jackie.hart@kimellisagency.com 
think having a stop here in town would be good I think it would raise the crime rate and drive businsses and people away that are 

1 qood for the community. 
If the train must come through our area I highly recommend quiet crossings to maintain our quality of lifestyle. vickysantana@me.com 

If there was a station that may benefit the community with transportation and bringing people to our area that wouldn't normally visit. 

Take a moment to tour areas where rail stops take place in major cities. Drugs, crime etc etc etc. info@ascfusa.org 

Do you want that for Sebastian? 
Fight for our small town - no high speed rail. No more trains than we have now. People live here - it's not a industrial district!! This Anonymous 
is a quiet little town with lots of "old Florida" charm, but a high speed rail line would destroy it!! 
Reject the Project! tedpank@comcast.net 
Encourage stops along the treasure coast for at least some of the runs. sebastianquality@bellsouth.net 
Request Quiet Zones. 
There should be no public funds subsidizing this endeavor ... if it is so great, make it happen on your own and sell benefits to all info@allritewaterfl.com 
stakeholders on pure cosUbenefit equation 
need more info on lonq range plans Anonymous 
Tell all those concerned that we don't want the high speed trains to come through Indian River County especially if it won't benefit planbsolutions@comcast.net 
our county. Please let them know that we have major questions about safety for our aging population and all of us. Thank you for 
anything that you can do on our behalf. . 
Please continue to be the voice of the people that we do not wantor benefit from this private enterprise. Anonymous 
If it can be stopped, stop it. The freight trains are bad enough. rex@rrgunshop.net 
Make Sebastian a" DESTINATION" for the train. shadygrov enursery@yahoo.com 
You need to insist on having the Train to stop in the Sebastian area so it benefits the local economy. bf ext@bell south. net 
Whatever you can do to make it not happen! leahfacto@yahoo.com 
we need a stop! I travel to Orlando very frequently for business!! Anonymous 
This will destroy the area ! Anonymous 
Stop the train Anonymous 
vote no train! reservations@hirams.com 
Find out how we can stop this from going forward. cindi@fleye.com 
As business people and tax payinq citizens, we do not want public money (loan or otherwise) used to support this project. 
If Sebastian has no station, there is no benefit. Anonymous 
The chamber should oppose the project. 
Wildlife protection. chrispozgar351@msn.com 
Business and Residence noise protection 
REJECT! it will become a additional freight line m ickey@cappcustom.com 
No support for the project as it is. doug@seasidevapors.com 
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Mr. John Winke 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Sir: 

The subject of this correspondence is to register my very strong opposition to the All Aboard Florida 

(AAF) project as it is currently proposed. Many issues have been raised relative to the many negative 

impacts to the quality of life in the numerous small towns here on the east coast of Florida and I will not 

repeat them all for the sake of brevity. 

The, so called Environmental Impact Study appears to consider the impacts to the avian and quadruped 

species and give short shift to we bipeds who are the most negatively impacted . I urge you and "the 

powers that be" to simply place yourselves in our position. Imagine, that after many years in the work 

force, that you retire to a quite small town in Florida, and how YOU WOULD FEEL if your chosen 

residence would be severely impacted by the many trains on a daily basis proposed by this project. 

Here in Sebastian, as is the case in many small towns negatively impacted by the proposed heavy 

railroad traffic, the majority of the population, which consist of high percentage of seniors, is located on 

the west side of the tracks, while the medical facilities are located on the east side. Conversely the fire 

and ambulance services are located on the west side requiring these services to fight the heavy railroad 

traffic to get people to emergency care, not to mention the impact on the senior population who simply 

have an appointment with a doctor, who are predominately located on the east side of the tracks. Our 

major business district is also located on the east side of the tracks requiring the vast majority of the 

population to fight the heavy, and very dangerous railroad traffic just for a simple trip to Walmart, or 

another local business. 

In closing, I again urge you to disapprove this project, as it is currently proposed in consideration of the 

numerous negative impacts to the quality of life in Sebastian and the other numerous small towns here 

on the east coast of Florida. If the project was routed west of our towns, you and the project principals 

would not be the subject of our strong opposition. 

y,~ 

~~~ 
. Parsons 

973 Greenbrier Ave. 

Sebastian, Florida 32958 



Richard H Page 
1180 Fairfield Ln• Sebastian, FL 32958• 772-589-4528 

November 22, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please add my name to the list of people who are desperately trying to inject some common sense into 
the debate on the draft environmental impact statement regarding All Aboard Florida (AAF) plan to 
destroy the East Coast of Florida from Melbourne to Palm Beach. 

First, any impact statement paid for by the subject of the statement is probably suspect at best 

While I am sure that you have heard a great deal about noise ( quiet zones will not help), traffic, 
boating/fishing concerns and a myriad of other legitimate problems raised by AAF's plan to run 32 trains 
at 80-100MPH through the middle of cities and towns for a 150 mile stretch. A concern that is raised only 
once in a while is the safety of the people and businesses that are literally only feet away from the tracks. 
I drive between Sebastian and Vero Beach (8-12 miles) several times a week. There are many areas 
where the tracks are 10-20 feet from US 1. I frequently see people walking across the tracks, taking short 
cuts to get where they are going. 

With the prospect of AAF's 32 trips, plus the current 10 or so freight trains a day, plus the presumably 
large increase in freight traffic with the south Florida port expansions and the Panama Canal expansion 
raising the length and frequency of freight trains along the right of way, the towns and cities along the 
coast will be cut in half for a great pardon of the day. In my small town the h9spitalis on th.e east side of 
the tracks and 90% of the population lives on the west side. Seems to be a big safety issue. 

Th,ere are tracks west of 1~95, which' run through sparsely populated areas, which would be ideal for this 
venture. While it may be more expensive to construct, it would certainly disrupt far fewer lives and 
would be enormously safer than the proposal. 

As an aside, has there ever been a passenger train system that has not required taxpayer's subsidization 
in the past 50 years? 32 trips a day with 100 passengers per trip require 22,400 passengers per week. 
Really? 
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Breezy Village Association, Inc. 
9600 96th Way 

Sebastian, Florida 32958 

To: John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida Project 

Date: November 13, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 
We are writing to express our deep concern about the above referenced Florida East Coast 

Railway expansion project through the east coast of Florida. As you probably know, they are 
proposing to add high speed passenger service to their existing rail right of way. That proposed 
project will run adjacent to our subdivision of over 100 homes. Breezy Village subdivision is only 
a couple of hundred feet from the existing railroad right of way. 
Our subdivision has only one source of ingress and egress to our properties and that is to cross 

the referenced railroad. That presents a safety hazard with the proposed 32 passenger runs 
daily. Assuming that what the railroad says is true, we (the homeowners) will be dealing with 
approximately 50 interruptions daily of the sole access to our homes. Our subdivision is a 55 
and over community and we have a higher than normal need for medical emergency calls. With 
SO train crossings per day we stand a very good chance of having the emergency vehicles tied 
up at the rail crossing. The end result could be disastrous. 
Currently, we must deal with the noise and vibration of 15 to 20 or so freight trains every day. 

Adding 32 more high speed trains to the mix is going to disturb our right to peaceful enjoyment 
of our property as well as disturbing the structural soundness of our homes due to the 
excessive vibration of the earth under our homes. 
The other large area of concern has to do with the grade crossing itself. We firmly believe that 

the more times trains pass over that crossing the higher the risk to our people being injured or 
killed especially if the trains are running at 110 miles per hour as has been proposed. 

We strongly encourage you to reject this project and any federal funding requested. 

~~ 
Kenneth Miller, Vice President 
Breezy Village Association, Inc. 
772-559-5260 
verokenmll@aol.com 



Elizabeth M. Mattiford 
1985 E. Lakeview Drive 
Sebastian, Florida 32958 

November 9, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

/200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

All Aboard Florida Comments-

1. I am against adding passenger trains on the tracks along Rt. 1 that pass Barber 
Road in Sebastian. 

2. We in Park Place, although not directly adjacent to the tracks, can hear the freight 
trains that pass blowing their horns and the clatter of the wheels. 

3. One of the reasons I chose Park Place was because shopping at Publix and 
Walgreens on the corner of Rt. 1 and Barber was close by. I could be held up 
countless times a day trying to reach these close locations. 

4. All of my doctors are along Rt. 1 in Sebastian or south in Vero Beach. These 
trains would add to my time trying to keep appointments. However many back 
roads I used, I'd still have to eventually cross over to Rt. 1. 

5. I have to cross the tracks to get to all the cultural activities and restaurants in 
Sebastian and Vero Beach. I go regularly to the film series at the Vero Art 
Museum and regularly to the Vero Theater Guild. All necessitate a crossing of the 
railroad tracks. 

6. These 32 additional trains will lower the value of my house because of the noise 
and inconvenience they will cause. 

7. With that many trains going 100 mph there is bound to be an accident at some 
point in time either with the passenger trains or concurrently running freight 
trains. 

8. Although only speculated, I do believe there will be increased freight traffic with 
the new additional tracks. 



9. I also think the passenger train service will not be financially feasible and thus 
will want a government bailout ,which means my tax dollars will be paying for 
this. Our federal government is already in debt and should not be lending money 
or backing private loans. 

10. People can drive between Miami and Orlando on I-95 or the Turnpike for 
probably less than the coast of the train ticket and in not much more time. 

11. see no local benefit in any way for any area of the Treasure Coast. 

VOTE NO FOR APPROVAL OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA. 

Respectfully, ~d~ 
f~.JJa::l )7;, IY)-'~: .!) -

,____Eliz~: M. Mattiford 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Room # W38-31 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Washington D.C. 

November 28, 2014 

RE: Response to All Aboard Florida Impact statement 

Dear Sir 

High speed rail between Orlando and South Florida might benefit residents there, 
especially those eager to go to Disney World, but there is no benefit for those who 
live in the coastal counties from Brevard South to Palm Beach, only harmful 
consequences. 

For example: we live in Sebastian; a road trip is exactly 90 miles to either the 
Orlando Airport or Palm Beach Airport. U.S. # 1 is the 4 lane highway running 
through Indian River County parallel with the FEC train tracks. Sebastian Blvd. 
(CR 512) at U.S. #1 is the major intersection in Sebastian and only 195 feet West 
of the railroad crossing. Adjacent to U.S. #1 on the East are the city parks and the 
Indian River shoreline. The newspaper photo enclosed captures that location. 

When a train approaches, the gates go down and the automobile traffic begins to 
back up. The worst thing we can imagine is to have this happen thirty-two (32) 
more times every day. Also, you must understand that the Police Department, Fire 
Department and Ambulances must cross those railroad tracks; delays in an 
emergency put our health and safety at great risk. 

Our 136 condominium unit community has its frontage on U.S. #1, just I.2 miles 
South of Sebastian Blvd .. When the trains go past, the noise is very loud requiring 
us to tum up the tv volume or close the doors and windows. Even then we can/eel 
and hear the vibration. The thought of thirty-two more trains flying through here at 
110 mph is frightening. Furthermore, there is another 200+ unit condominium 
community next door to us, which also has its frontage on U.S. #1. 

If the FEC All Aboard Florida wants to fly passenger trains between Orlando and 
South Florida, they should run them Southeastly from Orlando to West Palm 
Beach, without going through our four coastal counties from Cocoa to West Palm 
who receive absolutely no benefit and only disruption in our lives. 

Page 1 of 2 



When I attended the All Aboard Florida presentation in Vero Beach, there was a 
display showing an alternative N-S route from Orlando to West Palm in dotted 
lines. That made sense because it was a much shorter distance than the current plan 
and especially because it has much less population. Mr. Share who said he worked 
for the engineering firm was asked, why that N-S alternative route wasn't accepted. 
His reply was, " that it would be more expensive because land would have to be 
purchased for the tracks and the investors would not be in favor of that". 

In closing I am asking you to give greater consideration to the human impact on 
the population of our four East coastline counties, rather than the economic impact 
for those investors. They must not be allowed to disrupt our lives for their 
enrichment! Can you imagine what that 110 mph passenger train running through 
our community 32 times a day would do to our property values??? It would be like 
living at an airport, except the trains wouldn't stop here. 

We urge you to say NO to All Aboard Florida. If FEC is determined to bring the 
population from South Florida to Orlando, they should go through rural farmlands 
of the Alternative N-S (Southeastern) route from Orlando to Palm Beach County. 
There is a better alternative that could avoid the need to purchse land. Those trains 
could run alongside of the Florida Turnpike, which travels the direct path desired, 
from Orlando to West Palm Beach. 

Don't allow them to destroy our community and peaceful living conditions. We 
believe that the current plan is a disguise to conceal FEC's desire to increase freight 
trains from Miami when that Port enlargement is complete. 

~ ~.Marco 
6522 River Run Drive 
Sebastian, Florida 32958-8462 

Enclosure: Newspaper photo of the Major Intersection in Sebastian, FL 

page 2 of2 



October 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We are being fed a pack oflies with respect to the All Aboard Florida project. An intolerable 
situation would be forced upon the people along the east coast of Florida - a huge population not 
aware of the impacts of safety, noise, pollution, displacement, property value decline (just when 
things are getting somewhat better) and congestion so the rich and corporations can begin their 
end-goal of bankruptcy and freight profit. 

I live in Sebastian and there is already a problem with congestion at the tracks. There is already a 
significant safety risk. These high speed trains and (the eventual paving of the way for more 
freight trains) will quadruple the danger. 

Miami Harbor is being dredged, presumably for bigger ships, more freight. But, it is not 
economical to unload cargo and send it by rail. Shipping companies will continue to take the 
less expensive water route to a better destination than south Florida. Even the dream of more 
freight and more money won't pan out. 

Since when has private enterprise ever concerned themselves with moving people for fun when 
they themselves have admitted it will cost more in bond interest and maintenance than they 
overly-optimistically will take in revenue from tickets. When people get unloaded at Orlando 
airport, just what are they going to do there? How do they get around - taxi at high cost? rent a 
car at high cost? Congest the roads there? Most people won't be able to afford to get anywhere 
once they get off the train. 

No one has done any real user surveys. That is, they haven't stopped people on points along I-95 
to say, "if you could have taken the train today, would you?" And 99.5% of the people on I-95 
would look at you in a confused manner and say no, that's not my destination, nor were any of 
the train towns my point-of-origin. 

Whatever people tell you about making more stops is nonsense too. It doesn't get rid of the 
many, many negatives that make the whole project stink. 

Railroad engineers have said the tracks are not straight enough for such trains. The Federal 
Railroad Administration should be greatly concerned. People with boats should be greatly 
concerned. 



If the private railroad company really wants a passenger and a freight line, it should be in the 
middle of the State of Florida where there is considerably less population. By the time they are 
done with the largest private tax-free bond offering in history and the costs to the towns and 
counties, a new rail in that area will look like a bargain and keep people safe and happy to live 
where we do along this eastern coast of Florida. 

Please stop All Aboard Florida. Do NOT give them permission for this scam project. Even 
though you may not hear from everyone, the vast numbers of people have become complacent 
and cannot even see when big business is oppressing them. EVERYONE I have talked to, 
however, is against this horrible intrusion! Looks at our letters to the newspapers. The only 
people who are for it are ones who are silly enough (like Miami college students) to think it will 
be fun. They just haven't thought it through. 

Sincerely, 

/° ~/, . -//,-?'-

Eric F. Kwiecinski // 
782 Capon Terrace 
Sebastian, FL 32958 

772-228-8742 
efkwiecinski@yahoo.com 
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Rev. Donald & Joann Hyer 
167 MIDVALE TERRACE, SEBASTIAN, FL 32958 d.j .hye'r@icloud .com 
PHONE (CELL ) 732-664-2597 (DON ) 664-2598 (JOANN ) 

November 25, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr Winkle: 

As a resident of the Treasure Coast, I probably should be in opposition to All Aboard 
Florida, but I see it as a vital link connecting Miami with the Northeast, currently severed 
at Orlando. 

I have a few concerns: for one, the number of trains proposed (16 in each direction). 
Since it will take a minimum of six hours for one train set to make a round trip, the 
proposal becomes excessive in both the number of train sets required (and therefore 
the cost), and the probable number of travelers. Six to eight might draw sufficient riders 
to justify the schedule. 

Second, I would suggest two (morning), two (evening) have a somewhat slower 
schedule, with two stops in the Treasure Coast, one of them at Vero Beach, which has 
public parking already in existence at the trackside between E & W bound Rt. 60; and 
the other at either Fort Pierce or Stuart. This would serve a greater population base, 
and might quiet some of the uproar about the service, while meeting a need for ground 
transportation in either direction . 

it;J1~ ~ 
Donald R. Hyer ' . 
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November 26, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

RE: Extending comments for All Aboard Florida DEIS 9/14/2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We have recently retired and we are r.ow residents of Sebastian in Indian River County 
Florida. However, we still spend the summer and fall in Ohio. Until just a day or so ago 
we had not been aware of the time line for comments on the All Aboard Florida 
Environmental Impact Statement. There are many more like us who spend the hottest 
months of the year in northern states. Therefore, we respectfully request that your 
agency extend the deadline for comments to this report from December 3, 2014 for 60 
days until February 3, 2015. In addition to the above, we make this request for several 
other reasons. 

It certainly _appears that the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act were 
ilOt followed. As a r.s:s:...ilt we in Indian River County we,e not able to attend the Scoping 
meetings presented by FRt-\ during lvfay 2013. Our County had no newspaper 
advertisement or other notice of these meetings. As a result we were at least 7 months 
behind all other affected Counties to learn about the rail plan. 

We are very concerned about the significant expansion of the proposed rail line. The 
large number of very high speed tra!ns through our town with no direct benefit to our 
community is one thing : butth~ planned use of the passer.ger rail line for significantly 
increased freight rail traffic is extremely troublesome: Many years ago I worked as a 
polic ,2 officer in o. city in Ohio where a freight rail line bisected the community. Not only 
were the numerous delays a burden for the community, the public safety issues were a 
considerable challenge and carried a heavy price for our city. 

We believe that the above items have placed an unreasonable ,burden on Indian River 
County, which is contrary to public !aw ·and regulations / Please extend the Comment 
Period to February 3; 2:015, so that'We may have· a fair' chance to make our voices heard 

I tz luer and PcJtricia Henahan 
· Scrub Wa•t 

Sebast:an, Fl 32958 
AAF Federal Railroad Administration 
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November 3, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We are writing to express our opposition to All Aboard Florida. We are in disbelief 
that this was shoved up our noses without any apparent consideration for how it 
will affect the lives of the citizens along the Treasure Coast of Florida. 

These are some of the things that an impact study can't possibly reveal: 

1. The affect on your quality of life hearing dozens of trains speed by your home 
daily, a block from the tracks. We can forget ever enjoying the outdoors of our 
home again. 
2. The number of lives that will be lost because those living west of the tracks 
(most of the population) can't access the hospitals (all east of the tracks) for 
emergency care. 
3. The huge impact on property values of those with homes close to this travesty. 
4. The amount of fuel wasted by hundreds of vehicles idly waiting on dozens of 
trains to pass daily. 
5. The real effect on wildlife, some of which are protected and threatened 
species. 

This fiasco should be stopped. It will be a costly boondoggle in the end, and you 
all and we all know it. 

Sincerely, ____ · 
<---- --~~-- ' ~. . ~ -------r \ . . ~ . . ' . .. __) ·:. ~?::::, ~ '-Z_ --~ 5(_ 

Dr. Gary & Deborah Freed ·-
6646 11 0th St. 
Sebastian, FL 32958 
(772) 388-8494 
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Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment : 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information : 

Name 
Etln~-h'IJe. fo5reV\ 

Address ~lf5 w. /,..o...~,vz'ew 0-r 

Se bcLS'-b ~· CLYI J (';_ :3.?. '15'€ 
email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

the FEIS is available 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

141 Joy Haven Drive 
Sebastian, Florida 32958 
October 29, 2014 

Re: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We are not "all on board" for a high-speed train to pass through our lovely town 32 times 
a day. We feel it would affect the quality of life with noise, air, and trash pollution. It 
would cause major traffic jams in our small community where we must cross the train 
tracks to get to hospitals, doctors offices, grocery stores and other businesses daily. 

We also think that these "tourist trains" are a red herring for the new container port they 
are building in Miami. These trains will become routes for transporting goods and will 
be going past our town many more times than suggested. 

Sebastian depends on tourism and fishing for most of its livelihood. People come 
because of its "small town" feel and these trains would destroy this area. The impact of 
these trains would put many jobs and businesses in jeopardy. 

Thank you. 

Regards, 

John & Sandra Flockhart 





Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
November 14, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

My wife and I are strongly opposed to the All Aboard Florida's planned 
high-speed passenger rail project. To allow such a project will "steal 
away" a quality of life enjoyed here on the Treasure Coast. The 
high-speed rail project will also "steal away" local property values and 
public safety from Treasure Coast residents while increasing rail crossing 
maintenance costs. 

The presently proposed infrastructure for the All Aboard Florida project is 
very limited. The existing rail route will have to be expanded to 
accomodate such a large amount of rail traffic. Why hasn't construction 
of an appropriate, direct, new route from Miami to Orlando, across vast 
acres of open space, been proposed? The reason is obvious. The 
"backers" of All Aboard Florida do not want to spend the extra money. 
They want the local communities to "pay the price." Again, that's 
"stealing!" 

New London, Connecticut learned a hard lesson many years ago when 
they took people's homes by "eminent domain" for the "private capital 
gain" of the Pfizer Corporation. Old family homes got "stolen" from their 
owners "for private capital gain." This practice eventually became illegal 
in CT. Very shortly aferward the Pfizer Corporation left New London and 
displaced property owners "holding the bag." Watch out because All 
Aboard Florida also is a "for private capital gain" project with many 
obvious tangible and hidden intangible expenses at a huge cost to local 
property owners and communities. 

No one wants to be accused of "stealing" or be known as a "thief." 
However, if All Aboard Florida, a private corporation looking for "private 
capital gain," is allowed to establish their project as proposed everyone 
associated with the approval of the project can legitamately be accused of 



"stealing" from Treasure Coast property owners, communities, and called 
a "thief!" 

Please do everything in your power to keep the All Aboard Florida route 
away from the Treasure Coast. Thank you for your consideration. 

truly, 

AM/'vd 
Craig and S ndy Curtis 
5 700-2 el can Pointe Drive 
Sebastia , L 32958-6355 





All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

~.s. D,eportment 
.of Transportotloh 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 
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2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Robert Hinkelman, Stuart 

line 
Let's talk about an alternative to .AJl 

Aboard Florida's current proposal. It 
involves the CSX Corp. track that be
giIJ.S in Miami, up to West Palm Beach 
an.cl northwest past Lake Okeechobee 
to Winter Haven 1:o Orlando. 

In 2012, CSX committed $142 mil..: 
lion to upgrade its system. The track 
is Class I (highest grade). Amtrak 
uses CSX track for its Miami-Or
lando service. 

There are no profitable rail pas
senger systems in the country. All 
Aboard Florida's business case is 
optimistic and uncertain regarding 
ridership. Families headed to Disney 
World with SUVs full ofluggage will 
not load and unload for AAF service. 

Cars on Florida's Turnpike go 
fast enough. They.pass us, to nearly 
match AAF's travel. time and have 
more flexibility around Orlando. 

There must be more certainty to 
this large a commitment of resources 
and disruption. 

Atwo- or three-year trial period 
using the CSX right of way would be 
an excellent way to cost-effectively 
determine actual demand and, there
fore, justification for the $1.6 billion 
loan. This cannot be a "build it and 

will come" experiment. 
available Class 1 track is 

1gr1ored by AAF, the state and the 
Railroad Administration. 

it could avert the cost to 
tracks in the Treasure Coast. 

CSX crossings likely are upgraded. 
run at night For Treasure 

Coast communities, this could avert 
environmental and safety concerns. 

Outright AAF rejection might 
gest that this is an elaborate 
ing horse for FEC Panama Canal 2 
freight, a ruse the Federal Railroad 
Administration should take very se
riously, at least doing a second draft 
environmental impact statement. 
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October 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We are being fed a pack oflies with respect to the All Aboard Florida project. An intolerable 
situation would be forced upon the people along the east coast of Florida - a huge population not 
aware of the impacts of safety, noise, pollution, displacement, property value decline Gust when 
things are getting somewhat better) and congestion so the rich and corporations can begin their 
end-goal of bankruptcy and freight profit. 

I live in Sebastian and there is already a problem with congestion at the tracks. Let me tell you 
about the time I heard the gate bell sound and I stopped right before the arm came down. The 
man in the pickup behind me either didn't want to stop and wanted to get through before the arm 
or didn't hear the sound. It was clearly possible that he could have hit my small car from behind 
and I would have been pushed onto the track and he would have been safe, even though I was the 
one stopping properly. This happens all the time in Florida with yellow traffic lights. These 
high speed trains and (the eventual paving of the way for more freight trains) will quadruple the 
safety risk. 

Miami Harbor is being dredged, presumably for bigger ships, more freight. But, it is not 
economical to unload cargo and send it by rail. Shipping companies will continue to take the 
less expensive water route to a better destination than south Florida. Even the dream of more 
freight and more money won't pan out. 

Since when has private enterprise ever concerned themselves with moving people for fun when 
they themselves have admitted it will cost more in bond interest and maintenance than they 
overly-optimistically will take in revenue from tickets. When people get unloaded at Orlando 
airport, just what are they going to do there? How do they get around - taxi at high cost? rent a 
car at high cost? Congest the roads there? Most people won't be able to afford to get anywhere 
once they get off the train. 

No one has done any real user surveys. That is, they haven't stopped people on points along I-95 
to say, "if you could have taken the train today, would you?" And 99.5% of the people on I-95 
would look at you in a confused manner and say no, that's not my destination, nor were any of 
the train towns my point-of-origin. 

Whatever people tell you about making more stops is nonsense too. It doesn't get rid of the 
many, many negatives that make the whole project stink. 



Railroad engineers have said the tracks are not straight enough for such trains. The Federal 
Railroad Administration should be greatly concerned. People with boats should be greatly 
concerned. 

If the private railroad company really wants a passenger and a freight line, it should be in the 
middle of the State of Florida where there is considerably less population. By the time they are 
done with the largest private tax-free bond offering in history and the costs to the towns and 
counties, a new rail in that area will look like a bargain and keep people safe and happy to live 
where we do along this eastern coast of Florida. 

Please stop All Aboard Florida. Do NOT give them permission for this scam project. Even 
though you may not hear from everyone, the vast numbers of people have become complacent 
and cannot even see when big business is oppressing them. EVERYONE I have talked to, 
however, is against this horrible intrusion! Looks at our letters to the newspapers. The only 
people who are for it are ones who are silly enough (like Miami college students) to think it will 
be fun. They just haven't thought it through. 

Sincerely, 

~~C~-
Kathy Cottier 
782 Capon Terrace 
Sebastian, FL 32958 
772-228-8742 
kcottier@hotmail.com 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. John Winkle: 

Janet M. Bucossi 
391 Pine St. 
Sebastian, Florida 
32958 
October 26, 2014. 

The purpose of my letter today is to urge you to OPPOSE 
the All Aboard Florida Project. Any increase in the current usage of 
those East Coast Florida rail tracks would negatively impact 
communities on the Treasure Coast significantly. 

There are 78 grade crossings along the Treasure Coast 
all of which currently serve those communities. Emergency 
responses and normal vehicular traffic will be greatly delayed by 
an increase in track usage. The ALL Aboard Florida Project will 
impact services daily in those areas and create unacceptable 
roadway conditions. Any delays are unacceptable. 

Property values will be negatively impacted in an area 
already stressed by foreclosures. Noise & vibration will 
negatively impact residences and businesses along those 
current corridors. 

Low interest loans from the Federal Railroad 
Administration may help the All Aboard Florida Project to get 
underway. What it does to the taxpayer in these areas 
is disgraceful. It will degrade their property values, impede 
emergency response assistance and then ask them to 
subsidize the project with their tax dollars. Talk about 



adding insult to injury. Surely the Federal Railroad 
Administration would not wish to dessecrate the Treasure 
Coast. 

Why not support the development of brand new 
tracks along the central portion of the state where the impact 
to a highly populated east coast would not be so great. Add 
another Auto- Train to the All Abord Florida concept and 
then you really have something to "toot your horn" about. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this very 
serious matter. There are some very high stakes with All 
Aboard Florida's current Plan. 

Yours truly, 

~7?1-~ 
Janet M. Bucossi 



21 November 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing this letter as a citizen of Florida and a resident of Sebastian on the Treasure 
Coast to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger train project. 

I believe that the stated purpose of the AAF to carry passengers between Miami and 
Orlando is a 'red herring'. Mass transportation systems for this purpose already exist. 
There has been no study prepared by a disinterested party that identifies additional 
transportation requirements between the two cities. The proposed route of the AAF 
from its Palm Beach station due north through the Treasure Coast to Orlando is not 
even an approximation of the most direct route. The disruptive impacts to the Treasure 
Coast communities will be manifest; yet, no significant mitigation approaches are 
identified. 

I have arrived at the conclusion that the AAF is a thinly disguised strategy to double the 
freight carrying capacity of Florida East Coast Railroad (FEC) to support anticipated 
future expanded requirements following completion of the Panama Canal project. 
Further, FEC proposes to finance this expansion with taxpayer money through either 
direct federal loans or federally backed loans. 

If the true purpose of the AAF is to carry passengers between Miami and Orlando, it 
should follow the most direct route through the relatively unpopulated interior of the 
state. 

If the ultimate purpose is to increase the freight carrying capacity between Miami and 
points north, build the railway to the west of the communities of the Treasure Coast 
which otherwise will be severely and negatively impacted by the increased train traffic. 

The State of Florida and the Federal Government control rights of way along the Florida 
Turnpike or Interstate 95 which could be bartered with FEC in exchange for its rights of 
way along US Highway 1. Such an approach would eliminate the disruptive impacts to 
the Treasure Coast communities. 

Yours truly, 

J6 /) u Ln«' tit( 
Don~~ngt)am 'l 
105 Charles Ave 
Sebastian, FL 32958 



November13. 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C, 20590 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing my opposition to the proposed All Aboard Florida project. 
I previously submitted a petition with 2 pages of signatures AGAINST 
the proposal, with people standing in line anxious to sign it. For something 
so obviously opposed, it would seem it should be reconsidered. The majority 
of petition signers were in favor of a railroad west of 1-95 where there were 
fewer homes, businesses, hospitals and food suppliers. 

There are so many mind-boggling minuses, it is surprising that the present 
proposal has not been modified. I am sure you have heard them all. ... emergency 
vehicles would be delayed, housing values would be affected, boating would be 
traumatized, school buses would be delayed, it would cause untold delays with 
shopping, doctor's appointments, and the noise factor would be unbearable. 

This seems to be political motivated and is not taking into account the will of the 
People. It will have a detrimental effect on the quality of life of Treasure Coast 
residents. Please consider these remarks and suggestion of locating All Aboard 
Florida project west of 1-95 in a less populated area. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Arlene Blair 
2033 E. Lakeview Drive 
Sebastian, FLM 32958 

Email: ablair020@gmail.com 
Ph. 772 589-3345 



December 1, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I was born and raised in Perth Amboy, New Jersey. Rail service was a great 
convenience for commuting into New York City due to the many, many 
employment opportunities. Additionally, the theater, museums, restaurants 
and countless other entertainment venues brought in numbers of suburb 
residents. 

I now live on the Treasure Coast of Florida and I can honestly say that I see 
no benefit with the addition of All Aboard Florida. The existing highways 
and turnpike make traveling to Orlando convenient. With the suggested rail 
fares that have been noted 1 see additional costs for travelers for rail _servjce 
from Miami into Orlando. The majority of visitors to Orlando generally fly 
into the Orlando or Tampa airports. 

And as usual whenever private industry ,eomes up with a harebrained idea, 
somehow funds from the US government are involved and ultimately the 
taxpayers are responsible for "picking up the tab". Passenger rail service 
will somehow tum into freight rail service. The traffic and the environment 
will be impacted and not in a good way. 

All Aboard Florida is a bad idea for the state of Florida. This project has 
failure written all over it! As a registered voter I say NO to AAF. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~~ 
1551 Eagles Circle 
Sebasfian,FL 32958 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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Emergency Vehicles Access 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

Emergency vehicles access needs to be addressed much more fully in the EIS. According 
to the AU Aboard Florida website, AAF "is committed to working with city and local 
officials to ensure that appropriate communications and logistics are in place so that 
response times for emergency vehicles are not impacted." 

These communications include publishing schedules for crossing closures so emergency 
vehicles are aware of potential blockages ahead of time and additional warning measures 
to alert these vehicles of any schedule changes. 

But none of these address the real problem. In an emergency, ambulances and fire trucks 
must take the most direct route to the problem area. Rerouting such vehicles to a more 
indirect route could result in serious injury or even death. Further, while AAF trains are 
supposed to pass through crossings in "less than 60 seconds," that time alone could be 
critical to the patient being transported. Finally, the reality is that only the first car in line 
faces such a short delay. In season, an ambulance could easily be number 15 in line, thus 

ing a more extensive delay that the passenger may not survive. 

s of life-saving vehicles must be considered as critical, negative impacts in 
ople's lives are at stake. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dawn Champlin 
620 N. L st 

It is not just a little problem of impatient "yachties" waiting. As illustrated by Barbara Cook, The St. Lucie River 

is not just another Florida river. It stands apart from the New River and Loxahatchee River and Miami 

River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some county roads. It is the equivalent of 

the Panama Canalfor vessels transiting via the Okeechobee Waterway from the Atlantic Ocean to the 

Gulf of Mexico. Just as the Panama Canal is the only way to get from the Atlantic to the Pacific without 

going around notorious Cape Horn, the Okeechobee Waterway is the only way for vessels to transit 

from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean without going south around the Florida Keys (for shallow

draft vessels) or Key West (for deep-draft vessels). 

The railroad trestle across the St. Lucie River in Stuart is the motor vehicle equivalent of a traffic bottleneck closing 

Interstate 95, possibly for the majority of each daylight hour, considering All Aboard Florida plans of 32 transits per 

day, with most, if not all, during daylight hours. In its closed position, the trestle allows passage of boats that require 

clearance of less than of 6.2feet, only the tiniest of boats. The trestle is not just another modern drawbridge. It is an 

ancient 100-year-old mechanism that opens and closes with the speed of a backward-facing turtle. It thus requires 

closures commencing well in advance of any approaching train, with sufficient advance time to alert and slow 

commercial barge traffic to complete passage prior to commencing its downward path. The Environmental Impact 

Statement says a closure cycle takes 15 minutes. That is not what I and others have measured,from red light to green 

light to coordination with opening the old Roosevelt vehicle bridge a few feet to the west of the trestle. Every time I have 

passaged the trestle, it takes 30 minutes to complete an open-and-close cycle, measuredfrom the time the trestle red light 

heralds an approaching train, when vessels must halt their approach and when the old Roosevelt bridge tender will no 

longer open on request, including the time when the train passes sufficiently far to permit commencement of the closing 

process, to the time the green light once again allows passage of vessels and the old Roosevelt Bridge tender will once 

again open on request "after vehicle traffic clears". 

The plan is for 32 All Aboard Florida mostly daylight-traveling trains. Add that to the current 22freight trains. Even 

assuming all the freight trains travel at night (which they do not), at 30 minutes per event that is 16 hours when boat 

traffic cannot passage! That is more daylight hours than there are in December. That effectively closes down Florida's 

Panama Canal completely to the thousands of vessels that pass through the St. Lucie Lock on their passage from the Gulf 

of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean. Those vessels include the new yachts that manufacturers bring to and from the boat 

shows in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, St. Pete, Newport and beyond, the many commercial barges, the yachts of cruisers and 

snowbirds headed home or to the Bahamas or to the Gulf on their way to Mexico, Texas and other states north and west, 

as well as the many casual recreational local boaters who live on the west side of the trestle. 



It is not just about impatient yachties having to wait. The Okeechobee Waterway is a lifeline for Florida vessels 

transiting between the Gulf and the Atlantic, a lifeline that All Aboard Florida threatens to choke to its 

waterway death. 

Sincerely, 
Dawn Champlin 
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Mr. John Winkle, FRA 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Robert A Carlson 
5361 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, FL 34997 

772-500-5885 
rcarlson55@gmail.com 

The purpose of this letter is to express my deep opposition to All Aboard Florida 
(AAF) and Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) in their quest to spoil the Treasure 
Coast, with the addition of passenger train service from Miami to Orlando. There 
are approximately 600,000 residents that will be negatively affected by this rather 
dubious investment in a passenger line that is of questionable economic benefit to 
the community, and will reward only those investors and political persons who have 
an economic interest. 

There are mariy reasons I object'to this project but the major points are as follows: 

Safety 
It is an established fact that grade level crossings result in more accidents, both 
pedestrian and vehicular, than crossings that have safeguards such as passenger 
bridges to prevent those incidents. The last thing these communities need are two 
sets of steps that rise 20 feet or so above the street level given the number of elderly 
and disabled in our communities. 

Traffic and Navigation Delays 
The proposed route if AAF will have numerous crossings that will inevitably result 
in long traffic delays for both automobiles and marine traffic. To believe that trains 
will be timed so as to manage rail crossings and bridge raisings is to believe in the 
tooth fairy. Besides, who would be responsible to the public for setting these 
schedules? My betting is that will be set by those who benefit from more traffic 
not less traffic. 

Emergency Vehicles 
Due to the number of crossings and the location of things like Hospitals, Doctors, 
Emergency Facilities etc. dependent upon being able to cross the tracks I suspect 
there will be many Life or Death situations caused by the unscheduled delays at 
crossings. 



Civic and Economic Disruption 
In Martin County alone there are four thriving downtown areas where small and 
moderately sized businesses, cultural activities, medical facilities, government 
entities will be profoundly negatively affected, with no benefit from AAF, economic 
or other. These disruptions will cause shoppers and the like to frequent areas not 
impacted by the noise, vibration and delay caused by AAF. As we know from the 
recent recession any activity that causes economic losses or job loss must be 
prevented. 

Property Values 
I think it is a given that properties impacted either by physical location of the rails 
or just the noise and disruption of increasing rail traffic will cause property values 
to decrease and that will cause tax revenues in the affected areas to decrease. I 
suspect that low income and minority folk who already live near the track will be 
the most negatively affected. 

Financial Viability 
The ridership figures are not believable and appear to have been fabricated working 
backward from the estimated construction and operating costs and the required IRR 
on the investment. There is a very old saying that "Figures don't lie, but liars figure". 
I can't tell you how many "projects" I have been involved in that never made their 
assumptions. In this case what happens if AAF does not make their numbers? Who 
is the backstop? The government, the taxpayers or the riders who do use the system 
watch as the prices for ridership continue to rise. Do the original investors take the 
loss? If they do it will be the first and only time when the government is involved! 

Please give as much thought to the residents as you give to the environment and 
reject this project. 

Robert A. Carlson 



Joe Campo 
10/11/2014 
October 16, 2014 at 2:24 PM 
Arlene 

10/11/2014 

Mr. John Winkler 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 

Rm. W38 -11 

Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkler, 

My wife and recently retired,we are both in our 70 1
• 

After several years of renting at the Harborage Yacht club condominium in Stuart 

Florida we decide to buy and make Fla. our primary residence, 

we are now in the process of making that transition. 

Part of our concern about buying was that we are now on fixed incomes. 

We don't have the financial flexibility we had in our working years. 

But we found the perfect retirement spot for us at a very reasonable price. 

It also appeared to be a good investment, the unit appraised for more then we 

eventually paid. 

Now that investment is being threatened by the planned 

"All Aboard Florida" Orlando to Miami rail service. 

We have already been told by local realtors it will negatively affect the 

residential condominiums value because of the noise, possible air pollution 

and safety issues. 

Just imagine the anxiety of sitting in our vehicle while one of the days many trains 

pass during a medical emergency. 

The only exit out of our community is over those 2 tracks! 



The rail tracks are in our back yard, 150 yards away from our front door. 

There are at least 126 families living in several condo buildings at Harborage. 

The condo is built over a yacht club which has as many as 300 slips. 

Many of those sailors, their families and friends ,use the same entrance and exits 

as the condo dwellers and over the same two tracks the new rail service is 

planned to use. 

We have all ready seen newsletters from realtors stating that the local resort areas 

will financially benefit, but homes and condos close to the rail site can expect to 

lose value. 

There must be many , many Florida families who live along the trains route that 

will suffer the same negative consequence of this new so called service. 

The people who will benefit are largely tourists. 

Most have many options to get from either the northern or to the southern part of 

the state with little discomfort. We have been traveling the state by car or air for 

over 40 years, a beautiful drive, flights are quick and efficient . 

The happy tourist come to our beautiful state, have their fun, spend their money 

and leave. 
We understand that tourism is a very important part of the states economy, 

but it should not be more important then the residents who have committed their 

finances and families life's to Florida's future. 

We would ask you to ask those who are pushing for this project to go thru, 
II would you want these trains rumbling thru your back yard each and every day at 

all hours, all year?" 

When making your final decision we urge you to please consider the negative 

impact on the residents of the state this rail service will have. 

Thousands of retired folks like us move to Florida each year for many reasons , 



not the least of which is the states beauty , peace, quite and safety. 

Now all that tranquility will be at risk, and for what? 

We thank you for all considerations, 

Arlene & Joseph Campo 
.; 

276 Temple Hill Road 

New Windsor NY 12553 

845 562 3153 

Sent from my iPad, Joe 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project C~· U.S. Deportmen. t 
of Transportation 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement """"-' Federal Railroad 
~ Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Depa rtment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administ ration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be s_ubmitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name an~ rJ. (3~r+on 
Address . 

3-4~ l 8 -~ . 'Fcu.Aw ~r 
3-49~7 8hw+) r== !-

em.ail Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 

; .. 



TO: John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

FROM: Margaret Bowers 
230 SW Willow Lake Trail (Martin County) 
Stuart, Fl 34997 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

The All Aboard Florida-Operations LLC ( AAF) railroad scheme is a threat to our safety and our right to 
peaceful enjoyment. I am NOT against private enterprise, but surely, the safety and quality of life of 
the citizens and taxpayers MUST be the first priority. Have you studied the route the tracks take 
through the centers of our small coastal towns?? Can YOU imagine living with this??? I urge you take 
this into serious consideration and decline a "loan" to Florida East Coast Industries for this outrageous 
project. Why not have the rail follow Interstate 95?? 

Sincerely, 

Margaret Bowers 
Martin County, Florida 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passer1ger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
. 
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Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be.submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name I 

H Af<,-1 It .TERESA- BOHnAR!J(ER{ 
Address lflf-0-1 NE yoE 's Po ,'AJ T RoAI.J 

STUA-~·T, FL 34-9 9b 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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November 5, 2014 

RE: All Aboard Florida: 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing regarding the All Aboard Florida Train Service tentatively slated to begin in 2016. I am 
concerned about the trains coming through downtown Stuart and other coastal communities. Not only 
will very few be able to get downtown for shopping, entertainment and meals, but most will not be able to 
get to doctors or the hospital in a timely manner! That is a big safety issue. I foresee Stuart as a ghost 
town. The local government has worked to revitalize our downtown, and this would ruin it. The 
train tracks also cross the St. Lucie River Intra-coastal corridor from the west coast of FL to the east 
coast. Cruising boats, fishing boats as well as barges navigate this waterway to the ocean. Boats with a 
height of 20 feet or less are currently affected by the train bridge several times a day. Also, when the 
trains approach, the Old Roosevelt Bridge will not open within approximately 10 minutes of a train's 
arrival due to safety concerns . That will cause further backups on the roadways as well as the 
waterway. With the trains coming through at least twice an hour plus the other trains that come on a 
regular basis, the train bridge will be open constantly . This is a major navigable waterway. Barges must 
pass through here as well as boats trying to cross the state. I also question the legality of so many trains 
crossing the river in a day. As I understand it, Section 1 O of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 {33 
U.S.C. 403), approved 3 March 1899, prohibits the unauthorized obstruction of a navigable 

water of the U.S. I recently received the Preliminary Impact Study & disagree with the time 

estimates in the study. They do NOT correlate with my actual experience when awaiting a 

bridge opening on the St. Lucie River . 

All of these issues will cause safety problems, bottle necks and reduction of quality of life in all coastal 
communities . The tracks are very old and the bridge crossing the waterway was built in 1925! There is 
also the issue of the high noise level. There is clearly NO BENEFIT to anyone in or around Stuart or any 
other coastal town. We all thrive on the tourist industry. Many wonderful coastal towns will be 
affected. The housing industry, marine industry, and all of the businesses along our beautiful 
Atlantic coast of Florida are in great jeopardy! . How can any one company be permitted to disrupt the 
livelihood of so many? There is much more to Florida & tourism than Orlando or Miami! Surely, there is a 
better solution for mass transit from Orlando to Miami than this! A high speed monorail system or tracks 
built along the turnpike corridor might be a better solution . Use of private planes would be another 
alternative to get the tourists to and from without ruining coastal communities. 

Panama Canal: I am also worried about the impact that the finishing of the Panama Canal will have on 
the number of freight trains moving on the tracks . There must be other solutions that are far more 
workable . 

Please consider all of the facts and do not allow our communities be ruined by one large company! 

Sincerely, 

Trudy (AKA Gertrude) Bohner 
2376 NW Fork Rd 
Stuart, FL 34994 

772-934-6850 



October , 8, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
12 New Jersey Ave., S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We can assure you we are 100% opposed to All Aboard Florida. 

My husband and I have a vacation residence on South Hutchinson Island in Stuart, 
Florida that we visit monthly from our other home in Sterling Heights, Michigan. We are 
not retirees, but have chosen to invest in a vacation home in Florida at this point in our 
lives for the great climate, lovely scenery, beautiful beaches and convenience of enjoying 
the many amenities of a small "downtown" that has been preserved, invested in and 
revitalized. 

We chose Stuart, on the Treasure Coast for a multitude of reasons, including its 
commitment to preserving the natural beauty of the area. The island is wonderful, as is 
downtown Stuart, which has done a wonderful job of revitalization, and it will be a 
shame if a railroad comes barreling through 32 times a day! There is NO WAY the area 
will attract retirees or vacationers if the marine and street traffic is disrupted by trains all 
day long! Real estate will nose-dive here. People will choose other quieter areas to live, 
my husband and I included. 

As mid-west "snow-birds", we can assure you the real estate on the Treasure Coast will 
NOT be an appealing investment to anyone like us in the future, and we know Florida 
wants people like us, and the millions more who will be investing in Florida real estate 
for years to come. What gives a railroad company the right to say the Treasure Coast is 
less worthy of being preserved than any other area of Florida? Shame on any government 
entity that will allow this to happen. 

There is so much money being invested to make this railway idea work. We believe that 
freight business is what railway companies are really targeting. Freight does NOT need to 
come through populated, beautiful areas of the Treasure Coast to make its way to its 
further destinations. There is a very simple solution. Put it through an area of Florida that 
has less population .... Yes, the routes will be slightly longer, but if rail is so desired, it is 
worth the extra cost. This is a cost that CAN be recouped by the railroad business. The 
cost of denigrating an entire area of the state CANNOT be restored. It is an obvious 
choice. 

I ean and Mike Boguth 
1357 NE Ocean Blvd. #301 
Stuart, FL 34996 



November15, 2014 
Mr. John Winkle 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C 20590 

Dear John, 

Yes, this is another "Dear John" letter; however, let's not go quickly to the 
Dark Side! Some "Dear John" letters have "Happy Endings" and in your case, 
I surmise, you are in the enviable position to personally affect this one's 
outcome. 

I wrote you a letter, (copy enclosed), on April 3 of this year expressing my 
concerns and cited several of the reasons for them regarding the proposed 
"All Aboard Florida" train line expansion. 

While I didn't support the project I really took issue with their lack of 
concern for the populace ... especially in light of the other track route that 
exists in the sparsely inhabited area west of I-95 and the Turnpike. 

Now however, after doing some research, the real objective for this project 
has become clear and the aberration it portends takes my initial objections 
(and those cited by countless others) and multiplies them a thousand fold! 

Two recently completed projects, seemingly unrelated, come together and 
clearly expose how shamefully deceitful the real purpose of this project is. 

It now becomes painfully clear(FOR EXAMPLE) how the transit from China 
of a Super Freighter can bring even more "Non-American" made goods more 
quickly thru the newly widened Panama Canal and up to the newly deepened 
port of Miami where AAF will now be able to move those cheap goods by a 
vastly increased number of cars on each of their FREIGHT TRAINS!!! 

Can YOU envision the disruption in the daily lives of all American citizens 
that these long trains will create? 

Do YOU really think the transit times stated in AAF's report truly 



represent the delays that will actually be encountered by police, 
firefighters, ambulances, visitors, shoppers, pleasure boaters, barges, 
wildlife, etc., etc.? 

What about the bone-jarring vibrations, noise decibel levels, exhaust 
pollution (from waiting trucks, autos and boats)? 

Who's going to compensate residents for their property depreciation and 
the (long term) job losses caused by shops and restaurants closing due to 
the lost patronage caused by this nightmare? 

Last, but by no means least, AAF still hasn't withdrawn its loan request and 
with the track record of railroads in mind, we don't need Washington to 
have another reason to raise taxes ... when another one "bites the dust"! 

If you insist that Florida must have a new train line, then take the advice of 
Horace Greeley and "Go West young man, go West"! 

The outcome is in your hands ... please don't blow it! 

7-:.tri~urs! 
/~~lello 

6623 SE Twin Oaks Circle 
Stuart, FL 34997 

Cc: Sen. Marco Rubio, Rep. Patrick Murphy, Gov. Rick Scott 



April 3, 2014 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Someone with decision making power: 

Richard Bilello 
6623 SE Twin Oaks Cir 
Stuart, FL 34997 

Apparently it has been postulated that Florida requires a new 
transportation enterprise given the "Disney Like11 title: 11AII Aboard 
Florida". 
The question that immediately comes to mind is, 11Why11

, followed 
immediately by,( if proven to be absolutely necessary), why on earth 
along the populated eastern corridor that's being pushed? 
I totally understand the monetary attraction for them to want to use 
tracks they own, but simply put, I really don't give a damn about their 
costs! 
Their tracks would pose unimaginable problems for the populous along 
this corridor not the least of which would involve public safety. (police, 
fire, EMS), commerce disruption, intolerable sound decibel levels, 
numerous & repeated traffic jams at crossing sites with resultant 
increases in exhaust pollution ... just to name a few! 
Additionally, let me just touch lightly on the 11LOANS11 they' II require, 
which in the event of their inability to pay ... as Rail Service has a 
TRACK record of incurring losses .... that the TAX PAYERS,( i.e. US), 
will wind up adding Millions of additional Dollars to our existing taxes. 
Let's face it, if the Casinos & Disney want this service, let them 
SERVICE it & let them do it on the CSX tracks!!! We don't want it 
here, need it here, nor has it been proven to be required here. 
Make believe it was YOUR money!!! 41y, 
Richard Bilello 



Crossroads Yacht Club, Inc. 

Mr. John Winkle 
F~ 

P.O. BOX 2255 
STUART, FLORIDA 34995-2255 

1200 N.J. Ave.SE Room W38 -311 
Washington DC 20590 

Subject: Comments re All Aboard Florida DEIS 

11/11/14 
Stuart, Florida 

Several members of our yacht club went to the FRA public meeting in Stuart on Oct 30, 
2014 at the Kane Center. We were disappointed with the meeting, as it was basically a 
sales pitch by AAF consultants. 
As residents, we are against the AAF plan for several reasons: 

1) We don't believe their business plan is sound 
2) It provides no benefits to Martin County residents 
3) It provides many inconveniences to Martin County residents 
4) It adds some transportation dangers for martin County residents 

As boaters, we travel the St. Lucie waterway frequently and are especially concerned about the 
AAF increase in RR bridge closings causing major delays in boat transit thru the. St. Lucie RR 
bridge as well as potential collisions among waiting boats. 

St. Lucie RR bridge AAF closings simulation 
The boat traffic/bridge closings simulation presented at the meeting is not believable. The 
simulation was over simplified. It is not realistic. We saw 5 major flaws in it. 

1) The simulator showed boats(icons) cued up "bow-to-stern" and stationary, not 
drifting, while waiting in line for an opening. Boats are not cars. Boats drift when they stop. 
There is a strong current at the bridge at mid-tide. 

2) The simulator showed boats(icons) cued up "bow-to-stem", with no spacing. 
Spacing between boats must be 1 or 2 boat lengths minimum, or there will be collisions. 

3) Boats come in all sizes. This was not addressed in the simulation. 
4) Boats waiting between the RR bridge and the car bridge is a problem. This is 

NOT a good place to wait for an opening ..... narrow and short .... difficult to remain stationary here. 
Unlikely to accommodate more than 1 medium size boat between the 2 bridges. The simulation 
did not take this into consideration. 

5) Simulation did not consider the car bridge openings 

We are against and object to AAF for several other reason also, e.g. it causing auto traffic, 
personnel safety, animal safety and other associated problems. 

Sincerely, 

{)µ77~ 
Oliver Bessette, Secretary, CYC 



Mr. John Winkle 

FRA 
1200 N.J. Ave.SE 

Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Subject: Comments re All Aboard Florida DEIS 

11/9/14 

Stuart , Florida 

We went to the FRA public meeting in Stuart on Oct 30, 2014 at the Kane Center. 
We were disappointed with the meeting, as it was basically a sales pitch by AAF consultants. 

We are against the AAF plan for several reasons: 
1) We don't believe their business plan is sound 
2) It provides no benefits to Martin County residents 

3) It provides many inconveniences to Martin County residents 
4) It adds some transportation dangers for martin County residents 

As boaters, we are concerned about the increase in the St. Lucie RR bridge closings. 

The boat traffic/bridge closings simulation presented at the meeting is not believable. The 
simulation was over simplified . It is not realistic. We saw 5 major flaws in it. 

1) The simulator showed boats(icons) cued up "bow-to-stern" and stationary, not 

drifting, while waiting in line for an opening. Boats are not cars. Boats drift when they stop. 

There is a strong current at the bridge at mid-tide. 
2) The simulator showed boats(icons) cued up "bow-to-stern" , with no spacing. 

Spacing between boats must be 2 boat lengths minimum, or there will be collisions . 
3) Boats come in all sizes. This was not addressed in the simulation. 

4) Boats waiting between the RR bridge and the car bridge is a problem. This is 

NOT a good place to wait for an opening ..... narrow and short .... difficult to remain stationary 

here. Unlikely to accommodate more than 1 medium size boat between the 2 bridges. The 
simulation did not take this into consideration. 

5) Simulation did not consider the car bridge openings 

We are against and object to AAF for several other reason also, e.g . it causing auto traffic, 
personnel safety, animal safety and other associated problems, but we're sure you are getting lots 

of complaints on those subjects. 

Oliver and Carole Bessette 

1550 NE Ocean Blvd . 

Apt A207 

residents and boat owners 

Stuart, FL 34996 {flµ~ 
~ 



Please stop the railroad from coming 
through Stuart fl 

Dear Mr. Winkle 

I am a business owner in the town of Stuart on Colorado .We now have every long backups on our street 

when a train comes through to the point that my customers have a hard time coming here. They have 

told me they turn around and go home when they see the gates on the track go down .. Please reroute 

the tracks west of town where no one will be bothered 

416 Colorado Blvd 

Stuart Fl 





TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Jay Bashant 
544 SW Akron Ave 
Stuart FL 34994 

The East Coast of Florida has topography unique to the United States, and is not suited for 

railway expansion. 

All Aboard Florida will significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use 
drawbridge access to open water, as well as businesses dependent on those boaters, therefore 
impacting the economy, recreation and quality of life. Reports from a significant number of 
boaters indicate that they would no longer use these recreational areas and would not make their 
usual stops here. 

4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of wait time for 
boats during train crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing over the actual impact 
of boating and boating businesses in the area, where at time several boats are stacked up waiting 
for trains to cross. 

The study describes the impact as "minimal." It is difficult to believe than an additional 32 trains 
plus 20 freight trains plus more additional freight coming up from Miami crossing the New River 
would not have any impact. 

The New River bridge would be closed 6.5 hours per day: 30 times a day for an average of 13 
minutes vs. 10 times a day currently for an average of 19 minutes. 

The Loxahatchee River Bridge currently is used by about 20 trains a day and the bridge is down 
and blocking marine traffic for about 20 minutes each time. The Loxahatchee span would be 
closed 8.4 hours per day: 42 times a day for an average of 12 minutes vs. 10 times a day for an 
average of 19 minutes. 

The proposed additional AAF passenger train traffic will add at least one additional bridge 
lowering each hour - two additional lowerings unless the northbound and southbound trains 
cross at the exact same time, which is unlikely. That's 40 to 60 minutes each hour with the bridge 



being down, blocking all boat traffic, including emergency boats operated by the U.S. Coast 

Guard, the Jupiter Police, the Tequesta Police and the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 

Commission. 

Table 2.2-3 indicates' 746 out of 900 Martin County's river marinas are affected by rail traffic, 

clearly showing the detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates that the marine industry for 

the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in December 2013. The EIS state St. Lucie River has 1,307 

slips; over half are commercial. Delayed boating will definitely impact these businesses and the 

economy. I refer to the EIS informational table: 

The draft continues to misrepresent: "The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the 

marine activity in Martin County and 15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity 

associated with the St. Lucie River is located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total 
economic value of this river is equivalent to 82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry 

in Martin County plus 15.3% of the economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, 

resulting in a total economic value of $648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 

million in direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects. 

This activity supports a total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table 5.2-
9)." 

The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in queue waiting for the drawbridges to 

open and close and how these standing trains might further impact railway crossings while they 

block these crossings during their wait, further impacting all of the above problems caused by 

increased train traffic. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Bashant 





Low Tide at Long Cove© Sally Caldwell Fisher 
Licensed by The Greenwich Workshops®, Inc. 

www.greenwichworkshop.com 

FOR INFORMATION ON RESEARCH, CARE OR SUPPORT, CONTACT THE ALZHEIMER'S ASSOCIATION AT 1.800.272.3900 
www.alz.org 

alzheimer's <;b association ® 

the compassion to care, the leadership to conquer 
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October 16, 2014 

RE: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Dagmar J. Auerbach 
2600 SE Ocean Blvd. Z-9 

Stuart Florida 34996 
772-288-6261 

d jauerbach@aol.com 

I am writing to you to express my opposition to the proposed "All Aboard Florida" high 
speed rail line connecting Miami to Orlando. To be more precise, I oppose the planned 
route these trains would take through our scenic coastal towns and villages, such as 
Stuart, Jupiter, Jensen Beach, etc. 

In my home town of Stuart traffic is gridlocked in all directions when the FEC freight 
trains come through very frequently. First responders cannot get to the hospital from 
any direction. The boat traffic through our drawbridges is similarly inconvenienced. The 
economic impact of 32 additional trains coming through Stuart will be a financial 
disaster because tourist dollars drive our economy, and the tourists will not return. 

Why must this train route go through coastal communities? Orlando is not ON the coast. 
Why can "All Aboard Florida" not use the existing tracks West of the FEC tracks. No one 
will object to the trains speeding through cow pastures just as Amtrack does now. The 
fact that they also want to borrow 1.6 Billion dollars of taxpayer money to fund this folly 
is simply outrageous. 

As an aside, the projected ridership and revenue from these high speed trains is never 
going to materialize. I host visitors from Europe frequently, friends and family. When 
they land in Miami for their 2 week vacation they rent a car so they can see ALL the 
tourist attractions such as Key West, Everglades, Sanibel Island, Space Coast and 
maybe Orlando . They would never take a train from Miami to Orlando because 4 train 
tickets are just too expensive, and they will still have to rent a car in Orlando to get from 
one attraction to the next. 

Having lived Germany, I am very supportive and familiar with excellent high speed 
trains service which I use frequently when I visit my family every year. This proposed 
"All Aboard Florida" passenger train is nothing but a poorly disgu ised FEC ruse to cash 
in on increased freight traffic when the second Panama Canal opens. 

Respectfully yours, 

~-z;::l 



Dear Sirs, 

I am against the AU Aboard Florida trains using the FEC tracks through Stuart reasons,.. 

At best the additional trains wm be a nightmare for vehicle and boat traffic. You don't need to 
spend money on a "survey" when a quick look at the map wm do. There is a bottleneck at the 
Saint Lucie River and Roosevelt Bridge. 

At worst people will die, either by coUisions or waiting to get to the hospital. Every morning 
there are a few thousand people that have to cross that track to get to work or go to the 
hospital/medical offices in Stuart. It is a busy area with many of the drivers elderly and/or from 
out of state. It can be very confusing traffic circles and who has the right of way the 
Stuart downtown area. 

An additional 30 trains a day translates to about 1.25 per hour, I don't know the schedule times 
proposed for these trains to come through our area but I assume there wm be an adcUtional train 
every 30-45 minutes during the day, less at night. 

"They" say the crossings wm only close for 1 min for these additional trains, I dcm1t believe this 
is possible considering the amount of turns and crossings involved. I imagine traffic just starting 
to dear when another train comes. 

Another concern is the age and condition of the train draw bridge and the effect on boat traffic 
through the lntercoastal Waterway. It is not just about vehicles. The bridge tender has no 
control over the FEC bridge and must raise and lower the vehlde bridge it coinddes with 
the railroad bridge. Boat traffic will pile some may get stuck between bridges, people will 
get hurt. The west bound boats with the current from behind wm be put in a difficult situation to 
stay off of the rocks. 

You can contact the bridge tender@ 772-692-0321.1 am sure they wm give you some good info 
on the train and boat traffic as well as the vehicle traffic through Stuart. 

It would be better to build a new track near 1-95 to go around Saint lucie and Martin counties, 
.At least that way "They1' could indude us as stations. 

Please contact me if I c.an be be of any assistance 

Gregory Nelson 
717 SW Tulip Blvd 
Port St. lucie, Fl 34953 
772-621-0865 

for your time and consideration. 



Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project U.S. Deportment 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Room W38-311 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

975 NW Flagler Avenue, Unit 204 
Stuart, FL 34994 
September 23, 2014 

Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft EIS 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I have reviewed the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and 
found that it inadequately considers impacts on people along the Treasure Coast of 
Florida. I live next to the Florida East Coast (FEC) railroad line and on the St. Lucie 
River in Stuart, Florida. Thus, I am familiar with the FEC operations which are 
incorrectly portrayed in your Draft EIS. My specific comments are as follows: 

(1) You did not consider the warning horns from the automated drawbridges in your 
noise analysis. I live on the St. Lucie River and can hear the horn (particularly at 
night) that blares for a period of time before the automated railroad bridge closes. 
The increased number of bridge openings/closings from the proposed action will 
directly increase the number of times the horn will sound to impact people. 

(2) You failed to adequately consider the synergy between passenger and freight 
traffic in your noise and vibration analysis. I would be willing to place a sizable 
wager that because of the higher frequency of passenger traffic during the day 
that freight traffic will be moved to nighttime hours to simply operations and 
schedule conflicts. More freight traffic at night means more noise and vibration 
impacts on nearby residents since freight trains (longer with heavier loads) are 
much more disruptive than passenger trains. 

(3) You failed to adequately model the grade crossing noise impacts at night. Since 
I live near a FEC grade crossing, I am aware of how the train horn blowing 
actually works at night. Most trains use a subdued horn at night and a significant 
number never even blow them between midnight and 5 AM. While this may be 
the action of individual train engineers being sensitive to nearby residents or 
unofficial policy by the FEC railroad to improve community relations, it is the way 
the system actually works at the present time. Since the proposed automated 
horns at grade crossings would always sound, there would be an increase in 
grade-crossing noise from trains at night in comparison with the present situation. 



If the Federal Railroad Administration decides to fine FEC for not blowing their 
horn enough, I would consider this a violation of the National Environmental 
Policy Act process because you were acting to change the "no action" 
alternative. FEC must commit and help fund quiet zones for grade crossings 
near residential areas for noise mitigation. Merely cooperating with local 
jurisdictions is not enough. 

(4) The Draft EIS does not adequately cover environmental justice issues and the 
effects on impacted people who are receiving no benefits from the proposed 
action. The name All Aboard Florida is deceptive since the passenger service 
will only benefit limited urban areas. Since there is no stop planned for Stuart, 

111ostrE;si1;~t~J~. this pt:1rtpf the.Ire ure C this,train se 
Sin·~Jft~j~to~r· 
Lauderdale, and iaml rriore thah rmes oog JS ra 
would be beneficial. When I found out that there were no local train stops 
included on the schedule, I realized that my neighbors and I were being 
negatively impacted with no benefit. The adverse impacts from reduced property 
values, noise, vibrations, and traffic congestion were being imposed on a 
community with no off-setting benefits of rail service or noise mitigation. 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments and I look forward to them being 
adequately addressed in the Final Environmental Impact Statement. I further request 
being mailed a copy of the final document. 

CC: 
Representative Patrick E. Murphy 
1517 Longsworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 

171 SW Flagler Avenue 
Stuart, FL 34994 

Sincerely, 

~~llen,~r. 
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11/7/2014 

TO: 

FROM: 

Print letter I Citizens Against The Train 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

William Mckenna 

1 W High Point Rd. 

Sewalls Point, FL 34996 

Any support of this train lacks SOUND reasoning. From 5.2.2-A3 of the draft - vibration noise wm double. The 

noise and vibration impacts are substantial and widespread throughout SE Florida. Citizens can attest to the lack of 

sleep from freights in the middle of the night and from the cracks in our walls from the vibrations. Doubling noise 

vibrations will double the damage. 

With new tracks, existing freight and 32 additional passenger trains wnt run double the speed. Noise will increase 

dramatically. Unlike modern well-built railways that are below grade or elevated, all of the SE crossings are AT GRADE, 

spreading the noise at grade at 78 locations on the Treasure coast. 

The already existing 18 trains of freight traffic now increasingly double-stacked and with considerably intensified noise 

and vibration already an issue. This number is projected to multiply substantially with the expansion of canal and Miami 

shipping. A substantial increase of slow moving, burdensome freight traffic with the addition of 32 high 

speed passenger trains will paralyze South East Florida Coastal towns. Even with so-called "quiet zones", the 

horns still sound.Train horns produce a sound level of 110 decibels (human conversation is about 60 decibels, with the 

sound level doubling at 10 decibel intervals) 

European residents claim the noise of the HSR train engines is horrific, something that All Aboard Florida declines to 

comment on.Former Swiss resident Sebastian Schmid of Vero Beach had this to say about his experiences of living 

near a high speed train: "The noise of a high speed train approaching and passing at more than 110 miles per hour 

wakes up everybody sleeping and frightens children, elderty people and animals. In a way, it sounds like a jet plane 

passing at low altitude." 

Further, All Aboard Florida will negatively impact those who have no recourse to move. The draft states on 

pages S-17 and S-17 that "Neither the E-W Corridor nor the N-S Corridor would result in residential displacement, job 

loss, or neighborhood fragmentation." In the Hobe Sound and Stuart area there are several businesses adjacent to 

the tracks that will suffer lost business and may even have to close entirely as a result of the dramatically increased rail 

traffic and its effects on the environment. 

Further, the draft says there will be no "residential displacement" because of eminent domain. However, unlike some 

communities, residents of low income and minority neighborhood homes may not leave because they can't afford to 

move. In effect, they are not displaced, they are held hostage in an undesirable location and cannot escape the 

negative impacts of the All Aboard train service even if they want to. 

https://www.citizensagainstthetrain.com'print-letter/7/1 1/2 



11/7/2014 Print letter I Citizens Against The Train 

The EIS also states on page S-17 that "mitigation would limit any changes in vibration along the N-S Corridor." This 

presumably refers to the "wheel and rail maintenance" that will diminish the expected doubling of vibration along the 

N-S Corridor. For minority and low-income people living close to the tracks your promise to alleviate this problem is not 

enough to justify All Aboard going forward. 

Nothing is right about this project. 

Sincerely, 

William Mckenna 

https ://www. citiz:ensag ai nstthetrai n. com'pri nt-1 etter /7/ 1 212 



John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 

RoomW38 - 31 

Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

CEEJAY HECKENBERG 

5 NE LAGOON ISLAND COURT 

SEW ALL'S POINT, FL 34996 

October 31, 2014 

My husband and I live in Martin County, Florida. We chose this location because of the area natural 

beauty and access to enchanting rivers and waterways. Unlike Palm Beach and Broward counties, 

where we previously lived, our life here is quieter and much less stressful. We love our area and are 

very active in organizations with goals to preserve it. 

All Aboard Florida, the proposed high speed train company, wants to run its many trains daily though 

Martin County, St. Lucie County, Indian River County, known in Eastern Florida as "The Treasure Coast" 

and these trains will ruin hundreds of miles of treasured natural beauty. They will raise noise pollution 

levels, raise stopped traffic levels at crossings and curtail boating activity at long-closed bridges. We 

understand that big cities must have these inconveniences because of their size but the people who live 

in these counties have deliberately chosen to buy property, make a living and raise their families here . 

All Aboard Florida is not a part of the serene picture the Treasure Coast represents . 

Please STOP this plan for many high speed passenger and addit ional freight trains in this area. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

300 SW South River Drive, Apt. 102 
Stuart, Florida 34997 
November 8, 2014 

By this time, I know that I can't add any type of information regarding this project that you haven't 
already read or seen. I fear that the people of Florida's Treasure Coast have no power to stop this 
project. I've heard that construction on stations for the railroad has already begun. It sounds like your 
job is to oversee the the construction of the railroad and be sure that All Aboard Florida (AAF) adheres 
to all the technical aspects required. This would include the informational meetings held by AAF that 
the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) approved. 

My husband and I, along with 800 other people, attended the informational meeting that FRA required 
AAF to conduct. We realized soon after we walked in that the meeting was a mere formality. I actually 
overheard two AAF representatives who were shocked by the number of people in attendance attesting 
to this realization. Who approved this one-on-one format for such an important issue? At least for the 
first hour, the noise was ridiculous. When faced with the real concerns of people whose businesses and 
liyes are immediately affected by this project, most of the representatives that I heard merely 
responded by reiterating verbally the information already presented visually on their informational 
boards and screens. 

I was specifically upset by an AAF response to a resident who asked why AAF couldn't use the 
alternative route presented where tracks are already in place and don't run through the center of our 
beautiful coastline towns. His response was that AAF doesn't own the tracks so it would be too 
expensive a project for to undertake! AAF's promises to fix issues at hand are much like a politician 
vying for office. Look at those track records. How many of those promises have been broken? What 
is AAF's track record? 

We are all concerned about what will happen to us and our communities when this project fails as 
other such projects have failed in the past. It's sad when history continues to repeat itself. It's sad that 
money talks so loudly that the people cannot be heard. I feel like the Indians must have felt when the 
white man took over their territories with the promise of a better way of life for them. And how did 
that tum out? 

Please use your conscience and any power you may have to do the right thing to preserve the way of 
life for the people of Florida's Treasure Coast. It is not only a Florida treasure, it is a National Treasure. 

Sincerely, 

_,k·d;,, ~.) 
Linda Jenks 



Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

Judy Z. James 
2818 SE Dune Drive Apt 2207 

Stuart, FL 34996 
772-334-2343 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SW --- Room W38-31 
Washington , DC 02590 

Stop the Train 

Gentlemen, 

I'm strongly opposed to All Aboard Florida . 

This proposal will adversely affect our community in several ways" 
1. Traffic . Automobile across the many crossings in our area. 
2. Boat traffic on our waterways because of the draw bridges, 
3. Noise . No need for ~ horns at all times of the day and night to say nothing of the noise from 

the 100 :MPH trains . This will impact not only the people close to the tracks but also those 
living in proximity of the trains . 

4. Envirornenment. 
I 

• Flooding due to raised track beds . 
• Shaking of earth around the tracks . 
• Endangered species as the trains pass through parks. 

I feel strongly that the environment studies to date are flawed. 

Please do not allow big money dictate wrecking our neighborhoods along the proposed right of way. 

Very Truly Yours , 

Judy Z. James 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

William G. James, Jr. 
2818 SE Dune Drive Apt 2207 

Stuart , FL 34996 
772-334-2343 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SW --- Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 02590 

· Stop the Train 

Gentlemen, 

I'm strongly opposed to All Aboard Florida . 

This proposal will adversely affect our community in several ways" 
1. Traffic . Automobile across the many crossings in our area. 
2. Boat traffic on our waterways because of the draw bridges , 
3. Noise. No need for low horns at all times of the day and night to say nothing of the noise from 

the 100 MPH trains. This will impact not only the people close to the tracks but also those 
living in proximity of the trains. 

4 . Envirornenment. 
• Flooding due to raised track beds. 
• Shaking of earth around the tracks. 
• Endangered species as the trains pass through parks. 

I feel strongly that the environment studies to date are flawed . 

Please do not allow big money dictate wrecking our neighborhoods along the proposed right of way. 

Very Truly Yours, 

William G. James, Jr. 



Dr Michael J Jackson 
875 NW Flagler Avenue, Apt 401 
Stuart, FL 34994 

November 19, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a resident of The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums in Stuart, Florida. The 
Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated on the east side of the Florida 
East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern 
Street and Alice Avenue. Our condominium buildings are a scant 79 feet from the 
tracks. We will be irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity 
Passenger Rail Project unless current plans are amended to require realignment of the 
rail tracks west of 1-95. If, as most Treasure Coast residents suspect, this proposal has 
already been rejected, the Federal Railroad Administration should require AAF to make 
all crossings within the City of Stuart safe and quiet. 

I have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and 
believe it falls far short in its analysis of Martin County and the City of Stuart. 

I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community's concerns with respect 
to crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and 
disruption of marine navigation by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 
100 years old. I believe DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River 
under the RR bridge. Marine Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, 
brokerages, and private docks were under counted. 

The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920's. The track segment through downtown Stuart 
is the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more 
than threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely 
impact neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of 
increased bridge openings on automobile traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS 



Mr. John Winkle 
November 19, 2014 
Page2 

- the Report only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and 
Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south 
of the City were not evaluated. On a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped 
across both the Fern Street and Alice Avenue crossings blocked access for over an 
hour. 

The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents 
of all ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for 
trains measurably undermine our emergency response times; increased train whistles 
and vibrations will degrade our quality of life and make our property virtually unsaleable. 
AAF should move to and share the existing right of way that already offers passenger 
service to Orlando. At the very least, safety and quiet zones should be required for 
Fern Street and Alice Avenue. Federal highway sound barriers would be required for 
far less densely populated areas. 

Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately 
degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. If it is going to happen, let it be private 
money and private guarantees. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Yours, sincerely, 

Dr Michael J Jackson 



John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Rm. W38-31 
Washington, D. C. 20590 

Mrs. Jane Israel 
4508 SE Peachwood Ter. 
Stuart, Florida 34997 
November 6, 2014 

Regarding the proposed "All Aboard Florida", I feel that it's not just a case of 
NIMBY (Not In My Back Yard). It's more like NRTTMOMH (Not Right Through The 
Middle Of My House). 

My husband and I moved here over nine years ago and we love the whole 
atmosphere of Stuart and the Treasure Coast. The waterways, the slow-growth 
efforts, the historical aspect and the people who live here are all part of what makes 
the area so unique. Even the current trains provide some degree of nostalgia. But 
23 additional trains at higher speed would be an abomination. Just think of the 
safety hazards, emergency response delays and the noise. The tracks, as they are 
now, run right through towns dividing east from west. The beautiful rivers and 
waterways (we've worked so hard to maintain) that provide pleasure trips and 
livelihoods for residents here would be completely destroyed. People would not be 
so quick to relocate or even vacation on the Treasure Coast and the local economy 
would suffer greatly. The trains ADD NOTHING GOOD to Martin County and other 
communities on the Treasure Coast. 

The railroad needs to be relocated to the west a few miles. There the 
economy is based on farms not tourism. It may cost more money - but maybe not. 
Do we really know? As an alternative, the entire Treasure Coast could be elevated, 
but that may cost even more. 

Notice that I have not mentioned possible future additional freight trains and 
the Miami shipyard improvements and the Panama Canal widening. It's plain to 
everyone that All Aboard Florida is a foot in the door towards the more profitable 
freight activity. 

Please don't ruin our quality of life on the Treasure Coast. We cannot build 
All Aboard Florida as it is presently proposed! 

Very truly yours, 

~~~~ 
Mrs. Jane Israel 
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November 12, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, FRA 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We are very strongly opposed to the plan to expand the rail traffic along the East 
Coast of Florida - AAF and FECI. This AAF project is very ill conceived in that the 
proposed tracks/rail traffic will run right through numerous, gorgeous seaside 
towns and housing areas causing vehicle and marine traffic to be delayed - too often 
with potential life threatening consequences. Property values will plummet due to 
the noise, vibration and congestion. The impact on precious coastal habitats for 
wildlife and plants will be devastating and not in the nation's best long-term 
interests. 

In general, we very much support increased use of trains for both passenger and 
industrial purposes. We would warmly welcome a train system that ran through the 
less populated, more central part of Florida - even with the hopes that it could 
eventually extend all the way north to New England. Having just returned from 
Europe where we used numerous trains we understand the merits of well designed, 
soundly financed, and community supported systems -AAF is none of the above! 

Please, please do every thing in your power to stop the plans to build this train along 
the East coast of Florida. 

Thank you sincerely, 

/r/tud;/~ 

;;;l~S?_ 
Marshall E. Kadin 
6285 SE Oakmont Place 
Stuart, FL 34997 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE; Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

By Certified Mail and email 

4900 SE Hanson Circle 

Stuart, FL 34997 

November 17, 2014 

Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS) 

and Section 4(f) Evaluation, Intercity Passenger Rail Project, 

between Orlando and Miami, Florida, September 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Country Club Cove, a community within the Miles Grant development off Cove Road, in Stuart, Florida is 

a community of fifty homes. If the All Aboard Florida ("AAF") project is allowed to proceed, this 

community will receive direct negative impacts from the proposed passenger rail project. The proposed 

All Aboard Florida high speed rail is a major threat to the existing character and quality of life in our 

community. 

Our community is already experiencing noise and vibration impacts, and traffic delays crossing the 

existing single train track, from the existing Florida East Coast Railway freight train operations. There is 

an assisted living facility, Salerno Bay Manor, located even closer to the railroad tracks than our 

community. 

Our review of the subject DEIS has found it to be severely deficient and flawed, as described in our 

enclosed comments. The AAF DEIS must be revised to address point-by-point each of the itemized 

concerns expressed in our comments. It is important that the additional data required to support the 

findings in the DEIS, as described in our comments, are collected in order to correctly evaluate the 

project impacts. 

The substantial revisions required to the DEIS cannot be met by attaching errata data sheets to the DEIS, 

but will require a rewriting of the DEIS, and a second round of public review. 
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If you have any questions regarding our comments, we can be reached via phone at 772-266-8896, or by 

e-mail at tom_hudon@verizon.net. 

Regards, ) 

~~fMc~=~~~ 
On behalf of the Country Club Cove Homeowners Association 

Enclosure: Country Club Cove Homeowners Association Comments on the subject DEIS 

9 pages plus two signature pages 

cc: Representative Patrick Murphy, U.S. House of Representatives (with enclosure) 

Columnist Eve Samples, Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers {with enclosure) 



Public Comment to Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the AAF Project 

My response to the All Aboard Florida DEIS is limited to the subject of public safety at crossings and along the 
track. The DEIS ignores the results of the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports, dated March 20 and 
September 23, 2014 . Those reports say clearly that FRA themselves see major safety concerns with the AAF 
plan. AAF has resisted and for the most part refused to accept those minimum basic FRA mitigation features. 
Let me explain why I think even those recommendations are not sufficient considering the unique safety risk. 

I will present a summary of all operational US HSR compared to the AAF plan in Table 1. I will present a 
detailed analysis of FEC accident data extracted from the FRA database in Tables 2 through 6. FEC freight 
operations have a substantial history of excessive crossing and trespasser accidents. I believe that the increase 
of 370% and more in numbers of trains in 2016, significant planned freight growth well into the future, the 
doubling and tripling of train speeds at crossings, 110 MPH HSR, higher speed freight, the combination of 
freight and HSR on the same tracks at the same time, population density and the extremely large numbers of at
grade crossings in the entire corridor between Miami and Cocoa combine to create a significant increase in the 
potential for highway crossing and "trespasser" injuries and deaths. As shown in Table 1, no current HSR in the 
US is comparable in terms of cumulative risk factors. I believe that the AAF plan is completely unprecedented in 
introducing new, severe and compounded threats that create by totality significant potential to cause grave harm 
to the general public along the entire AAF route. Considering all rail accidents in the State of Florida for the past 
10 years, the entire FEC corridor is responsible for 26% of all incidents, 32% of all highway/rail deaths, and 50% 
of all trespasser deaths not at crossings . Accident data taken from official FRA database 1.12. 

The subject of safety of the general public is in.adequately addressed, in fact nearly ignored, in the DEIS . 
Furthermore, very limited and casual unsubstantiated conclusions relative to public safety are presented. 

"The Project would have an overall beneficial effect on public health, ~ajety and security in the rail corridor. While 
greater frequency of trains may increase tl,,.e _frequency pf oppqrtunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or 
people, sajety imprqvements at _,;rossings; an upgraded fosi~ive;Trqin Control system, enhanced fiecurity, and improved 
communicat/ons among emergen~y responders woul<f min i,mize pptential confl(c,ts and their c;onseq"fle_nces. The benefits 
resulting fr.om decre,ased congestio11 and t!Je potential for fewer vehicular crasfie;wnd fewer ·air emissions indicate that 
there will be no sign iiJcant negat ive, impac~ OTJ P.l!.flHc health a~<! ~afety.''iAND.AGAIN: :'~The Project would_ resµlt in 
enhancin g pub/ic :saiety M(.ith improvements to 9raqe r;rossing signal equipment fq r:vehicular .and pedestrian traffic. 
Also,· the benefits resulting from d~creased congestion and the potential for fe"!e r; vehicular cra~hes..andfewer a,ir 
emissions indicate that there wm be no significant negative impacts on public health and safety_." . 

None of those items with th~ exception of "safety i~pr~~e~~nts at crossings" has very ~~~h t~ do ~ith 
preventing qossing accidents and nothing to do with trespasi:,er; accidents , Positive Train Control i.s still being 
developed, is not widely used, is a complex electronic system susceptible to communications/ system/senso r ,· 
errors, and any use in ,improving public s~teiy .has not been defined in the DEIS or widely utilized in current rail 
operations. The prima,ry intent of PTC:as manc:lat~.d is,~o protec\ trai_ns from rail lin.e operational errors, not 
crossing accidents. P.le?tse dE:lscribe,hoVY; P.J.C.,will .fu!ly, l:;top,a ,1,0Q.MRH t rain ~utom.atically if .a gate is. not d.own 
or a vehicle is trapped or finds it's way onto tl]e track after a gate clol:,es. Please provide .examples of successful 
testing and implementation of that crossing s,afe.ty syst~m in P sirnilaEenvir,Qn-ment. Cr9ssing s.a{ety _ 
i_rnpro.v.ement~ are. nq~,deJine,c:l,.ex:p!ai.n~d o.n <?_ornr;ritte.d PY1na111e.) !1· t.h~_ Dl;:IS. ·.Enbanced security c;1nd improved 
cqmmunications •among emergency responde~s:wil.l not.re.c:luGe. typical highway and .tresp_asser ; incic::lents. 
Vehicle . congestion periods .will actually increc1se. becc!use of 32 more high speed trains at 349 local crossings : 
plus up to 26 freight trains in 2016, resulting in nearly 4>< in numbers .of highway crossings . The en~ire subject of 
trespasser risks is totally ignored .even though it f:\as 'beer, called "epic!ernic" i.n S,outh F'lorida. by.the FR.A .. 

' ' I : :~ .. : , . . , '· - I , • , . ·:. :' , ' r 

There is no technical analysis or comparative rail experience presented to support "no significant negative 
impact." In fact, the only ·significant operational higher speed rail service in the US is Acela. Acela is vastly 
different and has proven. r:iearly accident free over 456 111ile.s of oper?tion because of the nearly complete lack of 
at-grade crossings . Fur.thermore, Acela track conditions . and .environment-in its high speed areas are ,totally 
unrepresentative of the AAF project between West Palm Beach and . Cqco,a ... Acela · never travels at. speeds 1 

greater that 60 MPH at any of their 11 at-grade crossings or t~rough .tlie centers 'of cities and towns qr areas of 
high population density. Acela does not compete with slow freight .trains on the same tracks at the same time . . 
Therefore, no Acela experience can be used ta. validate that th.is project will :improve safety due .to 32 more 
trains at double to triple current speeds plul;> growing numb.ers of freight trains in the AAF corridor . 

. . 

The DEIS presents extremely brief unsubstantiated conclusions regarding safety in sections 4.4.4 and 5.4.4 
tog~ther with data in Tables 4.4 :4-1 and 4.4.4-2. Regarding those data tables, only a short period of 5 years is 



considered. That is much too short a span of time to be statistically significant. Furthermore, data provided in 
Table 4.4.4-1 ignores the 2 southern counties of the corridor. Since the vast majority of accidents occur in the 
South Florida counties, and since the DEIS is intended to cover the entire corridor from Miami to Orlando, that 
omission presents an inaccurate picture of current accident rates on the entire AAF corridor. I have conducted a 
detailed search of the FRA accident database using searchable database 1. 12 for the entire FEC route, 
database 5.15 for crossing incidents and database 2. 07 for non-crossing events. With respect especially to 
Table 4.4.4-2, there are serious inaccuracies with the DEIS data for trespasser fatalities. The following tables 
document the results of my FRA accident search covering a 15-year period 1999 to 2013 for the entire AAF 
route. I have attempted to remove any incidents not located on the AAF corridor from Miami to Rt. 528 in Cocoa. 

Table 2) All crossing incidents including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians 235 events 

Table 3) All crossing fatalities including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians 50 deaths 

Table 4) All crossing injuries including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians 70 injuries 

Table 5) All trespasser fatalities not at crossings 171 deaths 

Table 6) All trespasser injuries not at crossings 85 injuries 

I believe that using 15 years of data is far more statistically relevant than using 5 years. I have provided this data 
in order to substantiate that the accident statistics presented in the DEIS are woefully short and shallow and in 
some cases grossly inaccurate in defining accident risk relative to current demonstrated FEC freight experience 
along the AAF corridor. 

I have compiled the following 20 specific rebuttal points, which have not been addressed in the DEIS. I believe 
these points when considered in their totality demonstrate why the AAF corridor creates a much higher safety 
risk to the public than currently exists. I submit that these points and comparisons warrant much greater 
investigation, substantiation, engineering risk-based analysis and mitigation by design features and 
operational limitations. I further submit that the combination of 14 increasing to 20 double length freight trains 
(26 on Wednesdays, probably many more after 2016) plus 32 110 MPH passenger trains in the AAF plan over 
about 120 miles combined with 1.2 at-grade crossings per mile, is entirely beyond anything that exists today or 
will exist in 2016 and beyond in similar US high speed passenger rail. It is a step too far over the safety cliff. 

1) The Florida coastal zone of the AAF corridor spans a total distance of 195 miles and contains 349 at
grade crossings between Miami and Cocoa. That is 1.8 crossings per mile on the entire route. It is unique 
relative to population density, urban development and numbers of at-grade crossings compared to any high
speed rail line in the US. There are about 206 crossings in the 79 MPH section, which covers approximately 75 
miles in South Florida. That is 2. 75 crossings per mile. There are about 143 crossings in the 110 MPH section, 
which covers approximately 120 miles. That is 1.2 crossings per mile in the high-speed corridor. 

2) The continuous heavily developed urban coastal megalopolis creates a UNIQUE risk. The Flagler rail 
line along the East Coast of Florida was built 135 years ago when Florida was very sparsely populated with a 
completely undeveloped landscape, and there were NO automobiles. Much has changed with growth, and about 
6 million people now live in the continuous narrow urban coastal strip between Miami and Cocoa. The rail line 
now runs directly through the very centers of business and population and within several miles of the ocean, our 
most valued asset and tourist attraction. Densely populated urban cities and towns have been grown very close 
to the tracks, as have schools, recreational facilities, condominiums and gated communities packed with 
retirement homes. The population is heavily skewed toward senior citizens that seek only the safe, secure and 
peaceful enjoyment of their homes for their remaining lives. They are not mentally and physically well equipped 
to deal safely with and more 52 trains, of which 32 are barreling through their communities and their many road 
crossings at speeds near 79 or 110 MPH. Likewise, our many tourists are not familiar with such extreme rail 
operations. The DEIS statement that our environment in the high speed zone is rural is simply not true. 

3) Numbers of at-grade crossings is the primary risk. As shown in Table 1, I have not found any comparable 
HSR operations which demonstrate that it is safe to operate a nearly 120-mile urban 110 MPH high-speed rail 
corridor with 143 at-grade crossings mixed with 20 or more freight trains at the same time on the same tracks. 
Certainly not using Acela experience. Acela has only 11 at-grade crossings, train speeds are under 60 MPH at 
those crossings and there is no co-mingled freight during the times Acela operates. Even so, there was ONE 
isolated Acela accident not in the high speed segment that killed 3 people, and that crossing fully complied with 
FRA sealed corridor criteria. The conclusion is that accidents happen in spite of quad gates and sealed 



corridors. The PLAN for 110 MPH service in Illinois might be cited as similar, however major differences exist. 
First and foremost is a VERY rural farm land environment. In the current 15 mile section there are about 10 
crossings over country roads. There are only around 5 freight trains and 13 total trains. In the 180 mile future 
corridor on that route there are 137 public at-grade crossings, nearly% the number per mile as on AAF, and that 
development is years away from extended 110 MPH service. The AAF plan will put our Florida coastal corridor 
first in the nation to conduct such a large experiment combining high volume daytime and evening freight and 
high volume 110 MPH passenger trains plus 143 grade crossings for approximately 120 continuous miles. 

4) Consider the dissimilarity of the AAF plan to all current operational experience with HSR in the US as 
shown in Table 1. There are 11 Federally designated High Speed Rail Corridors. Of the 11, only 4 have 
advanced beyond a study phase, including Acela and Keystone. The remaining 7 are a dream, many years 
away from completion. Three of the four current high-speed rail corridors in the US are operating between 79 
and 110 MPH over very short segments. Except for Acela none have 32 trains per day, the actual passenger 
train trips in the 2 corridors other than Acela and Keystone is 8 or less HSR trains per day. Nor do they operate 
over densely populated urban areas. The average speeds in 2013 of the 2 partial corridors, Illinois/ Indiana/ 
Michigan and New York, were between 47 MPH and 56 MPH. Operation at up to 110 MPH in the Midwest 
Corridor is limited to short segments in Illinois, Indiana and Michigan, specifically 15 miles between Pontiac and 
Dwight Illinois with only 6 trains per day, and 80 miles of dedicated passenger rail track between Kalamazoo 
Michigan and Porter Indiana with a total of only 8 trains per day and no freight. In New York State, a small 
portion of the Empire Corridor of 67 miles in a rural area along the river between Poughkeepsie and south of 
Albany runs at 110 MPH, but there are no freight operations on that section and only 10 dead-end river access 
road crossings. The Keystone east corridor between Philadelphia and Harrisburg has a 20-mile section allowing 
110 MPH, but the Keystone east operates at an average speed of 64 MPH. On that corridor all at-grade 
crossings have been eliminated and there are no significant concurrent freight operations in the high-speed 
section. In conclusion, the only significant experience with HSR in the US is Acela which has all grade
separated crossings in high speed zones and no concurrent freight trains. 

5) Compare the number of at-grade crossings on a nearly identical South Florida rail line. SFRT A 
operates 50 Tri-Rail trains per day at speeds up to 79 MPH over about 70 miles between Miami and West Palm 
Beach. However Tri-Rail has only about 50 at-grade crossings, compared to over 200 for AAF. So, over the 
same basic geographical route, AAF has 400% more at-grade crossings, 400% more crossing closures, and 
400% more opportunities for accidents. 

6) Mixing Freight and high-speed passenger rail produces an increased risk for safety. Freight track 
sharing occurs in many corridors, however not for 110 MPH speeds. In the Northeast and Keystone Corridors 
freight is limited to a very few per day, most on separate tracks or running at night over short sections. There is 
currently no similar experience comparable to the AAF plan in 2016 for 20 to 26 freight (Table 3.3-1) combined 
with 32 110 MPH, with 10 or more of the freight sharing the same tracks at the same time. One recent study for 
mixing freight and high-speed passenger rail in the Pacific Northwest resulted in rejection of 110 MPH speeds. 
Specifically, based upon objections from Union Pacific Railroad regarding safety and service limitations, both 
Washington and Oregon will limit any passenger trains to 79 MPH. Furthermore, in the Empire Corridor CSX 
Railroad is vigorously opposing HSR expansion for safety and congestion reasons, even though in that corridor 
there are 4 tracks and freight is totally separated from passenger rail operations. Apparently they think even 
being next to a separate 110 MPH track is a safety issue. Many railroads including Union Pacific, CSX, Norfolk 
Southern, BSNF and in the past ConRail all have fought to severely limit HSR on their tracks. Some have set 
standards that define speed and separation requirements or effectively block HSR all together. Obviously FEC 
cannot interfere with AAF because they are both owned by Fortress, so in the AAF corridor the public has no 
unbiased entity speaking for the safety of mixing FEC freight with HSR. In fact, by corporate agreement, AAF 
has the right to take over operational control of FEC freight if their schedule is delayed. Several credible studies 
concluded that shared corridor multiple track crossings, when adding new HSR, will increase collision rates 
(Auston & Carson, 2002; Faghri & Demetski, 1986; and Ogden & Korve Engineering, 2007). Those same 
studies showed that shared track operation creates an additional risk of experiencing secondary collisions. 

7) Hazmat operations further increase the risk with freight and high-speed passenger trains on the same 
track at the same time. At times FEC will carry various hazardous materials, including asphalt, propane, 
ethanol and industrial products. This adds more risk to public and passenger safety as 110 MPH trains fly by 
stopped or slow moving very long freight trains especially at crossings, bridges and sidings. 

8) Speed at crossings is a major risk factor. The FEC freight line currently runs at average speeds of 
between 23 and 33 MPH (Table 5.1.3-1). The average train speed at crossings in the 4 northern counties is 28.5 
MPH (Table 4.1.2-4). Crossing speeds will increase with AAF trains to over 100 MPH (Table 3.3-9) in Indian 



River County, and over 90 MPH in St. Lucie and Brevard Counties. That is an over 300% increase in the train 
speeds at our crossings. Increased speed is known to increase crossing accident rates. Triple train speeds at 
crossings creates a very big safety risk. Freight train speeds will nearly double further compromising safety. 

9) FEC freight operations does not have a stellar public safety record. The safety record of low speed FEC 
freight operations has drawn specific attention from FRA. In the past 15 years in the AAF corridor there have 
been 235 crossing incidents, with 50 fatalities and 70 serious injuries. In addition there have been 171 
trespasser fatalities and 85 injuries. FRA has cited Florida for excessive rail crossing and trespasser accident 
rates. Florida is always near the top of the 10 worst states for crossing and trespasser accidents. Clearly at
grade road crossings in densely populated areas cause accidents. Clearly train tracks through densely 
populated areas promote trespasser fatalities. Clearly our corridor has demonstrated long term safety risks with 
just 14 slow trains. 

10) Total numbers of trains is a major risk factor. Let me quantify the opportunity for a crossing accident with 
AAF. Today we have 14 freight trains (Table 3.3-1) and 349 crossings. That is 4886 gate closures per day, 2443 
during peak hours. With AAF there will be over 52 combined trains on AVERAGE and, assuming 10 crossings 
are closed, there will be 339 at-grade crossings. That is 17628 gate closures per day. If 42 are in peak hours, 
that is 14238. Please provide substantiation for the DEIS conclusion that UNDEFINED crossing improvements 
will improve safety considering an average 360% (580% during peak hours) increase in highway crossings. It is 
certainly not an obvious outcome and requires evidence to substantiate such a large leap of faith and optimism. 
I believe that by adding 32 AAF trains shared with 20 and more freight trains at higher speeds we will certainly 
experience an increase in incidents, injuries and deaths, both for road crossings and for trespassers. That is 
true in the 110 MPH zone, as well as in the 79 MPH zone where sealed corridor does not apply. 

11) Numbers of FEC trains will continue to grow rapidly. Regarding freight expansion, the DEIS states that 
by 2019 freight will increase to an average of 22 per day (Table 5.1.2-4), and says the growth is 3% per year. I 
believe that is a VERY low and unrealistic projection. According to a recent FEC freight operations presentation 
by Robert Hatfield, the Port of Miami cargo will double in the next 10 years. How much beyond that? Then add 
Port Everglades growth to that projection. There is documented potential for around 10% per year freight growth 
for a very long time into the future. Several FEC and Florida trade presentations indicate that FEC intends to 
capture much of that additional freight. The EIS should use the worst case intentions of FEC for freight traffic 
growth over a period of 25 years, not understated 2016 or 2019 estimates. Regarding passenger rail expansion, 
in the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Report, Part 1, dated March 20, 2014, Mr. Frey states that the rail traffic in 
South Florida will increase by 7 4 additional trains due to the future inclusion of Tri-Rail Commuter service on the 
AAF track. So, in a route Miami to Jupiter it is predicted using FRA and AAF information that there will be 32 
AAF express trains, plus 22 (and more and more) FEC freight trains and 74 Tri-Rail on the same tracks with well 
over 200 at-grade crossings. A reasonable question seems to be how many trains can they ultimately pack onto 
this coastal rail corridor? Perhaps 128 from these published sources. But wait, AAF has publicly discussed 
adding 32 more of their own commuter rail trains in addition to the Orlando Express. This is a quote from a 2014 
published source: "A presentation made at a recent meeting of the South Florida Regional Transportation 
Authority reveals that All Aboard Florida wants the right to build six stations in South Florida, along with 64 trains 
per day running every 30 minutes (with the possibility of trains running even more frequently)." This is not 
speculation; this is a plan revealed in public. When does the expansion of FEC rail reach a point of irrationality? 
How about safety? How about public disruption? The DEIS speaks of none of these likely future growth plans. 
AAF knows what expansion plans are possible; they are being concealed so as to drip feed the public on 
planned major expansion of our coastal rail. I believe the EIS should address all POSSIBLE planned rail growth 
scenarios on this corridor and the safety effects that look forward at least 25 years. If the plans are not firm, then 
discuss the several alternatives. Please address in the EIS the public safety implications of over 100 trains per 
day between Miami and Jupiter, and freight growth using the FEC information that doubles freight in 10 years. 

12) The Sealed Corridor will help but not eliminate the risk. For the portion between 30th St in West Palm 
Beach and Cocoa it is intended to offset the increased crossing risks. Sealed corridor is not widely used, 
therefore not providing sufficient comparative experience with 110 MPH rail in our unique urban environment. 
Furthermore, those safety features are not being incorporated in the South Florida segment, which has 206 
crossings in about 75 miles. That is an incomparable 2.75 crossings per mile, surely unique for 79 MPH 
operations. The sealed corridor approach to safety mitigation has not been proven by operating experience in 
such an extreme environment, and will never be as safe as separated crossings. The sealed corridor criteria is 
the FRA's economically justified compromise based on their best technical ideas, accepted solely to save 
railroads money by avoiding grade separation, while encouraging a political agenda to push rail speeds to the 
maximum possible extent on existing freight rail lines. That may work in rural areas such as North Carolina, 
Michigan, Illinois, Indiana, or northern New York. The problem lies in our unique urban megalopolis. As an 



example, the plan is for two AAF trains to pass each other at closing speed of over 200 MPH in downtown Vero 
Beach at the Aviation Boulevard crossing. No rationalization and theory and no sealed corridor will convince me 
that is safe either for bystanders, highway users or for train passengers. At 110 MPH the horn warning time is 
around 8 seconds, clearly not enough time for even a physically fit person (especially a senior) to react to an 
oncoming train, let alone two passing trains. Gate closings will occur well before a train is visible, somewhere 
around a mile away. If you are trapped on the track you will likely not see or hear the trains before it is too late to 
act. What safety feature will stop those trains in time? Is it REALLY Positive Train Control? I cannot believe 
without detailed engineering explanation that PTC will automatically emergency stop a 100 MPH train or even a 
79 MPH train or even a 60 MPH passenger or freight train if it senses a crossing anomaly. Please explain in the 
final EIS how that works. If it will, please conduct a failure mode and effects analysis and system level failure 
rate/probability analysis for PTC reliability in protecting crossings and stopping trains automatically. 

13) Time of day is a risk factor. Currently the 14 FEC freight trains are about equally split day and night. That 
will increase to 20 and more after 2016. If half run at night, then we will have an average increase from 7 to 42 
crossing closures during the peak travel times for motorists. That will result in an increase of prime time closures 
from about one every 1. 7 hours to about 3.5 per hour, or nearly 600%. That will significantly increase public 
exposure to crossing and trespasser accident risks during the daytime and evening hours. 

14) Risk of catastrophic damage and derailments is potentially much higher. The significant increase in 
speed relative to current freight traffic will generally increase the destructive severity of accidents and risk of 
derailments. The kinetic energy of a train at 110 MPH compared to a slower train with equal mass is 
proportional to the SQUARE of the velocity. If our current freight crossing speed is 28.5 MPH, then due to 
velocity alone we have 15 times more energy released in a crossing accident. E=1/2mv 2

. The mass will be less, 
but most often not 30 times less, and the speed factor will usually dominate the potential destructive power and 
risk of derailment. The actual energy will vary greatly depending on whether the freight cars are loaded or 
empty. For a fully loaded rock train, the difference in energy may be similar. If the freight train is empty the 
energy difference will be much greater. However in any moderate impact light passenger cars will always be 
more likely to derail and fly further compared to loaded freight cars. So passenger trains will on both counts 
have a greater likelihood of derailment. What safety features will contain derailing 110 MPH trains? 

15) Safety mitigation improvements at crossings have not been identified. Statements are made that 
safety will be enhanced by crossing safety improvements, but they are never described. Furthermore, in Section 
7, Mitigation Measures and Project Commitments, there is no mention of the subject of safety and no crossing 
safety mitigation plan or commitment presented. At a minimum, AAF should define exactly what all of the 
safety improvements are and quantify by real experience in a similar environment the efficiency of those devices 
to mitigate the crossing safety risks resulting from an increase in trains from 14 to 52 or more and the tripling of 
speeds at crossings. The DEIS never addresses the subject of safety improvements not at crossings. There is 
no mitigation for that problem anywhere. 

16) The issue of delay to emergency responders is ignored. The problem is that "seconds save lives". DEIS 
analysis in section 5.1.2 is gibberish, as is the LOS/ICU methodology at 1 O crossings which is no less than 
technical nonsense. Keep it simple, look at 32 more AAF trains and 20 double length (8150 ft) freight trains in 
2016. At 50 MPH for freight an additional 4400 ft length is one minute, so 14 trains adds nearly 15 minutes. 
Adding 6 freight trains adds another 15 minutes. Adding 32 AAF trains per day with a 51 second delay each 
adds nearly another 30 minutes to crossing shutdown times. Around an hour per day is a huge increase in 
crossing closures, especially when most of the delays occur during peak day and evening hours. Since when is 
an increase of 400% (20 minutes now for 14 trains to 80 minutes for 52 trains per day) "not significant"? How 
about an increase from 10 minutes now to 55 minutes during peak hours which is an increase of 550%? Of 
course, that assumes no trains ever stop and block crossings (but they do). It just gets worse with freight 
growth. By the understated 10 crossing LOS analysis, delay time in the peak hour increases up to 7.5 minutes. 

17) There is a credibility/experience problem. No passenger rail operator other than Amtrak currently 
operates HSR. AAF is a start up company with ZERO rail operational experience and a totally profit motivated 
culture. AAF claim credit for extensive and excellent FEC experience but in reality FEC crossing and trespasser 
safety is NOT excellent. AAF is a totally separate company isolated from the FEC Railroad by corporate 
structure. So suddenly with no train operating experience or established credibility AAF is going to be the first 
US private railroad to run from 79 MPH up to 110 MPH through the centers of our megalopolis safely? The fact 
is Amtrak has credible railroad experience and AAF does not. In fact, AAF has the right to take over full 
operational control of the 195 mile FEC line. I am not worried about those hired to operate the trains. I am 
worried about management culture and the sole objective of 3 hours to Orlando or bust mentality. 



18) The EIS has ignored the safety recommendations of Part 1 and Part 2 FRA On-Site Engineering Field 
Reports, dated March 20 and September 23, 2014. Both reports reveal serious safety deficiencies which are 
never addressed in the DEIS. Part 2 of the report indicates that even if the Part 1 sealed corridor guidelines. 
pedestrian gates, vehicle presence detection and trespasser barriers are installed, there remain serious safety 
concerns with this project. The Part 2 report documents a number of specific concerns, which could result in 
more accidents and especially vehicle entrapment on crossings. At least 7 safety recommendations are noted, 
including pedestrian gates, fencing or channelization, vehicle presence detection, traffic signal preemption, 
remote health monitoring of gates, monitoring of preemption and on-going monitoring and review of crossings 
with preemption. Mr. Frey requested a detailed and comprehensive consultant's study of preemption. In the 
report, he states: "it is recommended that a thorough evaluation be made of the Preemption needs to determine 
whether Simultaneous or Advanced Preemption is required at each grade crossing location along the entire AAF 
service route (Miami through Cocoa). FRA also recommends that an independent consulting firm with extensive 
expertise in the field of Preemption be part of the assessment in all of the Preempted grade crossing locations. 
The consultant should have expertise in both traffic signal design and operation. as well as grade crossing 
signal design and operation. The consultant must also be knowledgeable in the evolving changes to both the 
MUTCD, and the AREMA Communication & Signal Manual of Recommended Practice." This aspect alone is a 
VERY serious risk to public safety created solely by this project, however AAF executives have completely 
rejected that recommendation in public comments. In fact, AAF executives have NEVER committed to any of 
the Part 1 & 2 recommendations. The issue of traffic signal coordination and preemption is a serious and 
unusual risk in the AAF corridor due to the 349 at-grade crossings, many of which are located within 50 to 100 
feet of major traffic intersections and major roadways. A few literally cross directly through highway 
intersections. Is it true as AAF executives have said many times, they are not required to comply with FRA's 
findings? So no authority can enforce FRA crossing safety recommendations and the public has no recourse? 

19) In several other HSR corridors, FRA has conducted very detailed risk analysis, and very specific 
hazard and safety evaluations for high-speed rail corridor proposals. Two specific examples were the 
Empire High Speed Rail Corridor in 2000 (proposed), and the San Joaquin High Speed Rail Corridor in 2006 
(proposed). That has not been done for the AAF corridor, which is higher risk and more real than those. One 
North Carolina study is specific to sealed corridor, but the landscape in NC is incomparable to the urban 
environment or operation within the AAF 195-mile corridor. Such analysis should utilize the best methodology 
and ideas such as those contained in a definitive report on the safety aspects and risks of mixed freight and 
high-speed passenger rail. That report, Highway-Rail Grade Crossing Challenges for Shared Operations of 
High-Speed Passenger and Heavy Freight Rail in the US, by Chadwick, Zhou, and Saat dated March 12, 2014, 
should be used for evaluation of the safety risks and the effect of safety improvements, for the AAF project. 

20) AAF should be required to publish for public inspection their design criteria, safety considerations 
and regulatory compliance documents for their upgrades to the FEC corridor. Surely no competent 
engineering organization would undertake such a major rail upgrade program without such design manuals, 
engineering specifications, and regulatory compliance reports. One detailed example of a comprehensive 
design standards document for HSR is the California High -Speed Train System Technical Memorandum TM 
2.1. 7 prepared by Parsons Brinkerhoff. This document addresses the hazards and mitigation for rolling stock 
and vehicle intrusion protection for HSR and adjacent transportation systems. Is AAF considering the mitigation 
of dangers created by close operation of 110 MPH passenger trains with adjacent freight trains, motor vehicles 
and public/private infrastructure discussed at length in this document? In the final EIS, please explain the role of 
FRA and FOOT in design, inspection and operations of AAF and clarify what agency is responsible for ensuring 
public safety in design features (especially crossings) and operational oversight. Please provide the AAF 
regulatory checklist and method of compliance to Federal and State laws and guidelines. 

I have made a serious attempt to point out deficiencies in the DEIS and specific problems which create added 
threats to public safety. I have provided documentation where practical. I have suggested specific actions to 
address these concerns. My first reaction to the AAF plan in early 2014 was one of disbelief. I felt frankly that 
such an idea was insane, the safety and disruption aspects being obvious to any reasonable person. However 
my first response as an engineer (with 34 years of commercial aviation experience) was to look for examples of 
similar operating systems and their histories. As Table 1 shows, I can find no such similarity and very limited 
overall experience. That is why from an engineering viewpoint I am gravely concerned. I believe that it is 
reasonable to expect in the final EIS a much more detailed engineering analysis of the safety issues, disclosure 
of engineering and regulatory documentation and detailed descriptions of the safety features planned with 
evidence justifying why they will be effective on the AAF route. As written, the DEIS is very little more than an 
unsubstantiated assertion based on hope, dreams and false assurances; lacking any technical or engineering 
information and analysis regarding crossings. It is outdated and incomplete and has numerous inconsistencies. 
Please address the FRA safety findings, realistic future rail growth plans and these specific safety concerns. 



Conclusion: 
The minimum acceptable mitigation effort that must be required of AAF is 100% compliance with 

every FRA safety finding in both of their project field reports (item #18). The DEIS has under reported 
the current accident safety record of the existing FEC corridor in the complete 195-mile AAF zone. There is 
increased safety risk because of extremely large numbers of at-grade crossings, high population density, 
extraordinarily large number of high speed AAF trains, increasing numbers of double length freight trains far into 
the future, freight on the same tracks at the same time as passenger trains, and a very large increase in all train 
speeds. The DEIS has not presented either current similar operational experience, adequate detailed safety 
analyses, design mitigation features or any other substantiation to validate that the general population between 
Miami and West Palm Beach with 79 MPH trains, or the general population between West Palm Beach and 
Cocoa with 110 MPH trains, will not experience a significant increase in crossing and trespassing accidents, 
injuries and fatalities due to implementation of AAF. Those corridors are simply not suitable for such high speed 
operations. The fact is that the only comparable current operational experience is Acela. Therefore AAF 
should be restricted to speeds below 60-MPH at all 349 at-grade crossings in order to operate within 
Acela current experience. Citizens on the Treasure and Space Coasts should not be the first subjected to a 
HSR experiment on the tradeoff between a very speculative economic benefit to an investment management 
fund compared to reduced safety of the general population. There is simply no current credible comparable 
operating experience to justify that AAF will not create a significantly increased risk to public safety. The safety 
concerns have been well documented by Mr. Frey in two reports. The report recommendations are FRA's best 
tools to PARTIALLY mitigate a risk that should not be created in the first place. The FEC rail corridor is a 
historical artifact of the 191

h century and is not and will never be a true economically viable high-speed rail 
corridor. It is a compromise with serious safety implications which have not been addressed in this DEIS. 
Furthermore, to complete the EIS, AAF should conduct extensive scientific safety, hazard and risk 
analysis commensurate with the inherent risk produced by our unique urban environment, and should 
produce and release that information to the public. AAF MUST respond in the final EIS to every 
recommendation made in the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports Part 1 and 2 with details on how 
they will comply. From a "reasonableness perspective" such a rail system in our unique urban environment 
should only be allowed if crossings are grade separated. That was the conclusion from several previous studies 
of economically viable high-speed rail between Miami and Orlando. The AAF plan is far in excess of any current 
operating experience for high(er) speed rail in the US. I doubt FRA would be comfortable with the safety aspect 
of 1.2 at-grade crossings per mile in the AMTRAK ACELA corridor. Why should the citizens of the Treasure and 
Space Coasts expect any less? 

Recommendation: 
Please consider with care the long list of concerns of the people directly affected on the Treasure and Space 
Coasts of Florida who have all negative consequences, all the safety risks and no benefit from the AAF plan. If 
AAF really believe they have a wonderful business case going to Orlando, go west, and support financing of a 
real 150 MPH + bullet train for the future, not a band-aide short term upgrade of a 135 year old relic that has 
been overtaken by the development and growth that was it's original reason to exist. That is what all of the many 
past Florida studies of economically viable HSR to Orlando concluded. The FEC line was always considered the 
poorest choice due to speed limitations and at-grade crossings. Use the turnpike route. Do it right, this AAF plan 
is the wrong choice which compromises public safety along their 195 mile route too much for extremely 
SPECULATIVE corporate gains. It is no secret that the motive here to support Federal funding is the political 
agenda to slam 110 MPH operations, and even up to 124 MPH, into existing freight rail lines with minimum cost. 
That is a short sighted wasteful compromise both because of economically viable high speed rail speed 
limitations, and for long term public and freight train shared track safety in our unique megalopolis. Study after 
study has shown that HSR economic benefit starts with bullet train type speeds, not semi-higher speeds on 
freight tracks. The history and results using that model have been very poor. In over 10 years of pushing that 
agenda with freight shared HSR, the only small progress has been 15 miles in Illinois. By any measure that is a 
failure. Meanwhile we have fallen far behind the entire world in development of HSR. AAF is a plan that has not 
made any honest effort to proactively mitigate public safety concerns, and it is too dangerous for citizens of 
Florida. That is exactly what FRA themselves said in their two part engineering field report. 

Thank you for considering and addressing these specific points in order to validate the AAF assertion that their 
project will IMPROVE or at least NOT NEGATIVELY IMPACT public safety {highway and trespasser) as stated 
in the DEIS. 

Jeffrey Ream ~~· 6570 Caicos Ct 
Vero Beach, FL 32967 November 17, 2014 



Table 1--Summary of Current 110 MPH Rail Operations in the US 

Corridor Operator Number Freight Crossings Length Development Track 

Northeast Amtrak 16 to 32 None (3)(6) None Segments(2) Urban 2 to 6 

Keystone Amtrak 26 None (3)(6) None 20 Miles Rural 2 

Empire Amtrak 25 None (7) 10 (8) 67 Miles (5) Rural 2 

Wolverine Amtrak 6 None (6) 49 80 Miles Rural 1 

Blue Water Amtrak 2 None (6) 49 80 Miles Rural 1 

Lincoln Amtrak 6 5 (4) 10 15 Miles (1) Very Rural 1 

And Then There Is AAF: 
FEC AAF 32 20+ 143 120 Miles Urban 2 

NOTES: 
1) Expansion planned in 2015 to 2017 timeframe may increase to 180 miles with 137 public grade crossings 

2) Significant segments between Washington and Newark, and east of New Haven to Boston (28 miles up to 
150 MPH) 

3) Almost no freight runs concurrent with Amtrak operations, a very few freight run at night over very short 
distances 

4) 5 Union Pacific freight plus 2 Amtrak Texas Eagle passenger, total 13 trains per day. Information on freight 
trains taken from IDOT Environmental Assessment dated April 2011 

5) Future planning for expansion of HSR on separate track in CSX ROW west of Albany being contested by 
CSX 

6) Amtrak owned ROW. Note that Amtrak owns 363 miles of the 457 mile Northeast Corridor 

7) Amtrak leases Empire route from Poughkeepsie to Schenectady from CSX (NO FREIGHT) 

8) All crossings are local dead-end access to river, none on major public roads 

Other US High Speed Passenger Rail Corridors 

There are 11 US defined High Speed Rail Corridors. Four were discussed above. The other 7 are in remote 
stages of planning and dreams. 

1) Pacific Northwest: No HSR, planning limited to 79 MPH due to Union Pacific objections to 110 MPH 
operations 

2) California: Planning, studies, delayed indefinitely by financing, public protest, and political issues 

3) Los Angeles to San Diego: Speed limited to 90 MPH in short segments, average speed 47 MPH 

4) South Central: Proposed, no action other than studies Ft Worth to Austin by 2021 

5) Gulf Coast: A distant dream 

6) Southeast: Planning, studies, the section Washington to Charlotte working EIS since 2010 

7) Northern New England: Just a "vision" 



Table 2 All Crossing Incidents 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Incidents At Crossings 

Year Miami/Dade Broward Palm Beach Martin St Lucie Indian River Brevard 

2013 4 4 4 1 0 1 1 
2012 1 2 5 1 0 1 1 
2011 0 6 4 0 0 0 1 
2010 2 3 2 0 0 0 2 
2009 0 4 2 0 0 0 2 
2008 0 2 4 1 0 0 2 
2007 7 4 13 1 1 2 3 
2006 3 7 8 2 1 2 4 
2005 3 4 8 3 0 0 3 
2004 3 8 14 0 1 0 0 
2003 1 3 4 1 0 1 2 
2002 1 3 3 1 0 1 4 
2001 2 2 4 0 3 0 4 
2000 2 2 6 0 0 0 0 
1999 2 5 6 2 0 1 2 

Totals 31 59 87 12 6 9 31 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 235 Crossing Incidents 

Includes all crossing events on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians. 
Rev 10/11/2014 

Table 3 Crossing Fatalities 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Fatalities At Crossings 

Year Miami/Dade Broward Palm Beach Martin St Lucie Indian River Brevard 

2013 0 1 3 0 0 1 1 
2012 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 
2011 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 
2010 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
2009 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
2008 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 
2007 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 
2006 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
2005 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 
2004 1 4 2 0 0 0 0 
2003 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
2002 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 
2001 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
2000 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 
1999 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 

Totals 16 20 2 0 3 8 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 50 Crossing Fatalities 

Includes all crossing fatalities on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians. 
Rev 10/11/2014 



Table 4 Crossing Injuries 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Injuries At Crossings 

Year Miami/Dade Broward Palm Beach Martin St Lucie Indian River Brevard 

2013 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
2012 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 
2011 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 
2010 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 
2009 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
2008 0 1 1 1 0 0 2 
2007 3 1 2 1 1 1 0 
2006 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 
2005 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
2004 1 2 4 0 1 0 0 
2003 0 1 2 0 0 2 3 
2002 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 
2001 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 
2000 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 
1999 0 3 4 0 0 0 1 

Totals 5 19 27 4 2 3 10 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 70 Crossing Injuries 

Includes all crossing injuries on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians. 
Rev 10/11/2014 

Table 5 Tres12asser Injuries 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Tres12asser Injuries 

Year Miami/Dade Broward Palm Beach Martin St Lucie Indian River Brevard 

2013 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 
2012 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 
2011 0 2 0 0 1 1 1 
2010 0 3 0 0 1 0 2 
2009 I I 0 0 0 0 0 
2008 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 
2007 0 3 6 0 0 0 0 
2006 1 1 3 0 0 0 1 
2005 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 
2004 2 2 3 0 0 0 0 
2003 2 3 1 1 0 0 0 
2002 0 2 2 0 1 0 1 
2001 0 3 1 2 0 0 0 
2000 3 4 2 0 0 2 1 
1999 0 5 0 0 0 0 2 

Totals 12 32 22 3 3 4 9 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 85 Trespasser Injuries 

Includes all trespasser injuries on the proposed AAF rail corridor 
Rev 10/11/2014 



Table 6 Tres12asser Fatalities 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Tres12asser Fatalities 

Year Miami/Dade Broward Palm Beach Martin St Lucie Indian River Brevard 

2013 1 3 4 0 0 0 0 
2012 3 1 3 0 0 0 5 
2011 1 4 6 1 0 0 0 
2010 1 4 3 0 0 1 4 
2009 4 1 2 0 0 0 1 
2008 2 2 4 0 0 0 1 
2007 1 4 5 0 0 4 2 
2006 3 3 4 1 0 0 1 
2005 0 4 3 0 2 1 5 
2004 0 1 2 3 0 1 2 
2003 1 3 5 0 1 1 4 
2002 0 6 1 1 I 1 2 
2001 3 3 3 0 0 1 1 
2000 1 3 4 0 1 1 1 
1999 1 1 3 0 1 0 2 

Totals 22 43 52 6 6 11 31 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 171 Trespasser Fatalities 

Includes all trespasser fatalities on the proposed AAF rail corridor 
Rev 10/11/2014 



CCC HOA Comments on DEIS 

1. From the Scoping Report is clear the scoping for Phase II of the Proposed Project was 

inadequate. The only scoping meeting held on the Treasure Coast, was held in Ft. Pierce, and 

was only attended by 75 people who likely only would have found out about it by reading the 

advertisement in the St. Lucie Journal. 

2. The Purpose of the Project as stated on page S-5 is "to offer a safe and efficient alternative to 

automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 

corridors {particularly Interstate 95 [1-95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 

transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation." The FRA and FHWA 

need to understand that: 

a. 1-95 and the Florida Turnpike (and in portions of St. Lucie and Martin Counties- Route 

1} are all a good distance west of the proposed Phase II project and that most of the 

development is to the east - meaning the alternative being offered is to move 

commuter traffic from less developed areas east into more heavily populated areas. 

b. Along the proposed Phase II corridor there are NO planned stations except at the final 

destination in Orlando, meaning that anyone along the Phase 2 corridor would have to 

drive to either Orlando or West Palm Beach to utilize the project, which would result in 

increased congestion on local Treasure Coast highway corridors, not decreased 

congestion as stated. This additional traffic has not been accounted for in the EIS, and 

needs to be addressed. 

c. The lack of intermediate stations means there is no potential for connectivity with other 

modes of transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation at any 

location along the planned Phase 2 route expect at its terminus in Orlando which is 

developing a terminal to encourage connectivity with State funding. 

d. Based on a. through c. above the project does not meet its intended purpose along the 

planned Phase 2 project corridor. 

3. The second paragraph of the Section titled "Alternatives Considered in this EIS" on page S-5 

seems to have been written over a year ago as it discusses expected increased freight train trips 

using 2013 as a baseline. This section needs to be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections 

for 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight 

trains along the line is expected within two years with no basis given for this projection. The 

FRA and All Aboard Florida needs to provide the basis for this anticipated doubling especially in 

light of the statement in 5.1.2.2., in the first paragraph on page 5-8, No-Action Alternative, that 

"Freight train configurations would be expected to incorporate the anticipated annual cargo 

growth of approximately 3 percent through increases in train length and/or speed." 

4. The analysis of alternatives is a joke. The alternatives addressed are primarily concerned with 

the impact of alternatives on the economic profitability of the proposed project, and have 

nothing to do with the impact to the communities and environment of the proposed project. 

The entire basis of the DEIS alternative analysis is to ensure the economic viability (read 

profitability} of the project, not to study reasonable alternative to reduce environmental and 

societal impacts. This is evidenced by the top four screening criteria (access to land; logistics; 

train signaling and control systems; and route length, time and schedule). Any alternative that 

negatively impacted profitability, including any that delays construction, was summarily 
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CCC HOA Comments on DEIS 

impacted, by the railroad . The posted 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report states, "The Proposed 

Action along the North-South Corridor Alternative currently crosses 167 roadways over 5 

Counties from the West Palm Beach to Cocoa." The methodolo gy for analyzing traffic impacts 

provided in Section 5.1.2.1 confirms that the AADT for only the two largest arterials have been 

included for each county. Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% of the total number 

of crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of t he total average daily volume being impacted 

by the proposed project. The transportation study needs to be vastly expanded to study the 

impact on .fill.major local roads with grade level crossings, not just the two largest in each 

county. This will cause the calculation of traffic impacts to significantly increase, and accurately 

refl ect the impacts of the proposed project. 

12. The.fou"rth paragraph ·on page'S-"9 :states, ·"Typical at-grade crossihgsr(intersections of local roads 

with the FECR cor ridor) would be closed an average of 54 times per day (3 times per hour), with 

closure 'times ranging from 1.7 minutes (passenger) to 2.8 minutes (freight). The total hourly 

closure ·would range from 4.2 minutes per hour to 4.5 minutes per hour, an increase of 

approximately 2 minutes per hour in compar ison to the No-Action Alternative." This is based on 

the information in Table 5.1.2-4; however, the basis of the information presented in this table is 

unclear. For example: 

a. The basis for the 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action 

Alternative over the four minute , freight average currently being exper ienced (Page 4-

16, table 4.1.2-4)needs to 'be explained and supported . Is this just a·difference between 

software analysis and reality? : . 

b. Note 2 to the table states, "Maximum .closure per hour calculated as the tot al time to 

activate and clear multiplied by the maximum .crossings per hour , divided by 60." 

Neither the time to active and clear nor the maximum crossings per hour are presented 

in this table, so the veracity of the maximum closure per hour is in doubt. This is 

confirmed by Section 3.1 of the posted 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report which states, 

"Three railroad crossing events are assumed to take place during the PM peak hour. 

Two freight crossing and two passenger train crossings were modeled." A simple 

calculation using the maximum closures per train type listed in Table 5.1.2 -4 results in a 

maximum closure per·hour more than double that listed in this table . 

13. Section 5.1.2 states, "This evaluation considers impacts on .fill.transportation modes and 

infrastructure, including automobile, motorbus, pedestrian, train, and aviation." The DEIS 

writers have totally failed to recognize that the maritime community uses the Okeechobee 

Waterway (http:ljwww.offshoreblue.com/cruising/okeechobee.php ) to transport goods and 

vessels across central Florida, and have not addressed the commercial impact of increased 

railroad bridge t across the St. Lucie River in Stuart on existing and future maritime traffic. 

Likewise, section 5.1.3 does not address this cross State marine traffic. 

14. The following statement that "There would be no significant impact to transportation as a result 

of the Project." Is simply not true. The statement following that in paragraph 5.1.2 confirms 

that the writers of the DEIS are more concerned with impacts on train operations than on local 

auto, pedestrian, and marine vessel traffic. 
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22. Section 5.1.3 states, "For commercial and recreational vessels, increased wait times and queue 

lengths anticipated under the No-Action Alternative would result in increased costs, which are 

estimated to be $76,285 annually at the St. Lucie River Bridge, $45,625 annually at the 

Loxahatchee River Bridge, and $136,145 annually at the New River Bridge (AMEC 2014a)." The 

increased wait times and queue lengths anticipated under the other Alternatives have not been 

addressed and need to be. 

23. The last paragraph on Page 1 of Appendix 4.1.3-C, and Table ES-1, both contain the same 

statement for the No-Build Alterative, "No changes to the rail infrastructure will occur within the 

FECR Corridor beyond those that are currently planned and funded, and no new rail 

construction within the East-West Corridor." By specifically stating no new rail construction 

· within the East-West Corridor, it is implied that new rail construction is included in the currently 

planned and funded FERC Corridor. This is the first place this occurs and needs to be explained 

since it is not mentioned in any of the other No-Build discussions. 

24. Table ES-1 in Appendix 4.1.3-c states rail infrastructure work at the St. Lucie River Bridge will not 

change the vertical clearance or footprint of the bridge that currently accommodates a single 

track over the entire span. Elsewhere, the DEIS states the proposed project includes a mostly 

double track system, which would be used by both passenger and freight operations. This 

comment relates to the unaddressed potential for road closures by freight trains stopped on 

either side of the bridge awaiting the ability to cross on the single track bridge across the river. 

Specifically, Section 2.5.2.3 of this Appendix suggests "The result would be that a second train, 

waiting for a train coming from the opposite direction to cross the bridge, would be staged 

closer to the bridge. This would reduce delays for trains that must currently slow or stop to yield 

to oncoming train traffic. The assumptions used in the model for trains encountering oncoming 

traffic are delays of 10 minutes for Existing Conditions (2013) and 5 minutes for the Proposed 

Action (2016)." The downtown city of Stuart lies just to the south of this bridge and trains 

stopped for 5 to 10 minutes in this area have the potential to severely disrupt auto traffic flow 

at any of the 28 crossings in Martin County, and six in the City of Stuart. This impact needs to be 

addressed in the DEIS. 

25. Table ES-3 in Appendix 4.1.3-c finds "Estimated Cost to Marine Industry as Percentage of 

Industry (percent) = 0.0167'1 for the St. Lucie Bridge. It is not clear how the Marine Industry was 

defined to come up with this estimated cost. 

26. Section ES.5 of Appendix 4.1.2-c describes "Mitigation options being considered ... " These 

mitigation measures need to be more than considered, they need to be required as a condition 

of proceeding with any alternative, including the No-Build alternative, since even that has an 

impact on marine navigation. However, it is not clear how AAF thinks the proposed mitigation 

measures will decrease wait times by 1.8 minutes less than the No-Build alternative. This needs 

to be explained. 

27. Table ES-3 Table ES-3 in Appendix 4.1.3-c lists "Combined Effect* Freight+Passenger Average 

Wait for Vessels Waiting (minutes)= 8.1 minutes." for the St. Lucie Bridge. This time does not 

seem to include the time for the bridge to lower and raise, as explained in the second paragraph 

of 1.3.1 of this Appendix. Section 2.4.3 states, "The bridge must be completely closed 

approximately 5 minutes in advance so that trains approaching the area receive a proceed 
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35. The calculated dB levels iisted in Tables 5.2.2-9 and 5.2.2-10 summarizing the noise analysis 

results for residential receptors along the N-S Corridor are unrealistically low as evidenced by 

the two examples below. 

a. November 24 the noise level was measured using a handheld meter on the sidewalk 

across A1A (estimated 130-ft} from the railroad in Port Salerno and the meter recorded 

peak measurements of 99dB when a freight train passed by. This volume was just from 

the wheels on the track, and car to car connections (mainline), and did not include the 

louder horn at the nearby at-grade intersection which was blown prior to my 

measurements. 

b. At 9:30 PM on November 26 the noise level was measured using a handlheld meter 

outside a house inthe Country Club Cove development on Hanson Circle in Stuart, 

approximately 1500 feet from the railroad. The meter recorded a peak of 71dB from 

Wheel and car to car noise before the horn blew which increased the peak noise level to 

79dB. 

Based on the unrealistically low projections included in the DEIS, the statement that "no 

receptors along the N-S Corridor would experience noise levels that exceed impact criteria." is 

not likely to be true. FEC needs to acquire several,days of noise level measurements near all 

residential neighborhoods along the NS route and base their noise analysis on these 

measurements instead of on unrealistically low calculations. 

36. The same Table 5.2.2-10 lists a noise level change-of-8.1 for Martin County. It is unclear why a 

higher reduction is projected for this area. This needs to be explained or corrected. 

37. Following Table 5.2.2-10, the report states, "Adding passenger trains on the WPB-M Corridor 

(with the use of wayside horns to reduce noise at grade crossings) would have moderate 

adverse impacts to 199 residential and six institutional receptors, and severe noise impacts to 

four residential receptors." No similar estimates of impacts to residential and institutional 

receptors has been provided along the proposed Phase II N-S route. These estimates need to be 

provided in a revised DEIS. 

38. The areas of moderate noise impact, as defined in Table 5.2.2-1, are underestimated in 

Appendix 5.2.2-A3. Houses in our community are located approximately 1500-ft from the 

railroad shown in Figure 5-7. in an area identified asmo-impact, yet currently experience 

moderate noise and vibration impacts from train noise and horns from existing freight 

operations. Also see comment number 35 above. The noise impact zones in this Appendix need 

to be corrected to accurately reflect moderate and sever noise impacts along the NS route. 

39. Table 5.2.2-11 shows no noise impacts for the NS route in any category. Really? Given the 

proximity of the railroad to the Lyric Theater rand other businesses in Stuart, and to houses 

bordering the railroad, this can't be correct. Noise impacts are not limited to horn noises. This 

table needs to be corrected to accurately reflect projected impacts considering all noise 

generated by train operations. 

40. Section 5.4.3 states, "The Project would not reduce municipal property tax revenues along the 

MCO Segment or N-S Corridor." No data is provided to support this statement. AAB should 

obtain data from local real estate agents to support this statement, if true. 

7 



CCC HOA Comments on DEIS 

future project needs to be considered especially if it would provide rail service to the 

communities along the Treasure Coast which are not·being provided by the proposed project. 

Given the number and severity of the impacts of the proposed project, and it may be prudent to 

await the results of the pending NEPA process for the Tri-Rail service before proceeding with 

loan consideration or approval of this proposed AAF project.· 

48. The last paragraph of Section 5.4.5.1 titled Potential Future Projects Not Considered in this 

Analysis, does not address the impact ·of the .upgrading·of·several ports along the ·east'coast to 

accept larger containerships passing through the upgraded Panama Canal. Since it is cheaper 

and more efficient to move freight by sea than be rail, this might impact the ffeight train 

projections used by AAf for the proposed project. 

49. Table 7.2-2 includes the mitigation measure, "Implement or fund grade crossing safety 

enhancements identified·in the Diagnostic Team Repbrt (see Section 5.4:4.2)". ·The wbrd "or" 

needs tb be changed to "and" to ensure AAF is responsible for all funding associated with the 

operation and maintenance of at-grade crossings. This is not an insignificant issue as AAF has 

publically stated that communities should be responsible for maintenance of any upgraded 

systems they install, thus partially shifting the costs of the proposed project onto local 

communities. 

50. Table 7.2-2 also includes the mitigation measure "Maintain train wheels and rails to minimize 

vibration.'' Since there is no indication tha~ this is being done for existing freight trains (see 

comment 35), there should be a mitigation measure added by the FRA for periodic inspection 

and tolerances which if exceeded.wduld require train wheel replacement. 

51. The last sentence on Page 4-103 states, "Table 4.4.1-1. lists the total population, by county, in 

2000 and 2011 for each of the incorporated municipalities within the Project Study Area.II It 

does not. Martin County is not listed and neither is Stuart, the largest of four incorporated 

municipalities in Martin County. The study seems to have not to have properly considered the 

impact of the four incorporated municipalities in Martin County. The DEIS needs to be modified 

to accurately reflect the populations of these municipalities. 

52. Section 5.2.1.3, Air Quality Indirect and Secondary Impacts, states, "The areas surrounding the 

proposed Section 3.1 ofthe 2012 EA documented that there would be no indirect or secondary 

effects to air quality associated with Phase I of the Project." This DEIS has not addressed the 

indirect or secondary effects to air quality along the Phase 2 project route. Specifically, the 

secondary impact of particulates on residences and other buildings bordering the railroad need 

to be addressed in the DEIS. 

53. In view of the above we the undersigned members of Country Club Cove Homeowners 

Association and Miles Grant recommend that the FRA find the No-Action the preferred 

alternative and not approve the loan for Phase II of the proposed MF project. Further we 

recommend U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), U.S. Coast Guard (USCG), Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine 

Fisheries Service (NMFS) withhold approval for Phase I! of the proposed AAF project. A Finding 

of No-Significant Impact is unwarranted for this project, and at a minimum we request that a 

new DEIS be prepared that properly addresses alternatives and accounts for the impacts along 

the NS route. 

9 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue; SE; Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dana Houck 

561 SW Timber Trail 

Stuart, FL 34997 

November 28, 2014 

Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS) 

and projected increase in freight transport 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a business owner of Country Club Produce, a produce stand in Country Club Plaza which is located 

directly next to the railroad tracks along the Florida East coast Railway line in Port Salerno, Florida. 

Hundreds of customers per day travel from many areas to choose from a wide variety of fresh produce 

from my business. My business is a produce source for thirty local area restaurants. We also support 

two other produce stands. In addition, we provide from 400 to 500 pounds of surplus produce per day 

to area farmers for animal consumption. If the All Aboard Florida ("AAF") is allowed to proceed, my 

business will receive direct negative impacts from it. The proposed All Aboard Florida high speed rail is a 

major threat to my business and many other nearby businesses. If allowed to proceed, the proposed rail 

increase wili inevitably result in lost revenue and many lost jobs. 

My business is already experiencing noise and vibration impacts. The noise levels make communication 

with customers and employees difficult. If allowed to proceed, the AAF project and additional freight 

will increase this problem. Additional traffic delays caused by the AAF project will inevitably reduce my 

customer base, since customers coming from areas located to the west of the tracks may choose to find 

an alternative market located in a place more convenient to them. 

I recommend that the Federal Railroad Administration conduct a complete investigation of all business 

entities along the Florida East Coast Railroad route to determine the potential economic and social 

impacts of increased train traffic along this route. In addition, a study should be done to account for 

increased air pollution due to vehicles idling while waiting in traffic for trains to cross the intersections. 

Safety is also a major concern, with many at grade railroad crossings along the FEC/AAF route. 

In view of the dense population of people and businesses along this route, I strongly suggest that it is in 

the best interest of the public to relocate the rail line to a less populated western route. The land over 



Mr. John Winkle 

November 28, 2014 

Page two 

which the tracks lie is dedicated to public use. The excessive level of use contemplated by Florida East 

Coast Railway and AAF would be harmful to the public. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Regards, 

rx9~2b~ 
Dana Houck 

cc: Representative Patrick Murphy, U.S. House of Representatives 





Joe B Hooker 
2114 NW Plumbago Tri 
Stuart, FL 34994 

October 13, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I have been following the All Aboard Florida situation for some time now, and feel that it is 
time that I speak out. 

I am a resident of Stuart Florida, and live on the north fork of the St. Lucie River. 

While I am in agreement that increased rail service to South Florida is a good idea, I think 
there are some serious flaws in the All Aboard Florida plan. I am concerned about several 
areas of the plan that would have an adverse effect on me and the Stuart area, and would 
like to list these below. 

1. I am an avid recreational boater and feel that the additional closings of the St. Lucie 
River Railroad Bridge would severely limit the amount of time that I can access the 
surrounding waters east of the railroad bridge. As I understand it, crossings would 
increase from 10 per day to 42 per day, over four times as many crossings. 
Additionally the amount of time that the bridges will be closed does not seem consistent 
with the above crossing numbers. The report states that currently the bridge is closed four 
hours per day and will increase to 9.8 hours with the increased number of closures. That is 
only an increase of 145%, not even close to the 320% increase in closures. A more 
reasonable figure would be 16.8 hours; (the original four hours for current closing, plus 12.8 
hours for the additional closings). Even at the 9.8 hours, this is a considerable amount of 
time that the bridge is closed to navigation by boating traffic. These closings obviously will 
further restrict boat traffic from other areas of the river and surrounding areas. Even at the 
projected rate of 9.8 hours this is a serious reduction in the time that one can access the 
St. Lucie River System and the Okeechobee Waterway. 

2. Commercial boating and boating related industry is a vital part of the Stuart 
community. I am concerned that the increased closures will have a seriously adverse 
effect on the economic situation of both the commercial boating industries and the 
businesses serving the recreational boaters and fishermen in the surrounding area, thereby 
creating economic pressures on the entire Stuart community. 

3. The plan calls for the routing of the tracks along much of the current rights of way that 
run through highly populated areas along much of the coast, as opposed to building the 
tracks farther inland where there is less population and congestion. This just doesn't make 
sense. Why would you want to put a high-speed train running through densely populated 
areas when much a more desirable route is available inland? Surely the train would be 



more efficient running at a higher speed inland than having to presumably slow down for 
congested areas on the proposed route. 

4. As I understand the plan, an additional 16 trains each way will eventually traverse the 
Treasure Coast area per day with no stops planned for the area. It would seem to me that 
32 more train crossings a day in the densely populated areas of the Treasure Coast will 
cause many delays in traffic and vastly increase the chances of accidents in and around 
the crossing areas. Safety of our citizens must be a priority over the convenience of 
locating the tracks. 

5. What effect is the noise and vibration of 32 additional trains per day going to cause on 
the citizens and properties adjacent to the tracks. Again the local citizens are asked to 
sacrifice their health and well-being for the convenience of running a train through densely 
populated areas. 

6. While there may be some properties that would increase in value due to their proximity 
to the tracks or crossings, my guess is that the majority of adjacent properties will suffer a 
decrease in property values, creating further economic distress in the 
communities. Additionally many areas not in the immediate vicinity will be affected as well, 
specifically many of the waterfront and adjacent properties that will be affected by the 
reduced access from the bridge closings. 

7. Finally, as I understand it, the trains will not stop in any of the communities along the 
Treasure Coast. They will only serve cities to the north and south of us. It would seem to 
me that the citizens of our area are being asked to suffer the above consequences of the 
trains coming through their area without any real benefit of them stopping in their area. 

In summary, it would seem that there are great many negatives with very few positives in 
regards to the current All Aboard Florida plan. The citizens of our communities are being 
asked to shoulder an unfair burden for the benefit of the railroad and a few cities to our 
North and South. Surely there can be a better plan to minimize the negative impact on our 
citizens and communities. I strongly urge you to not allow the current plan to move 
forward. 

Cordially, 

Joe B Hooker 



October 27, 2014 

Dear Sir: 
About the "All Aboard" train being considered on the East Coast of Florida! What 
a disaster we think! 

We have been coming to vacation in Florida for years and always on the East 
Coast side. We have owned for 30 some years in Stuart, Fl. Many of our friends 
have also bought in Stuart because they have come to visit us and found out what 
a wonderful area we are in. 

None of us can imagine that a train will be roaring through these quaint towns 
AND many times a day! What is anyone thinking? We think this is a disaster of a 
plan. Many factors play into this such as, noise element, public safety, 
environment, traffic problem ... backing up at crossings ..... we could go on & on as 
to the negative problems this would cause. Even the value of our property would 
go down dealing with this train roaring through many times a day. 

We are hoping that everyone involved in this project will listen to the "people" 
and not let this happen. "We the people and for the people" should be a 
consideration in this matter by all means. 

Thank you, 
Carolyn & Robert Holmes 
504 N.E. Plantation Rd., Villa 4304 
Stuart, Fl. 34996 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
SE Room W38-311 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Washington, DC 20590 

David Hillegas 
3713 SE Starboard Lane 

Stuart, Florida 34997 
November 21, 2014 

Re: Application to the Federal Railroad Administration for a New Passenger Rail Service from 
Orlando to Miami along the East Coast of Florida (All Aboard Florida) 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and very concerned about the consequences of a favorable decision 
on the application to expand the Florida East Coast Railroad for passenger service. My concerns not 
only affect me and my family but all my neighbors here and all along the railroad tracks from Daytona 
to West Palm Beach. 

If for some reason the Federal Railroad Administration wants to approve this application to improve 
economic conditions in Florida, I suggest that the applicant utilize the railroad tracks which currently 
go from West Palm Beach to Orlando on the western side of 1-95 and the Florida Turnpike. This would 
result in far fewer problems and adverse effects on all the residents living along the proposed route 
as there would be far fewer railroad crossings, far fewer railroad bridges, and especially a very great 
reduction in the number of residents affected between West Palm Beach and Orlando. In addition it 
seems that the upfront infrastructure costs would be greatly reduced. 

The specific reasons and concerns which follow will very likely result in a sizable decline in the living 
conditions and way of life on the south east coast of Florida. 

I. How will new passenger service affect my life? 

A. Short term 

1. No benefit to me or my neighbors as there are no stops in Stuart or from Daytona to West 
Palm Beach 

2. Greatly increased delays at railroad crossings for all individuals living east of the tracks ... 
this includes me. 

3. Greatly increased waiting time for ambulances and firetrucks to get to my house. I am 
older and prompt emergency service is important to me. 

4. Greatly increased safety hazards as train speeds will be substantially increased. The 
population east of the railroad is mostly retired, older folks with reduced eyesight and 
hearing. 

5. The noise level will increase substantially. Each freight train now blasts its horn about 3 or 
4 times at each crossing. I have 2 crossings near my home, and there are currently about 
60 to 80 horn blasts per day for me. With 30 more trains it will increase to about 280 horn 
blasts per day ... an increase of over 400%. 

6. There will be a substantial increase in the wait time to get my boat under the railroad bridge 
in Stuart, which results in many more boats waiting in line; and if wind and tides are heavy, 
the potential for accidents increases. This is a major safety hazard for boats going to and 
from the west coast of Florida over Lake Okeechobee. 



B. Long term 

1. When I use to ride AMTRAK from New York to Washington, DC during my working days, I 
noticed that the residential homes and small business looked old, run down, and not 
maintained along the tracks. I never saw well maintained homes and businesses within 
about 1 /4 mile of the tracks. 

2. What do the deteriorating values along the tracks mean for me? Over time property values 
will fall as fewer buyers will be willing to put up with all the noise, delays, and deteriorating 
buildings near the tracks. 

3. Small businesses on the east side of the tracks will have fewer customers from the west 
side of the tracks due to delays and hassles at crossings. These customers will only visit 
businesses and restaurants on the west side of the tracks. 

4. Many small business may close as they are only marginally profitable now. 

5. The Florida Counties, where the tracks are located, will very likely receive reduced real 
estate taxes because of property values dropping on the east side of the tracks where most 
of the higher_priced homes exist. Values of homes on the west side are lower for similar 
types of homes as they are not near the water, ocean, or bays. 

6. I expect that the applicants for this new rail service will put up very little of their own funds 
and will rely on substantial loans from the Federal Government and/or Federal Agencies 
and/or Florida. If the owners are serious, I think they should put up at least 25% of the 
upfront starting costs and pledge all the companies assets and partnership interests as 
guaranteed collateral for the government loans. In addition they should pledge some of 
their own assets as guaranteed collateral for these loans. This would really show they are 
committed to long term profitability. 

7. Passenger service alone will not make their investment profitable. Just take a look at 
AMTRAK profits from rail service where it serves multi millions of people living between 
Boston and Washington, DC. The Federal Government continues to subsidize AMTRAK. 

8. My impression is that this railroad will have difficulty in reaching profitability for many many 
years, if ever. This means that tax payers, including me, will be asked to pay taxes for 
subsidies to keep the operation going; and if there is bankruptcy, our tax dollars will also be 
used to pay off all or part of the Federal and State guarantees on loans to this railroad. 

With the potential that tax payers will be asked to provide funds for subsidies to the railroad and that 
my quality of living will decline and building values will very likely decline for me and all residents 
living within 1 /2 mile of the railroad, I hope the Federal Railroad Administration will decline to approve 
this application on the railroad and not diminish the appeal of the Treasure Coast to visitors and home 
buyers. 

Thank you are reviewing these thoughts and concerns. Please forward them to the decision makers 
for their review. Again, I urge the Federal Railroad Administration to vote against this application. If 
you have any questions, please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

David Hillegas 



Heritage Ridge North 
Property Owners Association, Inc. 

Mr.John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Room W38-31 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

November 25, 2014 

Subject: All Aboard Florida environmental impact statement 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Heritage Ridge North POA represents 837 families that reside in Heritage 
Ridge North. We are located in Hobe Sound, Florida, on a site that is parallel to the 
current freight train tracks. Our residents must cross the tracks to travel to the ocean 
or the intercoastal waterway. In addition, our residents frequently travel north on 
Route A1A which crosses the railroad tracks just north of Heritage Ridge. 

As you are no doubt aware, the terrain in Florida is flat and not suitable for 
railroad bridges or tunnels and therefore almost all of the tracks the proposed trains 
would travel must cross many roadways. The addition of 32 trains to the 
approximately 16 freight trains we now have would make travel in our area very 
difficult. 

With the improvements in the Panama Canal, additional freight train traffic is 
expected. We would have so many trains crossing our roadways that it will limit our 
access to the beaches and waterways to our east. We are an area that is heavily 
populated with winter residents who come to our area for our ocean beaches, fishing 
and outdoor activities. The All Aboard Florida trains will harm our way of life and our 
environment. We urge you to move the tracks to the west where the impact will be 
significantly reduced. 

Respectfully, 

Judith Rahmani, President 

5757 S.E. Federal Highway, Stuart, Florida 34997 • (772) 287-8882 
Fax (772) 287-7526 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

tJ.S; Department 
of Trahsportdt ipn 

Federal Railroad 
~dministration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 
R ea.r.;;, R_ , ,_., ... :'() 

Address 

44:-bg ~~( ~~T1,,J'~ 1iRt;.. ;') 
S~ARJt- Fl .... .3~qz 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 



November 6, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, 
SE Room W 38-311 
Wastiingtrm, u..c. ~ 

Dear Mr. Winkle , 

RE: All Aboard Florida Railroad 

t worked. Qn GapitQ! HiJl lIDd.i~r S?-.Mt9r Ribir.,gJf. wl.U1. Tt1.e Go.ver.nroeotal Attal~ Cammi.It~ .and 1 UMersran<i 
exactly the process and ttW: responsibility that yoo snare m ttie decfsfon making prt,i:.'1:i'SS. Decis-rons like this have a 
huge influence in the quality of life for all the residents along the Treasure Coast. 

The Draft EES does not justify allowing all Aboard Florida to proceed with their planned passenger service . 
Let alone addressing right of way issues affecting businesses, and homes within just hundreds of feet from 
the trains as it is. Nor the fact of adding additional freight trains thru our neighborhoods all hours of the day 
and nig.h1.filfecting tust r~ om,.enMotoo. eWer!.y,. ~ an.'J(OOe ~ fur.@or work£b¥ tM .tr~. 

A majority of the justifications for moving ahead and granting a federal loan are based on promises, not actions . 
Railroads for the most part continue to be subsidized by the government. Are you willing to add additional burdens on 
the taxpayers? They imply that they are not going to use taxpayer money, when they've asked for $1.6 billion in 
government loans. And the additional burden of each taxpayer to maintain all the crossings in their county to the tune 
of $120,000 projected costs per crossing . Stuart has at least 6-10 crossings , and then the drawbridges . 

I personally don't believe that the trains that they are proposing now will take 3 million cars off the 1-95, effic iently, nor 
cost effectively. Promises from All Aboard Florida are not enough to deface the Treasure Coast. Hurricanes do that 
enough as it is. 

Please deny All Aboard Florida any government fund ing, loans, or grants . There are other solutions. 

Sincerely, 

Janice ( Olsen) Hayes 
5273 SE Harbor Terrace 
Stuart, FL 34997 
772-419-8133 Home 

P.S. 

My grandfather , Raymond Montgomery, was an engineer on the Atichinson , Topeka and Santa Fe. I road the line 
from the age 6 weeks on. 



Mr. Thomas Harrigan 
4800 SE Federal Hwy. Lot 162 
Stuart, FL 34997 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I have been following closely the plans of the Fortress group and the "AAF" for many 
months and had not written your Administration until now as I foolishly believed the 
FRA would not throw a million or so residents of the Treasure Coast and above under the 
bus by approving the proposed plans for the coastal route of the passenger train ( and the 
increased freight traffic that will follow after the enlarging of the Panama Canal and the 
Port of Miami.) It would appear many coastal residents now believe we are powerless to 
stop this travesty as FEC Industries owns the tracks and surrounding land and can and 
will do whatever they please, but I am hanging on to my last shred of respect and faith in 
my government and believe they will not let money and power disrupt the lives and 
endanger the safety of so many. 

I went, with approximately 800 other local residents, to the meeting in Stuart last week 
and waited for the AAF representatives to explain the "benefits" of their plan as stated in 
the newspaper. I failed to see any ( except for the short term jobs that would not 
necessarily go to local residents.) There were many placards that showed the "research" 
and "projections" for many things, and we were often referred to them without much in 
the way a real explanation. FF A/FECI placards stated they had considered and rejected 
the inland routes but there was no explanation for the rejections. The 3.5 billion used in 
the last five years for political contributions and lobbying expenses would have gone a 
long way towards building tracks elsewhere. As several representatives from FRA said 
to let them know our concerns, so here are mine. 

The disruption of normal traffic, economic hardship for downtown businesses, and 
serious increase in noise that would follow this plan (especially in Stuart) is horrific 
enough, but it would seriously impact/endanger our injured and ill residents as our 
hospital is on the downtown side of Stuart. Again, while no one believes AAF could 
possibly make a profit running 32 passenger trains a day ( even with the hundreds of 
thousands or more of people in Nassau and Westchester Counties in New York as well as 
in other metropolitan areas who NEED to take the trains to work every day, those 
railroads have to be subsidized), the increased freight traffic that will ensue later will 
cripple our communities. Half the number of daily passenger trains might make the plan 
more bearable but 32 in addition to the freight trains is obscene. 

Much of the research and "studies" done by AAF are flawed, especially the one done in 
January at the railroad bridge over the St. Lucie River. Even in sunny Florida, January, 



when the study was done, has little more than half the pleasure and non-commercial 
fishing craft using the bridge than in warmer weather. Addressing the commercial craft, 
(barges, tow boats ,etc, trans Florida vessels, commercial fishing boats), there is an 
accident waiting to happen as those craft wait, jockeying for position with the "pleasure" 
and fishing craft, in winds, currents, and tides, to get through the bridge. It is 
inconceivable that AAF thinks this will not be a nightmare, regardless of their assurances 
of "scheduling trains in such a way there will be little inconvenience". Their projected 
timing of closures of the bridge is a joke. 

Gov. Scott pledged money for the construction of new depot in Orlando (after rejecting 
Federal monies a few years ago for a high speed railroad between Orland and Tampa as 
he rightly thought taxpayers would be left holding the bag). While there would be an 
increase in the economy, both short term in labor to build the tracks, stations, etc, and 
long term in some more permanent jobs, does that off-set the destruction to our coastal 
communities, hazards to our safety, and impacts to our property values when purchasing 
land and building tracks inland or paying rent to existing rail companies would meet the 
same goals? We are not an insignificant number of incredulous, bewildered, and angry 
people who feel truly "RAILROADED" by FECI and Fortress and are dedicated to 
stopping this project. I personally do not care if the train stops in Stuart, but to ask the 
costal residents to give so much so that others can make their fortunes is repugnant. 
Clearly FECI is not concerned about the long term impact on our towns but our Governor 
and future Governors should be thinking about the tax consequences as our communities 
slowly shrivel. 

Many of the residents on the coast WILL see reduction in the value of their homes and 
properties. There can be no argument about the noise, vibration, smell, and dirt by so 
many trains in addition to the disruption in traffic for those who have left metropolitan 
areas seeking a quieter, calmer life. We have friends, as do many others, who are opting 
to retire to the West Coast of Florida or other southern states rather than risk making a 
shaky investment on the East coast with the proposed train traffic. Wonder how many of 
the executives at Fortress or FECI would consider moving here? Furthermore, how 
would YOU feel about 40 to 5 Oplus trains a day going through your community? 

Regarding the argument that the proposed train would reduce emissions, etc.: Even now, 
one can wait up to ten minutes for a freight train to pass and this WILL increase as FECI 
sends more freight along our towns. Is there a study re: the emissions driving 70MPH 
from Miami or Ft. Lauderdale to Orlando for 500 cars vs the emissions for thousands of 
cars idling at multiple grade crossings 40 plus times a day? I would also question how 
many people, barring the businessman who might go to Orlando for a meeting for the day 
and return home, would go from Orland to Miami/Ft. Lauderdale or vise versa and NOT 
rent a car once there. How many families would try to wrestle suitcases, baby strollers, 
etc. for a family of 4 to 6 onto a train and then try to get all into a taxi once in Orlando or 
Miami. Again, projected figures fly in the wind. (Also, received no replies to how AAF 
got the projection figures of potential riders.) 



Also of great concern is the vulnerability of those tracks to weather ,flooding, sabotage 
(both foreign and domestic) and the age of our Stuart bridge which can create so many 
problems in addition to the maritime issues. 

There is little I can say that you have not heard in spades from so many. I was given the 
impression this project could not go ahead as planned without the consent of the FRA and 
I sincerely hope my hope in a fair and thoughtful decision is not misplaced. 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

November 14, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

2600 S. Kanner Hwy. T-8 

Stuart, FL 34994 

I wish you could have been present at the United States Coast Guard hearing last evening in 

Stuart, FL. You would have fifty of five hundred citizens respectfully address the podium. There 

is no other way to say this: AAF will be an unmitigated disaster for our community. 

Water traffic 

1. Traffic on the Inter-coastal Waterway will be severely impeded. Extensive bridge 

closings will result in unwarranted delays and place boats and boaters at risk. 

2. Homeowners, boaters and businesses to the west of the bridge will lose access the 

eastern portion of the St. Lucie River and the Atlantic Ocean. Boat and real estate 

values will decline and some businesses may be forced to shutter their doors. 

3. Since the automobile and boat bridges must work in tandem, both flows will be 

negatively impacted. 

Emergency Vehicle Access 

1. Our community will be divided in half. Emergency vehicles may not be able to reach the 

scene of an accident, a fire or a medical emergency. 

2. Individuals may be unable to access a hospital in a timely fashion. 

Traffic Congestion 

1. There is a traffic circle in downtown Stuart known as "confusion corners." It is 

challenging to navigate under normal conditions. The congestion and potential 

accidents due to AAF traffic may result in people deciding not to go downtown. The 

downtown merchants depend upon their survival from patronization from snowbird 

senior citizens. These are precisely the individuals who will be deterred from venturing 

downtown. 

2. Any malfunction of the 110 year old railroad bridge will have the impact of paralyzing 

traffic from Stuart to Hobe Sound, FL. 

3. 



Beach Access 

1. Now I will be denied both boating and beach access. 

2. A third group of businesses will now be impacted. 

Non-profits 

1. Many thrift shops are located "on the wrong side of the tracks." One of the largest and 

most critical is the House of Hope Food Pantry where I volunteer. This organization 

feeds thousands of need and homeless individuals in our community. Food donors may 

be deterred by long waits at grade crossings. 

2. Now a fourth group is severely impacted. 

3. 

I am not in a position to evaluate AAF's claims of fiscal viability and therefore will leave that 

topic to others. In closing, you must take action to stop this project which will be an 

unmitigated disaster for our community by land and sea. 

Sincerely, 

~; aALJ,i .~~ddt11L1 
Edward S. Goulding if 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W 38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

October 9, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

2600 S. Kanner Hwy. T-8 

Stuart, Fl 34994 

While I have little faith that "my voice in the wilderness" will have any impact upon what 

appears to be an unstoppable "done deal," I must, nevertheless, share my concerns with you. 

The beautiful Community of Stuart is located on the on St. Lucie River at the eastern terminus 

of the Florida intra-coastal waterway. As such, many large vessels transit between the Gulf of 

Mexico and the Atlantic Ocean or inter-coastal waterway. 

In order to make this journey they must pass under an antiquated one hundred year old 

railroad bridge drawbridge. The addition of thirty-two passenger trains, combined with the 

existing freight trains, will result in serious congestion while the bridge is in a closed (down) 

position. At the same time, old downtown Stuart will be crippled and isolated from the rest of 

the community as the grade crossing Make this journey gates are lowered. 

The presumed negative impact upon commercial fishing, recreational boating, access to 

hospitals and the withering impact upon old Stuart are unimaginable and unacceptable burdens 

upon our community. I trust you will weigh these debilitating economic and social factors vs. 

high speed access to recreational venues in Orlando when arriving at your final decision in this 

regard. 

I AM NOT All Aboard Florida. 

Sincerely, 

Edward S. Goulding 



5138 SE Miles Grant Ter 
Stuart Fl 34997 

28 October 2014 

A GERRY GIROUARD 

gerrygirouard@gmail.com 

Federal Railroad administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave 
Room W38-31 
Washington D.C 20590 

Subject: Fl all aboard Florida 

772 283-6100 
cell 772 349-6004 

Please be advised there is a solution to eliminate high speed rail from 
going through communities which will have no benefits from it. 

Suggestion and possible solution. 

Why not put high speed rail on Amtrak corridor which has service directly from 
Orlando to West Palm Beach - Miami. This would eliminate 32 high speed trains 
from going through towns without the benefits of stops . Even without this 
proposal the present rail system will increase the freight trains from 12 to 24 
freight trains daily with an annual increase of 3% due to the expansion 
of the port of Miami upon completion of the panama canal. 

COLLATERAL FOR LOAN: 

Florida East Coast has restructured their company with All Aboard Florida as a 
separate entities stripping all the profitable and future commercial real estate 
value, leaving only the tracks and high speed income which has never shown as 
being profitable in the past, as questionable prudent collateral for a loan. 

I estimate this would solve the concerns of the communities and savings for All 
Aboard Florida the cost of upgrading crossings ,noise reduction, fixing bridges 
etc. 

Res~;:~ 
A. Gerry Girouard 
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September 26, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

ROBERT A. GIBBONS 

53 4 3 S .E. M ILES GRANT ROAD, # G- 103 
STU AR T FLORID A 3 4 997 

RES. (772) 600 -7990 - CELL: (252 ) 4 02 - 9800 
E-Mail : Rgibbons5343@comcast.net 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

Dear Administrator Winkle, 

Please register my opposition to the proposed "All Aboard Florida" (AAF) rail plans for 
coastal Florida. I m opposed to the Route along our fragile coastal watersheds . 

Having resided and worked in Martin County for 6 years in real-estate related profession, 
I am opposed to AAF's plan and route for the following reasons: 

1. Residents who live East of the rail crossings (East of Hwy AlA) lives will be in danger 
in emergency's by additional delays which reduce access to Hospitals and health care; Fire 
and Law Enforcement access to residents East of the rail crossings will be delayed and 
reduced, thus endangering the safety and survival of these thousands of residents. 

2. Navigation, Marine Safety and local Economy: Boaters, Marine Businesses and vital 
Tourism will be hampered and negatively impacted by additional bridge closings and 
delays . Safe access to our harbors and rivers will be greatly reduced, thus hampering 
economic growth and safety of our recreational and commercial boaters. 

3. Infrastructure: Despite your bland statements, the Bridges will not long tolerate such 
additional openings and closings . They are old and worn, and cannot reasonably be 
expected to accommodate this 300% increase in rail traffic . It is unlikely that AAF will re
build and update the rail bed to safely accommodate speeds of 90-100 MPH. It is unlikely 
that grade-level crossings will safely handle these speeds, and unlikely that nearby 
buildings , historic structures will be insulated from this increased Noise and Vibration . 

4. Property Values & Quality of Life : The above impacts of AAF will surely decrease the 
value of residential and commercial properties with proximity to this massive increase in 
rail impacts . With the much greater inconvenience (and reduced safety), resident's quality 
of life will be greatly reduced. 
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5. FRA & US Govt loans to the private entity AAF are a blatant raid on tax-payer funds, 
and should not be approved. 

6. Environmental deterioration will be severe and permanent. I recommend you 
disapprove AAFs current plans and route, and that you encourage AAF or FRA to build a 
safe rail route WEST of the Florida Turnpike. 

In conclusion: I am strongly opposed to AAF and look forward to receiving evidence of 
the studies and engineering/safety analyses on which you base your apparent approval of 
AAF. 

Robert A Gibbons 
5343 SE Miles Grant Rd, # G-103 
Stuart FL 34997 

(772) 600-7990 



Mr. John Winkle 

Kenneth D. George, Ph.D. 
675 NW Flagler Avenue, #203 

Stuart, FL 34994 
772-934-6750 

F auna@earthlink.net 

November 22, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a resident in Stuart, Florida, recently having moved to the Harborage Yacht Club 
and Condominiums. My building is on the east side of the Florida East Coast Railroad 
(RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern Street and Alice 
Avenue and located just 79 feet from the tracks. The All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity 
Passenger Rail Project will irreparably harm me along with all other residents unless 
current plans are amended to require realignment of the rail tracks west of 1-95. 

For example, on a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern 
Street and Alice Avenue crossings blocking access for over an hour. Delays such as 
this cause me great concern. One of the advantages of living in Stuart at the Harborage 
is its closeness to Martin Memorial Hospital. Last year (prior to moving here) I lived 
further away and during an emergency situation I had to be taken to Martin Memorial 
Hospital by ambulance. When I got there, my surgeon told me I would have been dead 
if I had not gotten there as quickly as I did. Now, however, even living closer to the 
hospital, I must now cross two railroad crossings in order to get to the hospital. I am 
frightened that if I were detained at either one of these crossings for a period of time, I 
may not survive the ambulance trip. 

Also, the increase in the number of train whistles and vibrations will degrade our quality 
of life and make our properties virtually unsaleable. AAF should move to and share 
the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando. 

However, if this proposal has already been rejected, as many on the Treasure Coast 
believe, meaning that our voices are not being listened to or even respected. If this is 
true, the Federal Railroad Administration should require AAF to make all crossings 



Mr. John Winkle 
November 22, 2014 
Page2 

within the City of Stuart safe and quiet. At the very least, safety and quiet zones should 
be required for Fern Street and Alice Avenue. Federal highway sound barriers would be 
required for far less densely populated areas. 

I have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and 
believe it falls far short in its analysis of Martin County and the City of Stuart . I do not 
believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community's concerns with respect to 
crossing safety , noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and 
disruption of marine navigation by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 
100 years old. I believe DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River 
under the RR bridge. Marine Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, 
brokerages, and private docks were under counted. 

The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920's. The track segment through downtown Stuart 
is the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more 
than threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely 
impact neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of 
increased bridge openings on automobile traffic delays and emergency vehicles are not 
fully addressed in DEIS - the Report only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE 
Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other 
crossings to the south of the City were not evaluated . Last, there is no justification for a 
Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately degrade this community and the 
Treasure Coast. If it is going to happen, let it be private money and private guarantees. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

11 ~ j) 4fW>J'2--
Kenneth D. George, Ph.D. 

Sent by US mail service and by email 



October 21, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 

Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing to you to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida project as it is currently planned. 

My concerns are focused on the negative impacts that the project will have on Martin County and the 

other counties that comprise The Treasure Coast. 

The AAF project must be viewed in its entirety. The infrastructure improvements that will be made 

using RRIF loan funds will not only enable the AAF project. They will also facilitate AAF's sister company, 

Florida East Coast Railroad's (FECR), plans to increase their freight traffic from the current 14 trains to 

20 trains by 2016 and 25 by 2026. Because of the improved infrastructure, the FECR trains will be longer 

and travel faster than the current ones. 

With the 32 passenger trains operating only between the hours of SAM and 9PM daily, it is probable 

that most of the freight train operations will take place during the night. The noise and vibration caused 

by the faster and longer diesel powered trains are more noticeable, annoying and harmful when most 

residents who live near the tracks are sleeping or trying to sleep. 

The draft EIS deals almost exclusively with the environmental impacts of AAF's passenger trains, not the 

additional freight trains. It is ridiculous to believe that 57 trains per day versus the current 14 trains will 

not substantially exacerbate the traffic, public safety, noise, vibration, property values, etc., concerns 

expressed by Treasure Coast governments, businesses, emergency agencies and private citizens. 

The AAF project and FECR's freight expansion plans will collectively have a significant detrimental effect 

on the quality of life from Northern Palm Beach County to Brevard County. Although the alternative to 

use the Western tracks owned by CSX has been rejected by AAF, it should be explored further. That 

alternative may cause a reduction in the profits of AAF and FECR, but it will allow their projects to take 

plac and without the serious negative impacts on Florida's Treasure Coast. 

Susan Garnett 
50 SE Ocean Blv , t 305 
Stuart, FL 34994-2222 



October 14, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

As a Nurse Practitioner and former hospital nursing executive, I am writing to express my concerns 

about the detrimental effects that the All Aboard Florida project will have on public safely, especially 

emergency services. 

In Stuart, Florida where I live, the tracks that AAF will run on bisect the city. With the current 14 freight 

trains operating daily, there are already occasional delays for ambulances and police cars at the 

crossings, as well as for doctors trying to get to the hospital to care for patients. AAF will add 32 more 

trains, and I understand that Florida East Coast Railroad is planning to add up to 12 more freight trains 

per day. Certainly this additional rail traffic will increase the probability of emergency service delays, 

which can be deadly. 

To illustrate the problem more clearly, I have attached a copy of a letter that was sent to AAF by the CEO 

of the Martin Health System. To my knowledge, the response that was requested of AAF has not been 

received by the Martin Health System. 

I, like most of my colleagues in health care delivery, am very opposed to the AAF plan. Please do what is 

in your power to stop this project. 

Susan Garnet, 

50 SE Ocean Blvd 

Stuart, FL 34994 



June 2, 2014 

Donald C. Robinson 
President & Chief Operating Officer 
Florida East Coast Industries 
2855 Le Jeune Road, 4th Floor 
Coral Gables, FL 33134 

Dear Mr. Robinson: 

As a key provider of emergency health care services on the Treasure Coast, Martin Health System 
has significant concerns about the potential impact of the All Aboard Florida project to our patients, 
physicians, and caregivers. Most concerning is the fact that All Aboard Florida has yet to 
demonstrate how it will minimize disruption in downtown Stuart, south Stuart, Hobe Sound, Jensen 
Beach and other areas around our hospitals and outpatient facilities, and mitigate safety issues 
related to the substantial increase in rail traffic. 

Martin Health believes that significantly increasing the number and speed of trains passing through 
downtown Stuart and neighboring communities will result in additional roadway congestion, critical 
time delays and the increased potential for accidents. These factors could adversely impact the access 
to and quality of emergency and urgent healthcare services in the region. 

We believe All Aboard Florida must work closely with local officials in each of our communities to 
ensure that response times for emergency vehicles are not negatively impacted and to mitigate any 
other potential issues. 

Martin Health is committed to providing the best clinical outcomes in emergency situations. We are 
encouraging our community leaders to consider the impact of All Aboard Florida to: 

• Patients emergently being transported to the hospital from the field or other 
hospitals for emergency care (Cardiac, Stroke, Neurological, OB, Respiratory - slight 
delays for these types of critical services can result in adverse patient outcomes and 
possibly death) 

• Patients being transported by water to our emergency dock and the delays that will 
occur from the lift cycle of the train trestles. 

• Patients emergently being transported to other hospitals for higher level emergency 
care (Trauma, Pediatrics, Bums) 

• On-call physicians and staff responding to emergency call (OB, Surgery, Cardiac, 
Neurology) 



Donald C. Robinson 
Page2 
June 2, 2014 

At a minimum, we believe a study is needed to evaluate the impact on emergency response services 
that address the following concerns: 

• Are there any crossings that don't have an alternative route for emergency vehicles to 
use? 

• What is the amount of time that a roadway/ rail crossing will 
be blocked on an average day? 

• What kinds of slowdowns will be caused due to bridge closings? 
• What is the likelihood that a given emergency responder will be stopped for a train? 
• What is the potential for extended train breakdowns/accidents? 

Until these and other questions and concerns are addressed to our satisfaction, we will oppose this 
initiative through an ongoing dialog with our local and state legislators, the healthcare community, 
the local media and the community at-large. 

We appreciate your time and hope to hear from you regarding these concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Robitaille 
President and CEO 





All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S; Department 
.of Transportatio n 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and o.n the FRA!s website (www.fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

r. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@ vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 
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Optional Personal Information: 
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email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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Message body Pagel of l 

Dear Sir/Madam 

I am a 14 year resident of Miles Grant in Stuart FL live on the eastern shore which is 
turning out to be the wrong side of the tracks. will be enormously effected by adverse 
repercussions of a high speed train roaring through this area. 

1. The noise level will be unbearable most especially since it would be occurring 32 times 
a day. As it is the freight trains are noisy but they have been running long before we 
purchased and we knew about it before purchasing. Crossings where the All aboard and 
the state have declared 'Quiet Zones are a joke . .they propose no train horn. How is that 
going to help the noise and vibration of the tracks which are enormous in high speed 
trains? All aboard says that they will reduce the vibration by maintaining the wheels and 
tracks. Do we really think that will suffice to reduce the noise? 

2. The safety factors are paramount. We live in a senior community and rescue trucks are 
going to be delayed getting across the tracks to the hospital for about 12 minutes out of 
every hour. This could mean life or death for somebody. 

3. Property values will be greatly lowered by the advent of these trains. 

4. Boating is a very big part of this coastal area and it seems ridiculous to assume that 
running trains over ancient bridges and delaying boat traffic 32 times a day would be 
acceptable. Marine activity is a very big part of our financial business here and will 
suffer huge negative effects. 

Most of all This high speed train will have a very deleterious effect on our quality of life. 

I beg of you to not go through this. 
I suggest that you move it towards the center of the state where there is no boat traffic 
and run it parallel to 195 and the turnpike. 

Sincerely, 
Patricia Gallivan 
5333 SE Miles Grant Rd 
1-206 
Stuart, FL 34997 

Q~tf.cis/r:d~ 
~30,; c::;>iJ 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Larry Fox 
2600 SE Ocean Blvd. Stuart, FL 34996 

Your agency should object to All Aboard because of the navigation, water quality and economy 
negative impacts. The DEIS has serious flaws, major deficiencies. 

The most shocking exposition in the E. I. S. is the flippant projection of statistics to give the 

appearance of a viable business plan. They don't compute, and don't match our knowledge of 

reality. Many problems of accuracy show up in the ridership projections purportedly "developed by 

the F.R.A. in its study." A good example of the muddled statistics is the statement by Druce, "I am 

quite confused as to how All Aboard florida can expect to divert 31,000 passengers from 

AMTRAK and 152, 000 from air travel when these totals exceed the current passenger levels." 

That may result from the railroadiers wanting the $1.6 billion loan so much. As I remember the old 

English saying, "If wishes were horses, all the infantry would be cavalry." 

For example, the Marina and Boat Slip Inventory Needs Further Study 
Draft EIS indicates: • 15 public and private marinas on the river (undefined subject area) with 439 

total boat slips with Public and Private marine facilities are concentrated in eastern portion of the 

river (Stuart and Port Salerno) with 4 boat ramps 

In reality, Martin-St. Lucie Regional Waterways Plan indicates: 

• 13 boat ramps on the river in both counties 

• Numerous marinas in both Martin and St. Lucie County with 2,200 private slips; 2,000 dry 
storage 

Second example, St. Lucie River Rail Drawbridge and Boat Traffic - Needs Further Study 
• The Draft EIS reported an average daily vessel arrival of 157 per day passing through the Old 

Roosevelt Train Bridge 

• In contrast, Martin County Engineering Department facilitated an independent study which 

showed a daily vessel count of 243 per day 

As our custodians pf RIFF loan funds, you are responsible to your constituents to be certain that 

taxpayer monies are being properJy and prudently spent and invested. It is your duty to be totally 

informed on matters as large as a $1.8 billion dollar loan. Look behind the curtain and view the 

process federal officials used in creating the draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 

proposed project. 



Because the Federal Government does not have enough money to pay for Environmental Impact 

Studies - they allowed All Aboard Florida to: 

1. Pay for the consultant 

2. Provide the content 

Does this sound like an objective, independent process? AAF bought and paid for consultants, 

and contributed the content. When Florida All Aboard applied for a $1.6 billion federal loan, the 

Federal Railroad Administration was required to conduct a study on the feasibility of the project, 

as well as potentiaf impacts - both beneficial and detrimental - to communities along the rail 

line. 

Hone in on one paragraph (Chapter 1, page 7) in the draft report: 

The Federal Railroad Administration "DOES NOT HAVE APPROPRIATED FUNDS TO 

SUPPORT THE DEVELOPMENT" of environmental impact statements. Hence, the agency 

"requires the applicant (All Aboard Florida) to engage the services of a qualified consultant 

approved by the Federal Railroad Administration to assist (the agency) in preparing the 

Environmental Impact Statement." 

To repeat: Who pays the consultant for these services?" ... the third-party contractor is paid 

for by ALL ABOARD FLORIDA but reports to and takes direction from the Federal Railroad 

Administration." 

And what about the material contained in the draft report? The third-party contractor "reviewed 
all materials provided by ALL ABOARD FLORIDA ... " 

This explains why a lot of the information is little more the usual All Aboard spiel. Example? 

Ridership projections (Chapter 3, page 45). We cannot assume the Federal Railroad 

Administration is a dispassionate, objective, independent third party that will weigh all the facts 

and render a fair, objective decision on the feasibility of the project. 

The process is a sham. 

The Treasure Coast is being railroaded into a project that will provide no direct benefits beyond 

the short-term, economic impact from construction, while experiencing the greatest number of 

negative impacts along the 235-mile rail line. The taxpayers of Florida and the nation expect their 

elected representatives to know and understand the true facts, not those purported in a biased 

document. 

Sincerely, 

Larry Fox 
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Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 N.J. Avenue S.E.: . ;,· 
Washington, D.C. 20590 · 

10/21/14 

Dear Sirs, 

We have lived in Stuart for 23 years and have watched the town grow from nothing to 
something. 

We now have a gre~t theatre, terrific restaurants, and a thriving tourist business; with 
fairs; cr~ft shows an.d music events. We also have a great hospital and a large area full of 
specialist, doctors, and dentists, ·etc. 

You are going to kill our town and the small businesses that it has generated. 
We will lose 40 parking spaces and we will no longer be able to get back and forth from 
the old town in a reasonable time frame. This will also interfere with medical and fire 
emergencies and the boat traffic will especially suffer because of the multiple bridge 
difficulties. 

It is very hard for reasonable people to imagine how you can ruin a wonderful area for 
cargo trains. We feel you have been unduly influenced by the company who will most to 
benefit from this fiasco. 

Very Truly Yours, 

~~Pn .~ 
~~otcL 

. Dorothy and Leigh Ford 
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~t this gentle season 

of thanksgiving, 

may you find time to enjoy 

life's sim:ele blessings 

a~ the beauty 

of each quiet moment. 
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Mr. John Winkle 

5700 NE Island Cove Way, #4405 
Stuart, Florida 34996 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The St. Lucie River is not just another Florida river. It stands apart 
from the New River, the Loxahatchee River and the Miami River 
because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some county 
roads ..... it's the only way for vessels to transit from the Gulf of 
Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean without going south around the Florida 
Keys. All Aboard Florida's plans for 32 high speed transits a day 
over the "100 year old" Railroad Trestle Bridge across the St. Lucie 
River (isn't that a HUGE safety issue?). In its closed position, the 
trestle will not only cause major delays for boats passing under it, but 
will adversely impact the automobile traffic traveling on NE Dixie 
Highway. 

All Aboard Florida also means that these 32 trains will travel 
through downtowns and neighborhoods at more than100 miles 
per hour and thus will have enormous negative impacts on safety 
concerns such as delays of emergency vehicles and at RR 
crossings at intersections (both people and cars). Economic 
concerns include tourism, real estate values, as well as the 
Taxpayers responsibility to pay for crossing improvements, road 
improvements, operation and maintenance. 

It has been proven time and time again that Americans do not 
want to travel by train. Personally, we think that All Aboard 
Florida is a scam that is headed for failure a (at the Federal 
Government's expense) to accommodate the additional number 



I 



of freight trains that will be traveling through small towns once 
the newer Panama Canal is completed. 

All Aboard Florida poses the greatest threat to the quality of life, 
health and safety of the residents of Martin County as well as to 
the other towns and cities in its path. If you feel that All Aboard 
will succeed, we URGE you to please consider moving the 
railroad tracks further west of Route 95. 

Thank you for listening, 

~-~ ~~ ~ fl- ijl~ 

Patrick F. Farley & Lois J. Farley 





November 18, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Admin. 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

As I thought about writing this letter my initial reaction was 
simply, "Why bother, the All Aboard Florida rail system is 
already a go". Yet, with thousands ofus residents of the Florida 
Treasure Coast being so adversely affected by AAF, I knew I 
had to addd my comments to the vast number of letters and e
mails you have already received. 

I am a retired business executive, and I will admit my memory 
isn't perfect, but I cannot remember an issue that has had such 
universal opposition by the populace. There are so many 
negative elements that will impact us. And I'm certain you have 
heard most of them-safety, the environment, noise, river 
navigation disruption, leisure boating, fishing-both leisure and 
commercial, the impact on retail business, a potential decline in 
tourism, daily auto traffic delays and certainly emergency 
vehicle travel delays. All of the above will be part of our life 
with the 3 2 passenger trains racing through the Treasure Coast; 
and then of course we will have the additional I 0-20 freight 
trains that will magnify all of these negatives. 

I would like to relate one recent experience that illustrates the 



frustration of so many here on the Treasure coast. My wife and I 
attended the AAF meeting held here in Stuart in late October. It 
was obvious from the meeting format that AAF's goal was to 
simply "snow" us with railroad propaganda-the format used 
made it impossible for us to raise questions or objections; all of 
which would have resulted in a "No Railroad" backlash from 
almost 900 people. 

After grumbling about the "stacked deck", I approached one of 
the individuals manning an improvised booth or station. He was 
the CEO of the consulting/marketing firm that designed the AAF 
plan. I asked him only one question-"Can you verbalize one 
benefit of the railroad to the people of Martin County?" His 
response: I'm not here to discuss that." I said " I beg your 
pardon?" His retort ... "I won't discuss it." WOW, such 
arrogance. 

I decided to try the same question on a representative of the 
railroad who was manning the next station. His answer. . . " It 
will improve rail safety." What? "Isn't rail safety a relative 
"given" right now?" The answer, "It will improve." I asked the 
same question to individuals from the railroad manning two 
subsequent stations -I received a history lesson on Henry 
Flagler without receiving an answer that was a benefit for our 
community. 

Please give our thousands of pleas real deliberation and 
consideration. Our welfare here on the Treasure coast depends 
upon your departments REJECTION of AAF. 

Sincerely, 

&1-!·~~ Jack and Gail Florin 
Suntide 206 

1357 NE Ocean Blvd. 
Stuart,FL 34996 
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September 25, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Rm.W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Attention: Mr. John Winkle 

Re: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement 

I write on behalf of the Chapman School of Seamanship and what we view as adverse 
impacts of All Aboard Florida's plans on the School and the marine industry on which the 
School's operation depends. 

The projected increased number of daily closings ofthe St. Lucie River bridge in Stuart 
will impede boat traffic in the area including our training vessels. We use both North and South 
forks of the St. Lucie River for training students to recognize and observe aids to navigation 
while they undergo safe boat operator training. Any undue delays at the bridge will force us to 
change training locations and schedules. 

Even more serious is the adverse impact on the Treasure Coast marine industries which 
benefit from our operation and on whom we rely for students who buy their products and 
services. On average the industry enjoys more than $360 million in annual sales and more than 
$120 million in salaries and wages. Also involved is close to $590 million in waterfront property 
values, a significant amount of it located west of the Stuart bridge. Fully 10% of the area's jobs 
are in marine-related businesses. 

We implore you to recognize the damage that seems certain to occur if the All Aboard 
Florida project proceeds. 

Respectfully yours, 

~~~ 
Jennifer Castle Field, 
President 

cc: Chapman School of Seamanship Board of Trustees 
Marine Industries Association of Florida and the Treasure Coast 

Charles Frederic Chapman (Co -Founder) 
Author : PILOTING, SEAMANSHIP & SMALL BOAT HANDLING 

Glen Dale Castle (Co -Founder) 



.-------------------- --- ------ -

October 30, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We live east of the railroad tracks and All Aboard will certainly impact our daily 
lives. All of the facilities we use - doctors, hospital, pharmacy, food store, malls, 
etc., etc., are west of the tracks. With 32 crossing a day, the impact on our safety 
and way of life will be significant. 

Not mentioned is the significant increase in freight traffic due to the expanded 
Panama Canal and Port of Miami. The 32 crossings per day could even double 
or - at least - increase to an intolerable number. 

Also seldom mentioned, is the increased time the bridges will have to open and 
infringe on our maritime traffic. This traffic is what brings boaters to the South 
Florida waters. 

We are against All Aboard for all these reasons and because it is a profit maker 
for a few and a safety, health problem for many. It is not for "all people" as 
written in our constitution. 

Sincerely, 

Janet D. Festa 
5152 SE Miles Grant Terr. 
Stuart, FL 34997 
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Stop All Aboard Florida 
Dear Mr. John Winkel 

Federal Railroad Admistration room W38-311 

1200 New Jersey Ave 

Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Sir 

I have to go to my Doctors office three times a week for dialysis. Having the train going through our 

town will make almost impossible for me to get there. I hope you would consider stopping the train it 

will make it hard for anyone going from one side of town to the other 

Mr. , rDernot L 
301 Se ~ r point dr 

Stuart Fl 34996 





Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear: Mr. Winkle: 
RE: All Aboard Florida 

I am writing to you regarding the All Aboard Florida railroad being proposed 
for the East Coast of Florida. 

I live in Stuart and will be adversely affected by the proposed railroad route 
through my city. Because I have to cross the railroad tracks to leave my 
neighborhood, I would be waiting for a long time to get out of my neighborhood 
as the trains would cause so many traffic delays with cars and trucks being 
backed-up waiting to cross the tracks. Emergency vehicles would also be held 
up trying to cross the tracks to get to emergency calls, causing delays for them. 

Our beautiful historic downtown tourist area in Stuart would be destroyed as the 
increase in railroad trains would cause many businesses to fail because of the 
decrease of customers and tourists not willing to deal with the traffic delays and 
inconvenience caused by the passing trains. 

I do not think the proposed revenue that would be generated by the many trains 
is worth the disruption that would occur in our city. In fact, I am sure that there 
would not be any profit from this route as demonstrated by the fact that no 
passenger trains to date have made a profit from passenger trains in this country. 
The only trains that profit are freight trains which would only add to our misery 
when the Panama Canal is built and more freight trains will be going through 
our area. A high speed train going down the East Coast would be fine if it were 
built west of Interstate 95 where it would not disrupt the lives of citizens living 
along the Treasure coast of Florida, and where there are less populated areas and 
where there are already turnpike highways. 

I strongly urge you to vote against the proposal in view of the fact that millions 
of people living along the Treasure coast are opposed to this blatant disregard for 
the citizens who will be adversely affected by this railroad route and who will 



have to live with the consequences of such a disrupting and terrible proposal 
from a private corporation requesting money from the government for 
a high speed train going through Stuart and the Treasure Coast which the public 
is vehemently against. 

Thank you for considering my letter. 

Sincerely1 

~d~X:!Vd~ 
Barbara L. DellaPorta 
175 SE Saint Lucie Blvd1 #C53 
Stuart 1 FL 34996 



October 5, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

As voters, residents and taxpayers of Martin County, Florida we are totally opposed to the All Aboard 
Florida passenger train service. The 16 roundtrip trains per day will deteriorate the quality of life on the 
Treasure Coast. It will cause the following issues: 

1. Disrupt all vehicle traffic flowing east and west in the most populated parts of the community. 
This will include hindering or disrupting emergency vehicle response time, school busses, 
residential travel and business deliveries 

2. Disrupt/hinder all nautical traffic including commercial and recreational boats 

3. Add noise pollution 

4. Increase air pollution from idling vehicles 

5. Increase safety concerns with the high rate of speed in dense pedestrian areas 

6. Increase vibration issues to locale homes and businesses. 

Mr. Winkle, it is imperative that you reject this project and realize progress is many times best served 
by maintaining and enhancing the quality of life, not by approving some farfetched, money pit project to 
move a handful of tourists between Orlando and Miami. This project will speed up travel for a few to the 
detriment of rr.any. 

In additio~, we urge you to callfor'an independeht'environmental review'a'nd an independent f1na.nc.(al 
review· on this project. This project will impact many residents and taxpayers ; Don't leave us holding 
the tab for a prnject we do not want or need. 

Thank you for this consideration, 

£)~ 
Mr. and Mrs. Dailey 
20 Perriwinkle Lane 
Stuart, FL 34996 

CC: President Barack Obama 
Governor Rick Scott 
Senator Bill Nelson 
Senator Marco Rubio 



BARBARA A. KREITZ COOK 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

BOARD CERTIFIED ADMIRALTY & MARITIME LAW 
ADMITTED US SOUTHERN DISTRICT BANKRUPTCY COURT 

Cell: (772) 708-8105 
Off: (772) 232-8940 
Fax: ( 480) 393-5658 
BarbCook@BarbCookLaw.com 

John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Royal Palm Financial Center 
759 SW Fed. Hwy. Suite 216 
Stuart, FL 34994-2972 
www.BarbCookLaw .com 

September 29, 2014 

ALL ABOARD FLORIDA WILL SHUT DOWN THE OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, 
FLORIDA'S PANAMA CANAL 

It is not just a little problem of impatient "yachties" waiting. The St. Lucie River is 
not just another Florida river. It stands apart from the New River and Loxahatchee 
River and Miami River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some 
county roads. It is the equivalent of the Panama Canal for vessels transiting via the 
Okeechobee Waterway from the Atlantic Ocean to the Gulf of Mexico. Just as the 
Panama Canal is the only way to get from the Atlantic to the Pacific without going 
around notorious Cape Horn, the Okeechobee Waterway is the only way for vessels to 
transit from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean without going south around the 
Florida Keys (for shallow-draft vessels) or Key West (for deep-draft vessels). 

The railroad trestle across the St. Lucie River in Stuart is the motor vehicle 
equivalent of a traffic bottleneck closing Interstate 95, possibly for the majority of each 
daylight hour, considering All Aboard Florida plans of 32 transits per day, with most, if 
not all, during daylight hours. In its closed position, the trestle allows passage of boats 
that require clearance of less than of 6.2 feet, only the tiniest of boats. The trestle is not 
just another modern drawbridge. It is an ancient 100-year-old mechanism that opens 
and closes with the speed of a backward-facing turtle. It thus requires closures 
commencing well in advance of any approaching train, with sufficient advance time to 
alert and allow slow commercial barge traffic to complete passage prior to commencing 
its downward path. The Environmental Impact Statement says a closure cycle takes 15 
minutes. That is not what I and others have measured, from red light to green light to 
coordination with opening the old Roosevelt vehicle bridge a few feet to the west of the 
trestle. Every time I have passaged the trestle , it takes 30 minutes to complete an 



open-and-close cycle, measured from the time the trestle red light heralds an 
approaching train, when vessels must halt their approach and when the old Roosevelt 
bridge tender will no longer open on request, including the time when the train passes 
sufficiently far to permit commencement of the closing process , to the time the green 
light once again allows passage of vessels and the old Roosevelt Bridge tender will 
once again open on request "after vehicle traffic clears". 

The plan is for 32 All Aboard Florida mostly daylight-traveling trains . Add that to 
the current 22 freight trains. Even assuming all the freight trains travel at night (which 
they do not) , at 30 minutes per event that is 16 hours when boat traffic cannot passage! 
That is more daylight hours than there are in December . That effectively closes down 
Florida's Panama Canal completely to the thousands of vessels that pass through the 
St. Lucie Lock on their passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean. Those 
vessels include the new yachts that manufacturers bring to and from the boat shows in 
Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, St. Pete, Newport and beyond, the many commercial barges, 
the yachts of cruisers and snowbirds headed home or to the Bahamas or to the Gulf on 
their way to Mexico, Texas and other states north and west , as well as the many casual 
recreational local boaters who live on the west side of the trestle. 

It is not just about impatient yachties having to wait. The Okeechobee Waterway 
is a lifeline for Florida vessels transiting between the Gulf and the Atlantic, a lifeline that 
All Aboard Florida threatens to choke to its waterway death. 

Cc: 

Commander, Seventh Coast Guard District 
909 SE First A venue 
Miami, FL 33131-3050 

'Isl Barbara Cook 
Barbara A. Kreitz Cook, Esq. 



Joanne Willman Conte 
415 NW Flagler A venue, #401 
Stuart, FL 34994 

November 24, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and have lived at the Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums 
for five years.. The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated on the east side of 
the Florida East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between 
Fem Street and Alice Avenue. Our condominium buildings are a scant 79 feet from the tracks. 
My Condo has already been impacted negatively from the current use of the railroad. The 
vibrations from the trains have caused my grout in the floor to crack and fall out. We will be 
irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project unless 
current plans are amended to require realignment of the rail tracks west ofl-95. If, as most 
Treasure Coast residents suspect, this proposal has already been rejected, the Federal Railroad 
Administration should require AAF to make all crossings within the City of Stumi safe and quiet. 

I have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and believe it 
falls far short in its analysis of Martin County and the City of Stumi. 

I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community's concerns with respect to 
crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and disruption of 
marine navigation by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 100 years old. I believe 
DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge. Marine 
Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private docks were 
under counted. 

The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920's. The track segment through downtown Stuart is the 
only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more than threefold 
increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely impact neighborhoods on 
each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased bridge openings on automobile 



Mr. John Winkle 

November 24, 2014 

Page2 

traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS - the Report only evaluated traffic at two 

intersections, SE Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice A venue 

and other crossings to the south of the City were not evaluated. On a recent Satmday morning, a 

freight train stopped across both the Fem Street and Alice Avenue crossings blocked access for 
over an hour. 

The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents of all 

ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for trains measurably 

unde1mine our emergency response times; increased train whistles and vibrations will degrade 

our quality of life and make our property virtually unsaleable. AAF should move to and share 

the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando. At the very least, 

safety and quiet zones should be required for Fern Street and Alice Avenue. Federal highway 

sound barriers would be required for far less densely populated areas. 

Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately 
degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. If it is going to happen, let it be private money 

and private guarantees. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely 

Joanne Willman Conte 





( 



November 19, 2014 

Dear Sir; 

I am writing to you to express my displeasure with the All Aboard Florida project. I believe that 
running these trains through the center of these communities at the speeds they are proposing and 
the number they are proposing is the most asinine thing I have ever heard. It is plain to see that 
whoever came up with this idea was driven by greed alone and had no concern for safety or the 
thoughts of the people of these communities and how the trains will disrupt their lives and their 
cities. 

We have been told that we have until December 3rd to comment on the impact statement presented 
by MF. I'm wondering if all of this letter writing is falling on deaf ears. I've always thought that the 
peoples voice in the United States could make a difference, but as I'm writing this letter, construction 
on train stations is going on at this time. I must really be naive to think that we could make a change 
on a project that we do not approve of. It's plain to see that money is controlling the outcome of this 
debacle. 

In conclusion please answer one question. Who decided that this train would run through this 
community? 

Respectfully, 

/'iy/L~ 
·-;lyde Cohron 

3021 SE Falmouth Drive 

Stuart, Fl 34997 



November 19, 2014 

Dear Sir; 

I was very disappointed in the format at the Kane Center meeting, in Stuart, that the Federal Railroad 
Administration presented. It was plain to see that this was a show to promote the All Aboard Florida 
proposal and not a program to find out how the people of this community felt about this greed induced 
project being shoved down our throats. 

Joseph Szabo, Federal Railroad Administrator, assured us that PUBLIC INPUT IS IMPORTANT in 
evaluating alternatives and ensuring a thorough analysis of all aspects of the project. Is that why there 
was one court reporter to record the views of over 800 people? Is that why they have already started 
construction of train stations? 

Please tell me who decided this is a done deal without asking the people their feelings on it. What you 
are doing now is not asking the people what they want because this will make no difference to the 
outcome. This whole process has been a sham from the very beginning. I cannot believe the plan is to 
run High Speed Trains through the center of our community. Why would you do that when there is a 
direct route beside our turnpike to Orlando that disturbs no one. This train needs to go west of these 
smaller communities, not through them. Please reconsider the alternatives and send these trains 
west. 

Respectfully, 

Clyde Cohron 

3021 SE Falmouth Drive 

Stuart, Florida 34997 



Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Judithe M Price 

4442 SE Waterford Drive 

Stuart Florida, 34997 

If All Aboard Florida brings its 32 trains through the tracks in downtown Stuart, it 

will ruin everything that has made our town so unique. Traffic will come to a 

snarled standstill, and police and emergency vehicles will be trapped while 

waiting for the train. Because of our location, Stuart, in Martin County is known 

for its outstanding fishing and recreational boating activities. Our waterways have 

also attracted clean marine manufacturing as a prominent industry. 

All these qualities that make coastal Martin County such a desirable place to live 

will be lost if you decide to bring your trains through downtown Stuart and over 

the St. Lucie River on your antiquated SINGLE TRAIN TRACK BRIDGE. Your 

proposed train route is destined for Orlando, in the middle of the state. Your 

trains will have to go WEST to get there at some point. I am asking you, PLEASE 

USE THE TRACKS WEST OF STUART IN INDIANTOWN OR BUILD NEW ONES. DO 

NOT USE THE TRACKS GOING THROUGH DOWNTOWN STUART AND OVER THE ST. 

LUCIE RIVER. All our recreational boaters, anglers, and boaters coming across the 

state via Lake Okeechobee, will be brought to a standstill because your track over 

the St Lucie River, is inadequate to handle additional train traffic. This span is the 

only SINGLE TRAIN TRACK over the river on this planned route. Presently, this 

passage is the gateway from Lake Okeechobee to the lntercoastal Waterway, and 

the Atlantic Ocean. If you continue your proposed route, this train bridge over the 

St Lucie River in Stuart will be known as a logjam gridlock. Our industries for 

recreational, charter boat and commercial fishing will die and the manufacturing 

of boats and marine parts will become nonexistent. You will financially and 

environmentally destroy our thriving downtown community and our recreational 

boating and building industry because of your decision to use the track through 

downtown Stuart and over the St Lucie River. 

PLEASE USE TRACKS IN WESTERN MARTIN COUNTY OR BUILD NEW ONES THERE. 

if 03/j 
J 
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September 26, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave SE - Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

I am writing to express my great displeasure of the whole concept of All Aboard 

Florida. 

I feel it will be a severe detriment to everyone living on the Treasure Coast -

especially in the 

Area of safety having to do with emergency vehicles having access to everyone 

living in and 

Around Stuart. I also feel it will be a real disservice to boaters of which we 

have many in our 

Area and will negatively impact our local economy. 



Lastly, it will be a great inconvenience to those of us who must cross the 

railroad tracks numerous 

Times daily. 

Please do anything in your power to prevent All Aboard Florida from becoming 

a reality. 

Sincerely, 

Moira L. Poe 

2940 SE Falmouth Drive 

Stuart, FL 34997 

Phone: 772-288-2288 

E-mail: moirapoe@bellsouth.net 



Meet our new Lassonde Faculty. http://us5.campaign-archive2.com/?u=3 l bb3e6e869bcb8503 l d250 ... 
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Date: Nov. 9, 2014 

To: John Winkle, FRA 

from: Joe Pil~n, Stuart, Florida 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

To avoid the locals' opposition to the noise, crossing delays and other 

deleterious effects the High Speed Train could bring to the Treasure 

Coast, FEC should mirror Henry Flagler's 1890 strategy of constructing 

the rail through unpopulated areas, which today might be something 

along the lines of the Seaboard track adjacent to SR 710 from West 

Palm Beach to Okeechobee and on north to Orlando. 

c.c. All Aboard Florida; Florida Not All Aboard; Rick Scott, Governor 

of Florida; 



Simple Reason To Sign The Petition Against All Aboard Florida 

If you still have not signed the petition against All Aboard Florida running 32 high 
speed passenger trains thru our coastal resort towns, then consider this 
frightening thought. 

AAF has stated in its Envirdhmental Impact Statement additional and longer 
freight trains would be runnlhg over their lines. Totally logical, since railroads 
have a history of losilig md,hey on passenger service and generally make money 
on freight service. AAF/Florida East Coast R.R. has stated that the longer of these 
freight trains would be about 14,000 feet or about 2.6 miles. 

Now picture a main road in a coastal town (probably 4 lanes) and how long it 
would take for this slower freight train to pass thru and picture how many 
vehicles would be stopped and how far the vehicle line would extend in either 
direction. 

Remember, vehicles for at least 1.3 miles up and down the track are also parked 
at their R.R. crossing waiting for the same train to pass thru. 

Not all crossings are 4 lane highway crossings, but there are about 350 graded 
crossings over the FEC R.R. line. This freight must be moved up the center of the 
state or west of the crowded coastal towns. 

Perhaps as some have already suggested, existing Florida turnpike or Route 95 
right of ways could be used. A FEC/CSX agreement may also be possible. 

Why did we run the Florida turnpike and route 195 west of our coastal towns? We 
got the highway expansion program correct- now- let1s get the railroad expansion 
program correct! 

Thank you, 

&id9t{J~~~ 
Carl Peters 
6265 Ironwood Circle 
Stuart, Fla. 34997 
610-657-4717 
carlp14@aol.com 



IO/~;;. /It./ 
ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IS GREATEST WASTE OF TIME/MONEY 

Is there any wonder why the East Coast residents of Florida are upset with the All 
Aboard Florida proposal to run at least 32 high speed passenger trains daily from 
Orlando to Cocoa to Miami? This is in addition to the 15-20 daily freight trains 
that already run on the Florida East Coast Railroad. Some of the trains will pass at 
110 mph. If this is not an inconvenience, then inconveniences on planet earth are 
impossible. 

There are approximately 350 graded crossings on the FEC Railroad places where 
highways and railroad tracks cross. There are almost no elevated or underground 
tracks on the entire FEC Railroad. So if you multiply SO+ trains per day times 350 
graded crossings, we get approximately 17,500. That is 17,500 times daily that 
automobiles, buses, trucks, emergency vehicles and pedestrians will have to come 
to a stop to let the train pass. 

It's very conceivable that 10-20 people or more could be waiting on each side of 
the R.R. track for just one train to pass. That adds up to 175,000 to 350,000 
people inconvenienced each day or 60 million to 125 million people each year. 

We almost forgot any additional freight trains run by FEC R.R. would soon push 
the number of times vehicles are inconvenienced daily above 20,000-perhaps 
even 30,000 or more. We'll let you calculate how many boaters will be 
inconvenienced and the length of time they will have to wait. 

Remember, Amtrak from New York City to Washington DC has no (zero) graded 
crossings over approximately the same distance as the proposed AAF route. 

Mindboggling and we haven't discussed danger, noise, nuisance, pollution, costs, 
property value erosion, negative economic impacts (loss of business}, delays to 
ambulances and fire trucks, etc. 

Our elected and other public officials need to stop this nonsense-immediately! 

Thank you. 

~~~ 
Carl Peters 
6265 Ironwood Circle, Stuart, Florida 34997 

610-657-4717 



09/24/2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Re: Environmental Impact Study Draft -All Aboard Florida- Orlando to West Palm Beach 

This study said the overall environmental impact of this project would be minimal to our 
communities and surrounding areas. If this is the case for Florida, then why is almost 60% 
of the railroad in the Washington/ Arlington area either underground or raised above 
ground? Of the 103 miles of railroad in the Washington/ Arlington area- 50 miles is 
underground, 9 miles raised above ground and 44 miles on ground. Do trains only disturb 
people and only interfere with traffic in the Washington D.C. area? 

It looks like our representatives in our nation's capitol have gotten their way, but are willing 
to burden our coastal residents in Florida. The only solution seems to be to redirect all 
railroad lines in the Washington D.C. area to simply on ground. Reason being- AAF track in 
Florida is almost entirely on ground. 

The real reason an Environmental Impact Study Draft was done is because AAF has applied 
for almost a 2 billion dollar loan from the Federal Government. Let us not forget Amtrak 
and Tri-Rail already service the South Florida area and passenger trains run thru the center 
of the state from Orlando to Miami. 

All passenger rail service is not profitable and Fortress Investment Group (owner of Florida 
East Coast RR and All Aboard Florida) is the same organization that left the Canadian 
Government with a half billion dollar debt to cover for the 2010 Vancouver Olympics. 
Should the U.S. government try to outdo Canada in foolishness? 

The answers to these questions seem very obvious. Get out of town AAF- we don't want 
any part of your proposals in any way, shape or form! 

Thank you, 

(;~~---
Carl Peters 
6265 Ironwood Circle 
Stuart, Florida 34997 
carlp14@aol.com 610-657-4717 



November 29, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W. 38-31 
Washington ,D.C. 20590 

Subject: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle; 

JAMES F. PAYNE 
2929 se Ocean Blvd. 138-03 

Stuart, FL 34996 
772-221-3195 

I am writing this to ask you to really study this rail system planned to operate through the East 
Coast of Florida. The damage to this entire Treasure Coast area will be a permanent scar on the 
state and will have long range effects on the eastern half of the United States. The economy in 
Florida depends on tourism and the people that have settled here and more specifically those 
that spend over six months of the year on property that they have developed and the many 
seasonal homes that are the backbone of our economy. 

Many of the currant complaints are about noise and traffic, but more important is the 
destruction of all of the development due to damage to the businesses. They are responsible 
for the financial maintaining of homes and businesses. 

It would be a simple matter to relocate the rail system a short distance west adjacent to the 
1-95 corridor. This would alleviate the congestion that the constant train flow would cause 
through the many residential and business locations on the entire coastal area. 
If this relocation could be accomplished you would find that the aggressive dissatisfaction that 
has been created would subside and the AAF could proceed and be acceptable to those that 
now deeply oppo~e the entire project. 

This existing plan as proposed will cause irrevocable destruction to so many folks lives that it 
must be looked at by expert non-involved developers and designers from the esthetics and 
lo~ - ange effects orrthe entire ~.astern portion of the country. 

i ' sp ctfully sub~ _d ,~ , . ; 1 '. 

\ ~ --{rCY<s·-~ 
Jam s F .. Payne r 



October 30, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W. 38·31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

James F Payne 
2929 SE Ocean Blvd. 138-03 
Stuart, FL 34996-2755 
Ph: 772·221·3195 e· JFP1386@comcast.net 

S_ub.je_c.t: All Aboard Florida 

Cedar Pointe Village Eight Association, Inc. is a community with 190 families age fifty five and older. 
Cedar Pointe is just one of many communities in this geographical area that will be adversely affected by 
the subject substantially increased train traffic. We are separated from Stuart shopping areas by the 
existing freight train tracks. This is often an inconvenience due to train traffic. The proposal to 
significantly increase this traffic with expanded freight setVice; and more specifically with high speed 
passenger trains, will create significant problems for residents in this area. 
Being separated from major shopping areas is a problem but more importantly is the necessity of reaching 
doctors and medical facilities. For example we have many military Veterans dating from WW-2 to current 
conflicts, who rely on V·A. facilities on Willoughby Blvd. Stuaft; as well as the VA Hospital facility in 
West Palm Beach. Emergency vehicles and patients access to the Martin County South Hospital facility 
can require waiting for train traffic at the various crossings in this area. 

This foolhardy plan to expedite traffic from Miami to Orlando should be looked at as the most indirect 
route imaginable. The only logical course is to parallel the Florida Turnpike which is a direct line and 
would be the only feasible solution to high speed passenger travel between those points. 
Perhaps the Federal Railroad association should look at the method that the Federal Highway engineers 
used to establish the various Interstate Highways systems. As an example; 1·95 which is the most direct 
route from north-east United States to the Southern most tip was planned to avoid adversely affecting 
communities en route. If they had followed the R.R. Association plans they would simply have widened 
US· l which would have created an eventual disaster. With real foresight for future growth it was 
determined to avoid established communities wherever possible. The result is that traffic passing down the 
east coast , including Florida, has skirted the traditional residential areas and is connected with feeder 
roads to these villages and suburban development. 

This is a plan that the Federal Railroad Administration should be considering for the benefit of all. tt 
would eliminate much of the opposition and certainly be practical and probably less expensive over a 
period of time. 

As the Administrator of Federal Railroads, I urge you to study this plan carefully and use your experience 
and good judgment to make the proper decision for the eventual successful future for this project. 

/ l . ' . . 

Rerclfu~ +-~~ 
Jame{F. Payne · , 



November 14, 2014 

I am a 67 year old second generation Miamian, my maternal Grandparents coming to 
Miami and settling in Spring Garden in 1906. They happened to have made a living on 
the Miami River in the boating industry. I would like to think that they would be proud 
of me for opposing All Aboard Florida. If not, I am proud of myself for taking a stand 
against it. 

Reasons against All Aboard Florida: 

Peaceful coastal area encroachment by railroad tracks and numerous trains making it not 
peaceful many times during the day. 

Emergency vehicles stymied by road closures by downed railroad gates. 

There is more than enough noise from the trains already using the rails. 

Wildlife being murdered due to the train being totally unnatural in their natural habitat. 

Delays to human beings trying to go about their daily lives including shopping, various 
appointments and entertainment due to 32 trains interfering by temporarily closing of 
roads. 

Decline in property value. 

A majority of humanity along the coast is against it. It is not beneficial to Treasure Coast 
residents. The boost to our economy due to jobs will be short-lived. 

All Aboard Florida is not necessary. Miami to Orlando would be better served if the 
trains run through the middle of the state of Florida where there is already the monstrous 
Turnpike. Unleash the beast out there if it has to be released. 

Please listen to the people who care about their existence on their piece of planet Earth 
which happens to be on the Treasure Coast. 

Only reason for All Aboard Florida: 

The folks affiliated with this, in my opinion, "Horrific Project" will benefit monetarily. 
Money is the crux. It is the bottom line. 

Please consider the above, for Goodness Sake. Thank you. 

Karen Parcell 
1229 S.E. Parakeet Lane 
Stuart, Florida 
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James and Maureen O'Brien 

883 SE Westminster place 

Stuart, Florida 34997 

John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

October 29, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We are strongly opposed to the proposed "All Aboard Florida" passenger train service from Miami to 

Orlando. Thirty-two high-speed trains (16 each direction) in addition to the existing freight trains is 

destructive to both the environment of Martin County and the quality of life of its citizens. We, in 

Martin County have been striving to return and or retain the natural wetlands essential to wildlife and a 

healthy water system. The rail beds, crossings, and fences necessary to accommodate 32 high-speed 

trains will mitigate those efforts. When wildlife meets a 100 mile an hour train, wildlife loses. 

Noise from the trains will be very harmful to the thousands who live along its route, regardless of 

whether train whistles sound. Their quality of life will be destroyed. Their property values will 

plummet. 

Highways and bridges will be clogged 32 plus times a day. This will happen when children are going to 

and being dismissed from school. It will happen during rush hour. It will happen during street fairs, air 

shows, festivals and all the other special activities that make Martin County special. The downtown 

Stuart shopping area will become a ghost town because no one will want to navigate "confusion corner" 

with that level of train traffic. Please consider what that will do to business in the area and tax 

revenues. 

There are really no good reasons to approve this route and this number of trains through Martin County. 

Please reject the proposal. 

Sincerely, 

Maureen O'Brien 

James F. O'Brien 





-------~---
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October 21, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 

Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

As a senior citizen with several health issues, I am writing to express my concerns about the detrimental 

effects that the All Aboard Florida project will have on public safely, especially emergency services. 

In Stuart, Florida where I live, the tracks that AAF will run on bisect the city. With the current 14 freight 

trains operating daily, there are already occasional delays for ambulances and police cars at the 

crossings, as well as for doctors trying to get to the hospital to care for patients. AAF will add 32 more 

trains, and I understand that Florida East Coast Railroad is planning to add up to 12 more freight trains 

per day. Certainly this additional rail traffic will increase the probability of emergency service delays, 

which can be deadly. 

To illustrate the problem more clearly, I have attached a copy of a letter that was sent to AAF by the CEO 

of the Martin Health System. To my knowledge, the response that was requested of AAF has not been 

received by the Martin Health System. 

I am very opposed to the AAF Plan. Please do what is in your power to stop this project. 

Sincerely, 

Richard C. Nell 

50 SE Ocean Blvd, Apt 305 

Stuart, FL 34994-2222 



October 14, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing to you to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida project as it is currently planned. 

My concerns are focused on the negative impacts that the project will have on Martin County and the 

other counties that comprise The Treasure Coast. 

The AAF project must be viewed in its entirety. The infrastructure improvements that will be made 

using RRIF loan funds will not only enable the AAF project. They will also facilitate AAF's sister company, 

Florida East Coast Railroad's (FECR), plans to increase their freight traffic from the current 14 trains to 

20 trains by 2016 and 25 by 2026. Because of the improved infrastructure, the FECR trains will be longer 

and travel faster than the current ones. 

With the 32 passenger trains operating only between the hours of SAM and 9PM daily, it is probable 

that most of the freight train operations will take place during the night. The noise and vibration caused 

by the faster and longer diesel powered trains are more noticeable, annoying and harmful when most 

residents who live near the tracks are sleeping or trying to sleep. 

The draft EIS deals almost exclusively with the environmental impacts of AAF's passenger trains, not the 

additional freight trains. It is ridiculous to believe that 57 trains per day versus the current 14 trains will 

not substantially exacerbate the traffic, public safety, noise, vibration, property values, etc., concerns 

expressed by Treasure Coast governments, businesses, emergency agencies and private citizens. 

The AAF project and FECR's freight expansion plans will collectively have a significant detrimental effect 

on the quality of life from Northern Palm Beach County to Brevard County. Although the alternative to 

use the Western tracks owned by CSX has been rejected by AAF, it should be explored further. That 

alternative may cause a reduction in the profits of AAF and FECR, but it will allow their projects to take 

place and without the serious negative impacts on Florida's Treasure Coast. 

Richard C. Nell 
50 SE Ocean Blvd, Apt 305 
Stuart, FL 34994-2222 



Nancy Neild 
12 Miramar Rd., Stuart, Fl. 34996 

October 30, 2014 

John Winkle, Transportation Industry Analyst 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave., S.E. (Rm. W38-31) 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Mr. Winkle-
With this letter, I am sending a sincere request on behalf of those of us who 
know that "All Aboard Florida" is going to cause immense problems. Therefore I 
have decided the need for my personal letter to spell out what will be the 
ultimate destruction of what our community has built and perfected in the way of 
being an inviting spot/utopia here on the East Coast of Florida to visit and 
possibly eventually reside. 

Tuesday I spoke with Mike at your offices, via telephone, wanting to know what 
your title is with the Federal Railroad Administration. I asked that question 
because after fifty plus years as a secretary it is only normal when addressing a 
letter to an organization that person would have a "title". (That did not appear 
in the Stuart News Oct. 26th, and therefore prompted my call). 

You would have to live here in order to comprehend what will happen in the 
course of a day when, and if MF, gets their way. There are twenty-seven 
crossings in Martin County. When a freight train has tied up a crossing for at 
least five to seven minutes causing backups, it then takes at least another 
twenty minutes to regain normal flow. Now MF is going to place thirty-two 
passenger trains into the mix. What is going to happen to an ambulance, a fire 
truck on their way to an emergency that would need to cross the tracks on their 
way to either respond to a fire or deliver a victim to the hospital and has 
encountered one of the 32 MF trains, or a freight train? Folks, you have 
surpassed my understanding of your intellect at how having this much traffic on 
the rails wouldn't cause deaths and destruction. 

We are also a boating community - "Sailfish Capitol of the World". 
When first residing here we contended with bridge openings to let the sailboats 
and larger yachts pass thru the waterway that connects the West Coast of 
Florida to the East. Fortunately within the last fifteen years three bridges have 
been replaced and now sailboats, yachts and those sport fisherman can travel 
without having to go thru the exercise of waiting for opening times on their 



avels. "AAF" would eliminate all that had been accomplished in moving boat 
traffic in a timely manner and creating pollution along with those vehicles waiting 
the extra time they have created in the wait to get to their destination. A 
speedy train will not eliminate nor diminish all of those pollutants/green house 
gases. 

So ... for "AAF" to come into Martin County with their thirty-two trains a day to 
transport humans to Orlando will take us back to the time forty years ago when 
we first became residents. Just long waits without benefit to anyone but the 
financially fat cats who have come up with this monstrous plan. MY personal 
take on this is; why integrate human transportation on tracks where freight 
runs? They should remain as freight only. We know that freight must continue 
to use these tracks by the FEC. NOW - instead of continuing from Palm Bch. 
north into Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River Counties take the "AAF" train 
(supported by private financially funding or whatever they can bilk out of the 
government) onto the tracks that are already in use for human travel which goes 
from somewhere in Palm Bch. County up thru Okeechobee and onto Orlando. 

I will expect a reply that is written to address what you will do for us and not 
what those supporting "AAF" will do to appease us. Hopefully, you will place 
yourself in our position and what you would do were you in the same "boat". 

Copy: The Stuart News 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

AAF _comments@vhb.com 

I 
I 

' ( 

As it is proposed, the All Aboard Flbrida project is unacceptable to the majority of 
residents in the Stuart area. Many issues are involved, especially quality of life and 
degradation of community. The impact on humans and animals is far too much with 
little or no benefits for our area. The traffic congestion, noise and vibration, marine 
issues, safety, air quality, as well as damage to the natural environment clearly 
show that it is in our best interests to revise the plans and locate it west of the 
original route. 

Respectfully yours, 

~~ 
Mary Morrow 
3799 SE Gatehouse Circle 
Apt8 
Stuart, FL 34994 

831-917-4155 

marygmorrow@gmail.com 
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Janice K. Miller 
4228 S. E. Frazier Court 

Stuart, FL 34997 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E., 
Washington, DC 20590 

October 23, 2014 

Gentlemen: 

My husband and I have lived in Stuart for more than twenty years and have seen the town 
become a lovely residential area. 

We now have a great theatre, terrific restaurants, and a thriving tourist business; with 
fairs, craft shows and music events. In addition, we have a fine hospital with many 
specialists, doctors, and dentists, etc. nearby. 

All Aboard Florida will kill our little town and the small businesses that it has generated. 
We will lose 40 parking spaces and no longer be able to get back and forth from the 
center of town without encountering delays caused by the trains. The railroad will also 
interfere with medical and fire emergencies plus the boat traffic will especially suffer 
because of the multiple bridge difficulties. 

How can you willfully ruin a lovely residential area in favor of cargo trains? We feel that 
you have been unduly influenced by the company who will most benefit from this fiasco. 

Very truly yours , 

p~thzd!v 
Janice Kirby Miller 
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Christine Mc Carthy 
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ROBERT 

October 10, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

K. MAUTZ 

Regarding: damage wrought by proposed high speed rail through coastal Florida villages 

Dear Mr. Winkle; 

Developed nations support passenger rail transport. We here in Florida appreciate the concept 
and the advantages it can provide. The proposal for a rail connection between Miami and 
Orlando may eventually prove cost effective, when secondary public transportation is available 
at each terminus. 

The proposed route to initiate improvements to the FEC freight track is simply put, in the wrong 
place. When towns like Stuart, Jupiter, Jensen Beach would have to endure the wholesale 
disruption by frequent rail traffic bisecting their communities with absolutely no benefit, no 
stops, the proposed route is folly. 

Other, vastly more suitable tracks exist west of our villages. Surely, you are aware. AMTRACK 
uses portions of these right -of-ways. 

On a personal level, I am a year round resident. My single family house is a mere five blocks 
from downtown Stuart with FEC heavy freight traffic hourly . FEC owns their right-of-way. 
Residents suffer noise and congestion due to the routing decisions made a hundred years ago. 

We support passenger rail transport. Routing through fragile coastal villages must not be 
approved. 

Thank you 

633 channel avenue stuart florida 34994 bertmautz(a)netzero.com drivingafterdark.tumblr.com 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

November 9, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

The most serious impacts from enabling the expansion and improvement of the FECR system will be not 

from the non-passenger service (for Treasure Coast residents) of AAF, but from the legally unlimited 

freight traffic that will no doubt ensue. 

Consider the following: Cumulative Traffic Impacts 

FECI/FECR has a legal right to carry an unlimited amount of freight traffic on its lines. 

FECI/FECR expects to capture a very large share of the freight traffic brought on by the Panama 

Canal expansion and related improvements to the ports of Miami and Fort Lauderdale. 

FECI has no experience in providing scheduled passenger rail service nor has it previously 
expressed an interest in providing such service. 

The increased capacity to handle freight traffic will be enabled by the AAF track and system 

improvements. 

The US DOT /FRA has an obligation to take these considerations and their impacts on the 

communities in which AAF will operate into account in making any decisions relating to loans 

and establishment of AAF operations. 

The DEIS largely ignores these impacts on coastal communities and towns as they relate to the 
potential COMBINED increase in traffic from freight and from AAF. The document takes FECl's 
representations of current train length and number of trains as fixed and immutable when the 

company has talked in the past of longer and more trains. 

The maximum utilization of the train system can be analyzed and predicted by independent 

freight and passenger railroad operations engineers and consultants. Prediction of these limits 

is necessary to evaluate the cumulative potential impacts on these communities as to their 

business, social, and environmental health. 

Impacts arising from cumulative freight and passenger traffic are at the heart of the problems 

and the opposition. Failing to investigate them would be irresponsible and taking the word of 
FECI as to their future intentions relative to freight traffic is not reasonable. The issue 

demands that FRA seek answers from independent professional sources. 



Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

There are indications that with more and longer freight trains than what was used in the DEIS, 

the average crossing closing times will be stretched to 16 - 25 minutes per hour. 

This level of traffic will tend to strangle these communities. 

HOW DOES THE FRA INTEND TO RESPOND TO THESE CONCERNS????? 

Comment Reg. # 1006 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

November 9, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

The DEIS analysis of safety issues, particularly at grade crossings, is woefully inadequate. For example consider 

the following situation: 

Crossing Safety 

In some residential areas of Martin County AAF trains will achieve speeds up to 110 miles per hour. The DEIS 

claims that an intersection (grade crossing) can be closed down in 30 seconds (not likely plausible for ALL 

intersections). At 110 mph a train will be about 1 mile away when the intersection begins to shut down. 

Let's assume for discussion and analysis that there is an accident at the next crossing creating an obstruction: 

1. How long in time and how far in distance does it take to stop this train? 

2. How long and how far does it take to stop the typical 8500 foot freight train traveling at 60 mph? 

3. What, if any, is the role of the Positive Train Control in this situation, is it just a buzz word, how does it 

work in a hazardous situation, and what will be the result if the crossing gates have actually closed 

around the obstruction? 

4. What actually stops the train? Can the train operator actually see an obstruction (car, truck, baby 

carriage, bicycle) one mile away? Can he see it at night or in all weather conditions? 

The DEIS needs to address these and other similar issues involving high speed trains at grade crossings and it 

needs to do so professionally and in-depth. Grade crossings in the numbers this system will face will 

consistently pose safety hazards. Most high speed rail systems go to considerable lengths to avoid such 

crossings. Amtrak had them all removed between Washington DC and New York City and all but 11 in one small 

waterside Connecticut County between New York City and Boston. AAF on the other hand, seems to relish the 

prospect of greater conflict at crossings, particularly with higher freight traffic. 

What is the FRA plan to address all of these issues? 

Dennis C. Lynde 

Comment Reg. # 1005 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

November 9, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The following are some of my comments and observations relative to the overall impacts of the proposed project and 

the manner in which the FRA is handling public response to the project. 

AAF Public Meeting Comments 

Imagine what would be the reaction if the DOT proposed putting an Interstate Highway through these communities. 

The effects of the increased passenger and unlimited freight traffic will do similar damage. 

The AAF trains plus the additional freight traffic enabled by AAF track system upgrades will create serious adverse 

impacts on coastal communities north of West Palm Beach. These include: 

1. Extensive delays and interference with EMS, police, and fire department calls & operations 

2. Heightened risks to safety at grade crossings for vehicles and pedestrians 

3. Increased risks to children and pedestrians at the tracks between road crossings 

4. Noise and vibration 

5. Depression of business and social activities in towns due to access restrictions and disruptions 

6. Adverse pressure on property and business values 

7. Higher taxes due to crossings maintenance and declining market values of homes & businesses 

The DEIS does not adequately examine alternatives for mitigating these problems 

The public meetings called by USDOT/FRA have the look and feel of staged sales promotions for AAF and FECI rather 

than sincere attempts at public discourse. They have been a big disappointment for citizens looking for an unbiased 

dialogue with their government authorities. 

The way these meetings have been handled calls into question how citizen comments will be received and analyzed. 

Please realize that these coastal communities have rights and that we will fight for them. If this were simply a question 

of passenger service alone, that would be a manageable problem. When the track system is upgraded it will be able to 

carry a legally unlimited amount of freight traffic as well. That prospect is a frightening one for these communities. It 

needs to be studied and evaluated by impartial and professional railroad traffic management experts. That has not 

happened and it is central to the problems we face. 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

November 9, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

The most serious impacts from enabling the expansion and improvement of the FECR system will be not 

from the non-passenger service (for Treasure Coast residents) of AAF, but from the legally unlimited 

freight traffic that will no doubt ensue. 

Consider the following: Cumulative Traffic Impacts 

FECI/FECR has a legal right to carry an unlimited amount of freight traffic on its lines. 

FECI/FECR expects to capture a very large share of the freight traffic brought on by the Panama 

Canal expansion and related improvements to the ports of Miami and Fort Lauderdale. 

FECI has no experience in providing scheduled passenger rail service nor has it previously 

expressed an interest in providing such service. 

The increased capacity to handle freight traffic will be enabled by the AAF track and system 

improvements. 

The US DOT/FRA has an obligation to take these considerations and their impacts on the 

communities in which AAF will operate into account in making any decisions relating to loans 

and establishment of AAF operations. 

The DEIS largely ignores these impacts on coastal communities and towns as they relate to the 

potential COMBINED increase in traffic from freight and from AAF. The document takes FECl's 

representations of current train length and number of trains as fixed and immutable when the 

company has talked in the past of longer and more trains. 

The maximum utilization of the train system can be analyzed and predicted by independent 

freight and passenger railroad operations engineers and consultants. Prediction of these limits 

is necessary to evaluate the cumulative potential impacts on these communities as to their 

business, social, and environmental health. 

Impacts arising from cumulative freight and passenger traffic are at the heart of the problems 

and the opposition. Failing to investigate them would be irresponsible and taking the word of 

FECI as to their future intentions relative to freight traffic is not reasonable. The issue 

demands that FRA seek answers from independent professional sources. 



Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

There are indications that with more and longer freight trains than what was used in the DEIS, 

the average crossing closing times will be stretched to 16 - 25 minutes per hour. 

This level of traffic will tend to strangle these communities. 

HOW DOES THE FRA INTEND TO RESPOND TO THESE CONCERNS????? 

Comment Reg. # 1006 



Honorable Anthony Foxx 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 34997 

Secretary, US Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington DC 20590 

Dear Secretary Foxx: 

November 9, 2014 

Re: FRA Sponsored 
Public Meetings on 
All Aboard Florida 

I am a Florida resident and taxpayer. I attended 2 public meetings sponsored by DOT/FRA on the proposed 
expansion of the Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) rail system from West Palm Beach to Orlando via the coastal 
community route. At the first meeting in West Palm Beach on 10/29 I verified with Mr. Kevin Thompson, the 
senior FRA representative, that FRA had 2 reps to meet with the public, that there was one from the Army Corps 
of Engineers, and then 27 reps from consulting organizations hired by AAF/FECI through FRA. Mostly the latter 
were talking to themselves as the room hired for the event had a total capacity of only 49. At the event held the 
next day in Martin County there were nearly a 1000 of the public in attendance, counting only those that signed 
in, which I did not do. 

Both of these meetings had the look and feel of sales promotion events in which AAF/FECI pitched their project 
under the auspices of the FRA while the public was reduced to a more or less passive role in which they could only 
respond with written or recorded comments. At one point I witnessed an AAF pitchman tell a group of attendees 
that he was being paid by FRA. When I stepped in and asked him to clarify this half-truth, that his compensation 
was really funded by AAF through the FRA, he was somewhat embarrassed. But I have no doubt that he continued 
with the same misleading presentation both before and after I left. 

To the average citizen the process seems to have been corrupted, that the FRA has become a captive of AAF/FECI 
and an enabler of its project. The process does not seem to be a demonstrably fair and evenhanded method for 
considering the commercial, social and environmental impacts of this project. It has been handled in a very one
sided fashion. And the DEIS itself is a superficial and pitiful "happy face" applied to the AAF corporate position. 

As to the process you have selected, it is apparent from my discussions with FRA and AAF representatives that 
comments from the public will be received and "processed" by the very same consultants that wrote the very 
biased DEIS. That is really putting the fox in the henhouse. What assurance is there in this approach that some 
of these comments from the public will not simply be "disappeared"? It seems to me that the FRA has lost control 
of its independent role in this matter. The whole process is deeply disturbing to me and many of my fellow citizens. 
How can we have confidence that our government representatives are looking out for our interests in this matter? 

I would appreciate having a well-considered answer to my questions from you or one of your deputies. 

rt:£ yours, a -_) 

Dennis Lyn o 
Comment Reg. # 1 03 
Cc: John Winkle, FRA 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

November 9, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The following are some of my comments and observations relative to the overall impacts of the proposed project and 

the manner in which the FRA is handling public response to the project. 

AAF Public Meeting Comments 

Imagine what would be the reaction if the DOT proposed putting an Interstate Highway through these communities. 

The effects of the increased passenger and unlimited freight traffic will do similar damage. 

The AAF trains plus the additional freight traffic enabled by AAF track system upgrades will create serious adverse 

impacts on coastal communities north of West Palm Beach. These include: 

1. Extensive delays and interference with EMS, police, and fire department calls & operations 

2. Heightened risks to safety at grade crossings for vehicles and pedestrians 

3. Increased risks to children and pedestrians at the tracks between road crossings 

4. Noise and vibration 

5. Depression of business and social activities in towns due to access restrictions and disruptions 

6. Adverse pressure on property and business values 

7. Higher taxes due to crossings maintenance and declining market values of homes & businesses 

The DEIS does not adequately examine alternatives for mitigating these problems 

The public meetings called by USDOT/FRA have the look and feel of staged sales promotions for AAF and FECI rather 

than sincere attempts at public discourse. They have been a big disappointment for citizens looking for an unbiased 

dialogue with their government authorities. 

The way these meetings have been handled calls into question how citizen comments will be received and analyzed. 

Please realize that these coastal communities have rights and that we will fight for them. If this were simply a question 

of passenger service alone, that would be a manageable problem. When the track system is upgraded it will be able to 

carry a legally unlimited amount of freight traffic as well. That prospect is a frightening one for these communities. It 

needs to be studied and evaluated by impartial and professional railroad traffic management experts. That has not 

happened and it is central to the problems we face . 

..... -· 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

November 9, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

The DEIS analysis of safety issues, particularly at grade crossings, is woefully inadequate. For example consider 

the following situation: 

Crossing Safety 

In some residential areas of Martin County AAF trains will achieve speeds up to 110 miles per hour. The DEIS 

claims that an intersection (grade crossing) can be closed down in 30 seconds (not likely plausible for ALL 

intersections). At 110 mph a train will be about 1 mile away when the intersection begins to shut down. 

Let's assume for discussion and analysis that there is an accident at the next crossing creating an obstruction: 

1. How long in time and how far in distance does it take to stop this train? 

2. How long and how far does it take to stop the typical 8500 foot freight train traveling at 60 mph? 

3. What, if any, is the role of the Positive Train Control in this situation, is it just a buzz word, how does it 

work in a hazardous situation, and what will be the result if the crossing gates have actually closed 

around the obstruction? 

4. What actually stops the train? Can the train operator actually see an obstruction (car, truck, baby 

carriage, bicycle) one mile away? Can he see it at night or in all weather conditions? 

The DEIS needs to address these and other similar issues involving high speed trains at grade crossings and it 

needs to do so professionally and in-depth. Grade crossings in the numbers this system will face will 

consistently pose safety hazards. Most high speed rail systems go to considerable lengths to avoid such 

crossings. Amtrak had them all removed between Washington DC and New York City and all but 11 in one small 

waterside Connecticut County between New York City and Boston. AAF on the other hand, seems to relish the 

prospect of greater conflict at crossings, particularly with higher freight traffic. 

What is the FRA plan to address all of these issues? 

Dennis C. Lyndo 

Comment Reg. # 1005 



Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Dennis C. Lyndon 
5070 SE Burning Tree Circle 

Stuart, Florida 33497 

October 26, 2014 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) 

For All Aboard Florida Project 

I believe that the responsibilities of the FRA do not end with the protection of flora and fauna; people 

and their communities matter just as much or more. The Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) for 
the All Aboard Florida (AAF) project has a central defect in that it fails to address, in fact largely ignores, 

the impacts on coastal communities of COMBINED passenger and freight traffic at and above current 

levels. If the issue were only AAF passenger service traffic, the problems would be manageable. BUT, 

Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) is a FREIGHT management business with major investments in the 

coming explosion in freight traffic. The expansion of the Panama Canal and growing capacity 

enhancements to the ports in Miami and Fort Lauderdale have been made in anticipation of a strong 

addition to the amount of freight coming from the south of Florida. 

The AAF improvements to the FECI coastal corridor system will allow the company to add a legally 

unlimited amount of freight traffic to new lines running through our communities. The DEIS completely 

and conveniently ignores the potential strangulation caused by this high level of traffic on the coastal 

communities between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, Florida. The DEIS analysis of grade crossing times 

and levels of service is quite superficial. It ignores the potential increased crossing closures and delays 

from additional freight traffic with more and longer trains. For example, if only 2 freight trains per hour 

of up to 14,000 feet in length (based on previous projections from FECI) and two AAF passenger trains 

utilize a typical grade crossing, the closure times expand to+/- 16 minutes per hour. Under certain 

circumstances at intersections in Stuart and Tequesta, these times could stretch to 25 minutes per hour. 

This sort of repeated and consistent closure of community arteries will eventually lead to the failure of 
these communities and should not be tolerated under any circumstances. Certainly this threat needs to 

be studied, understood and, if necessary, regulated. Nobody in his right mind would entertain running 

an interstate highway through the middle of these communities, but FECI is attempting to achieve the 

same effect with its railroad expansions. The profits of Fortress Investments do not trump the safety 

and viability of these coastal communities. It is time for responsible leadership in government (state 

and federal) to take a serious look at moving this traffic to the west. 

We hope you and your colleagues in the US Department of Transportation will join us in achieving this 

more attractive and appropriate result. 



All Aboard Florida Project 
[J:,q; .· .John Winkle . :. / .... · .. , ; .. · _j 

Dear Mister Winkle. I am writing you in protest of the All Aboard Florida Project. This 
project will disrupt life in town in Florida that has no benefit for the populations of small 
businesses along this route. The traffic as it stands now interrupts traffic flow that, at 
times, is infuriating Additional trains along this route will cause unnecessary delays. The 
business owners who invest in the small towns will be forced to limit hours due to lack of 
business or completely shut down. I live in Stuart, Florida and know first hand how 
businesses will suffer from this project. 
I understand that the funds for this project may have more funding from the All Aboard 
.rlorida project. They does not change the fact it will do irreparab ie harm to not only the 
business but also the citizens that enjoy the small town atmosphere. Downtown Stuart is a 
great town to shop and dine . It would be devastating for all other towns if this project 
goes through as planned. 

I would appreciate you listening to my thoughts of myself and fellow citizens in this 
matter. 

It would be refreshing to find that the citizens are listened to instead of the money 
talking . 

John Lynch-
Sincerely ~ ~~ 





John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Admininstration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Regarding the disastrous plan of All Aboard Florida/Fortress Investment Group creating a route 
from Miami to Orlando all along the heavily populated Treasure Coast of Florida: SAFETY, 
SAFETY, SAFETY, is of utmost concern! These additional tracks and trains will simply endanger 
all persons and wildlife who live along this corridor. Adding these passenger and freight trains, 
without numerous mitigating flyovers and/or tunnels, will endanger and ruin the lifestyle of 
residents; first responders will not be able to efficiently respond; those people who need to 
cross the tracks daily, several times a day, either for work or school will be subjected to hazards 
posed by this project. Although a more western route may be more costly for AAF, it is the 
ONLY sensible route and will benefit AAF and residents in the long run. The route would be 
shorter, with less danger and disruption; it would benefit the sparsely populated area, creating 
jobs and services there, and would avoid the disasters that would inevitably occur with the 
planned eastern route; there is more land there for the double tracks that will be needed; AAF 
would not need to spend monies for quiet zones; trains carrying hazardous materials would not 
enter populated areas. PUBLIC SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES SHOULD TRUMP 
PROFIT!!!! OVER A MILLION PEOPLE IN MARTIN, ST IUCIE AND INDIAN RIVER COUNTIES WILL BE 
NEGATIVELY IMPACTED BY THIS DANGEROUS PROJECT. PLEASE MOVE THE TRACKS OUT WEST! 

Donna Long 
5885 SE General Lee Terrace 
Stuart, FL 34997 
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Mrs. Lillian K Lockwood 
4560 SE Glenridge Tri 
Stuart , FL 34997 
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Darlene M. Lee 
275 NW Flagler Avenue, 7-402 
Stuart, FL 34994 

November 19, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and the Secretary/Treasurer of the Harborage Yacht Club 
#7 Condominium Association. The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated 
on the east side of the Florida East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 
feet apart between Fern Street and Alice Avenue. Our nine condominium buildings are a 
scant 79 feet from the tracks. We will be irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) 
Intercity Passenger Rail Project unless current plans are amended to require realignment of 
the rail tracks west of 1-95. If, as most Treasure Coast residents suspect, this proposal has 
already been rejected, the Federal Railroad Administration should require AAF to make all 
crossings within the City of Stuart safe and quiet. 

I have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and believe 
it falls far short in its analysis of Martin County and the City of Stuart. 

I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community's concerns with respect to 
crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and disruption 
of marine navigation by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 100 years old. I 
believe DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge. 
Marine Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private 
docks were under counted. 

The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920's. The track segment through downtown Stuart is 
the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more than 
threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely impact 
neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased bridge 
openings on automobile traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS -the Report only 
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evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. 
Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south of the City were not evaluated. On 
a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern Street and Alice 
Avenue crossings blocked ingress and egress for over an hour. 

The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents of 
all ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for trains 
measurably undermine our emergency response times; increased train whistles and 
vibrations will degrade our quality of life and make our property virtually unsaleable. AAF 
should move to and share the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to 
Orlando. At the very least, safety and quiet zones should be required for Fern Street and 
Alice Avenue. Federal highway sound barriers would be required for far less densely 
populated areas. 

Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately 

degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. If it is going to happen, let it be private 
money and private guarantees. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 



11/17/14 

Lionel & Cynthia Lamoureux 

1321 SE Brewster Pl 

Stuart Fl. 34997 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We would both like to go on record to tell you that the All Aboard High Speed train proposed to go from 

Orlando to Miami sixteen times a day thru Stuart would be a terrible mistake. 

It will be extremely dangerous and will certainly cause numerous injuries. 

It will cause traffic nightmares. 

It will make it difficult for emergency services to get to the hospital. 

It will cause numerous other problems which I am sure you have been made aware of. 

Please do whatever you can to prevent this project from going forward. 

Thank you. 

~'J~ 
Lionel Lamoureux Cynthia Lamoureux 
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December 01, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590. 

Re: AAF Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Winkler: 

I'm writing to specifically comment on habitat impacts and wildlife impacts of the Draft AAF 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) The EIS is rather incomplete in its identification of both plant and 

animal species that are associated with the project area and in many cases, is limited to, and identified 

as, desktop review. The values of local knowledge and field verification have been completely dismissed. 

The EIS is nothing more than a complication agency data and cursory review. A project of this magnitude 

deserves the devotion of time and resources to allow for adequate review of potential impacts. 

Additional concerns lay in the lack of attention to the true impacts on native habitats and wildlife. Little 

attention is paid to fragmentation of habitats, wildlife corridors, or disruption of critical flyways. The 

proposed project travels through numerous preserves, parks, and sanctuaries. The "edge effect" of 

expanding the corridor can have significant detrimental impacts to native habitats by the introduction of 

adventitious non-native plant species that commonly colonize these areas. 

Another major area of concern are the impacts associated with traveling thought State and Federal 

Parks and Preserves, especially areas adjacent to the Savannas State Preserve, and those areas where 

the project bisects the Hobe Sound Wildlife Refuge and Johnathon Dickenson State Park. These areas 

represent the last vestiges of a once expansive Scrub Community, home to countless listed and endemic 

species including the only Florida endemic bird species, the Florida Scrub Jay. These areas are managed 

with fire to maintain the scrub jays preferred nesting height of 1 to 3 m. These are low-flying birds often 

swooping from the nest to access acorns in open areas of the scrub ... a recipe for disaster when you add 

high speed rail traffic. This is only one example of many incidences that can occur and have a potential 

to be adversely impacted by this project 

P.O. Box 2596 Stuart, FL 34995 phone: 772.647.9076 

~ 

www.TreasuredLands.org 



There are inadequate data on the potential for wildlife mortality associated with the increase in train 

speeds, and traffic. Simply identifying the presence of a species does not protect that species and the EIS 

does little to address protection or preservation. 

I urge you to consider convening a team of independent experts who will properly address and assess 

the impacts to our native environs and wildlife before this project is allowed to move forward. As an 

ecologist with over 30 years of experience in South Florida I will gladly volunteer my time to this cause. 

&C~~~ 
Charles W. Barrowclough, Executive Director 

Treasured Lands Foundation 

P.O. Box 2596 

Stuart, FL 34995 
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Mr. John Winkle, FRA 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-3 l l 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Robert W.D. Snyder 
5660 Winged Foot Drive 

Stuart, Florida 34997-8642 

November 1, 2014 

AAF will cause irreparable harm to the Treasure Coast. The FRA must reject the RRIF 
loan request. When the railroad first came to the east coast of Florida, it was nearly 
uninhabited. Now, on the Treasure Coast alone we number over 600,000. The railroad 
already has a substantial negative impact on our quality of life. What we must not have 
imposed on us is three times as many freight and passenger trains further disrupting our 
lives. Nine factors stand out: 

·, 
Safety - Unlike Amtrak where there are almost no grade.crossiq.gs, there are hundreds 
along the proposed route. Although some pedestrian safeguards are proposed at 
crossings, over 99% of the route will not be fenced. Quiet Zones and/or Sealed Corridors 
will only work at crossings. Multiple fatalities caused by trains speeding at up to 125 
mph are inevitable. 

Emergenc:y Vehicles - Ambulances, police cars,, fire engines and other vitally important 
traffic will be significantly delayed. The projections in the DEIS are totally unrealistic. 
Because of this and other reasons, municipal governments and both the Jupiter and 
Martin Memorial hospitals publicly oppose AAF. 

Civilian Vehicle Traffic Delays - Three times as many trains, including 14,000 foot 
freight trains lumbering along, will cause an intolerable increase in delays at all railroad 
crossings, the sum of which will be several hours per day. 

Noise and Vibration - We should not have to tolerate three times as much noise and 
vibration. Not only is it dangerous to humans, it will accelerate structural damage and 
further disrupt our wildlife ecological system. 

Civic Disruption - In Martin County alone there are four thriving downtown areas where 
small and moderate sized businesses, government entities and cultural activities would be 
profoundly affected. Pedestrian and vehicular access to these areas will be dismpted by 
many more long delays at railroad crossings, not to mention much more noise and 



vibration, all of which will make the areas much less viable. As a society, we must not 
create, either knowingly or unwittingly, more derelict downtown community areas. 

Property Values - It's a well established fact that property values will decrease 
dramatically along the railroad right-of-way and along the inland waterways. According 
to reliable sources, it's already started to happen, all because of the railroad's plans. Low 
income and minority citizens living close to the tracks will be especially profoundly 
affected. 

Property Taxes - will increase for two reasons: the decreased tax base due lower 
property values and the substantial increased cost to maintain road crossings. 

Marine Traffic and Bridges - The delays due to more rail traffic are grossly 
misrepresented in the DEIS. You will soon be provided a truly independent study of the 
damage AAF and FECR would cause. 

Financial Viability - Governor Scott and other officials claim AAF is a private business 
proposal. Those statements are blatantly false! The RRIF loan, if granted, would be an 
unwarranted publicly subsidy, if only because the interest rate discount AAF and FECR 
would receive. Since it would be a public subsidy, we certainly should have access to 
and be able to comment on the financial projections and proposed collateral for the loan. 
Even without financial data to review, we doubt whether the project is viable. In that 
respect, we have expert corroboration. The loans that FECR and AAF have already taken 
out are rated as JUNK. That shows how the private financial sector rates the project. 

In summary, this project is a travesty that would significantly diminish the quality of life 
of over 600,000 Treasure Coast residents. Publicly subsidized mass transit is fine in 
densely-populated areas and must be supported where it is warranted. From densely
populated south Palm Beach County to Miami, it may make sense. But, long distance 
passenger rail all over the world loses money. Amtrak is just one example. Reject the 
loan proposal! By doing so the Treasure Coast would continue to be a wonderful, 
thriving and safe place to live. 
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November 9, 2014 

John Winkle, Transportation Industry Analyst 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 
Re: No to Big Choo Choo 

I am writing to you regarding All Aboard Florida with compassion and a heartfelt desire to hold up the 
standards of our beautiful coastal towns and the wonderful town I live in, Stuart Florida. 

The beautifully scenic eastern coastal towns being affected by All Aboard Florida (fast rail) are crying over the 
prospect of this economic and ecological disaster. Specifically our town, Stuart, will not be financially benefited 
only harmed if All Aboard Florida comes to our coast via the suggested route. 

The existing Stuart rail is already constantly in use without any publically known schedule. The closings 
already have been known to stop boating traffic for more than an hour challenging schedules and more 
il'll.fX)rtantly any emergency issues. If AAF is allowed to run more trains causing more closings it will ruin our 

·ng recreation and emergency response, our real estate values will be affected as well as our peaceful 
downtown. As you know, this existing rail runs smack through our beautiful downtown among already much 
congested auto traffic known as a great confusion traffic jumble and most importantly pedestrians, the towns 
people. Our suggested solution is to NOT use existing tracks which were lain so many years ago when traffic 
and pediatricians were not an issue. 

Where the idea of a fast rail coming from Orlando to Miami might be a good one to some, having to go through 
our small coastal towns is not an option. For their financial gain, let them build a railroad in a less congested 
waterway and roadway area. 

A reminder .... ! know you know ... 
Here is a brief rail history of Stuart http://www.stuartmartinchamber.org/our areas history.asp 
Here is a brief rail history of Jupiter 
http://www.jupiter.fl.us/DocumentCenterNiew/1927 

As you read the history, you will understand the birth of these railways. Auto traffic and pedestrians was not 
their concern, their goal was commerce! Read Flagler! 

Here is a running commentary of letters and info sent in concern of FECI All Aboard Florida. It contains a lot of 
info and is in very small print, I read enough to rile my feathers ... 
http://www.tcrpc. erg/special projects/ AAF /AAF4. html 

Thank you in advance for finding an alternative route and saving our coastal town. 

Veryconcerned, ~ ~ 
Debra 

Debra Skowron 
1600 SE St. Lucie Blvd 1060 
Stuart, FL 34996 
772-342-2897 



Elizabeth Skiles 
2134 NW Alice Avenue 
Stuart, FL 34994 
November 19, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey A venue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

After much thought and review of the many opinions, facts and so-called "facts", I have 
not been able to find one solid reason for supporting the plans of the FECI to expand the 
rail system through the Treasure Coast in southeastern Florida. It makes no sense to 
impact the citizenry for a gamble that has little chance and to place an inordinate burden 
on the taxpayers. 

The environmental impact statement that was released by the FECI's All Aboard Florida 
does not adequately address the harm that WILL be done to many of the areas which this 
proposed increase in rail traffic will affect, especially areas such as, but not limited to, the 
Savannahs and Jonathan Dickenson State Park. These areas are but two of the few 
remaining which provide a natural protection not only for the wildlife but to the Estuaries 
so important to our area. The emissions of the delay in traffic, for one, have not even 
been included let alone adequately addressed in the EIS. It is curious, too, that this 
environmental impact review was conducted by the entity that has its own interest in the 
outcome. That in itself is cause for alarm. 

The Treasure Coast is an area that relies heavily on its tourist revenue. I would hasten to 
say that few tourists at this point are aware of the plans for this rail project. If it should 
come to :fruition, I think it can be guaranteed that there will not only be a hue and cry but 
a significant loss in the tourist industry. Getting to and from many of the beaches will be 
a difficult process and that is a most important destination for tourists. The downtown 
areas of the small but VERY important towns will experience a loss to their ability to 
survive as many potential customers will not want to deal with the increase in the 
closings at the many crossings nor with the traffic concerns that will become problematic 
if not outright dangerous due to these closings. The negative impact, too, on the safety of 
our citizens and on time considerations for our emergency vehicles is of great concern 
here where we have the highest percentage of citizens 65 or older. 

Apart of the tourist industry, but an enormously important industry unto itself, is the 
marine industry. My words cannot convey the negative impact that this rail project will 
certainly have on this industry. The requirements for the bridge openings will cause undo 
harm not only in the perception but in the factual increase in the dangers of boats being 



Mr. John Winkle 
November 19, 2014 
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amassed awaiting passage. A video provided by All Aboard Florida attempted to show 
how minimal it would be but failed miserably as it misrepresented the passage of boats 
through the Old Roosevelt Bridge in Stuart, FL, by showing two boats passing abreast. 
That is not feasible and any mariner will tell you the dangers of attempting such passage 
through a relatively narrow opening and with the existing currents. The representation by 
All Aboard Florida was, simply put, fraudulent. 

Having had the excitement and pleasure of taking the train in the late forties and fifties 
from Providence, RI to my grandparents in Miami, FL, I was, at the initial hearing of an 
improvement in rail service, excited. It is a "romantic" notion. But I assumed it was an 
improvement in the AMTRAK service. As the information filtered out, I realized that 
this was nothing more than smoking mirrors, hoping that the "romance" of rail travel 
would allow FECI to pull a fast one utilizing public funds. The FECI/ All Aboard Florida 
has even played upon that by invoking Henry Flagler. Sir, they are no Henry Flagler. 
Yes, money to be made was a driving force behind his enterprises, as well it should be, 
but not on the backs of the general public. And the FEC of Henry Flagler is not today's 
FEC in any way, shape, or form. As I'm sure you know, it is now a holding of Fortress 
Investment Group LLC and, too, I am sure you know its lineage and progressions better 
than I. 

In closing I urge you to reject any funding of this project be it labeled a "loan", a grant, 
incentive or "Private Activity Bonds". This project to date has not been transparent and 
all information provided by FECUAll Aboard Florida has been skewed and developed by 
and for its own use. Allowing this at the cost of the entire Treasure Coast and the other 
coastal areas affected and, ultimately, to all taxpayers is wrong. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth Skiles 



.. £~ WhvHu-___ s1&e71y . 
--- . --. - n ~ - · :J-,-· ······· II JI F: ;, -----r., ,.;/;;;,; r --~- --··-·--··-·------ ~: -.. -· - --~~ --'-· ---Ir It . - ./lff~ ~----- ~- . . . .,..,. 

=~~ :-..... · ... ··•·· •: . . .. ~·57 Jf - ·---~----- ---·-·--·---------·----------~~=-~-~==-~= 
···.· ···· --$il:iiZz~7iJ:'--~ Uriii,ZZJJ~ ;&;~-. 

· - ------~,,~t......A·~ ··· - ·- 1s ----------~-=-... ---~~'-~~ -~ ~ -;' -- --------
. .. ··- .· cl;; ~hJ.A,KrF'7llZtiiu :~ ·---·-
. . . . - . . . - -- . . /IJJ~~ -------
···· .. --: ·~ lkJf¥3·j ~~te · ~ ..... · .... -=--·----:::.: .... ~--··-·· 
-• ··=-·--.~ · 0J1Le.c::r~~,,,~ 

- .•... ~---~--:- ~~ . -· ··· ··· . - ···- = ···---····-----------... ·· .· .. _____ . -----. --. - . - --~~/~---4 --~~ ·--·-

- ....•. ·.:.·~·-· ·.-~ ·· ... ~ ··_..... ..... {~~~~ 
-- -·· . - .. -·-~~t2_ 2J,r-_#~ .. ----------·-

- ... - - -· .. -- ------··-- ·------------~--·. ··--·· ··---------------------· --·--· ·-~,---~·-·-- . ...... .•. . 

· 7, l AJ.. J~ x~ -- ·c:::s_.,n,; n 1) =1-.~ ...-_1;, ·JJ. · ~---:;;-/: •CJt····--------
- .. ________ y__~_l'1/rfa---~~ --~~ - JL~ -----__ . __ /J/jfl£/ _eaz _zz~ ---
·-· _ ----~ -----~ ______ /V;;J~~ tfW?sT- Et4'T!d. ~ ~~ 

_·· c~J~ -~~~ 
- -- · -'--- -fllti-iiu-F~s:r ~ --~ -~ ~-~ -- ·······-···----------

···· ·· · · ·· ·· -w~sr --------· A ,, _:;;; -:: )--/_ - - -- --- -- , 
-··-·· - -___ {( ~~-------- ~ ': ____ '.:__~~~-/ ~ - - ~ -

··· -----·-··· -------- ----- --------·---------···--------- - -· - . . - - ------------···-···-·---- . --··- .. ··-------------------·---·-·---·-·--

.. - -- ~--.-- .. _--------------- -· .. . . - .. ···- ·-: -- ~ -----

.. .. -·· -.. ",I.·~:-.-~--: = ~- . ·.... . .... .. . .... ~I ifk:s1ii.i! . = 



November 15, 2014 

Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S E 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

< 

Re: Please STOP All Aboard Florida 

We believe th'at the high speed' rail p,roject proposed for the east coast of South Florida is a serious 
: . - .. \ . . . 'l' .•~ • I 

mistake. It will pose a major threat to our quality of life. It will have a major detrimental effect on 
public health, safety and security . It will create a negative impact on emergency vehicles, patients and 
physicians traveling to our community hospitals . Our security personnel will have the same challenges. 
Furthermore, it will cause monumental marine traffic issues which is unacceptable to our residents as 
well as those involved in the marine industry. 

And finally, there are presently two significant rail systems in Florida and BOTH ARE LOSING MONEY 
AND ARE BEING SUBSIDIZED. THEREFORE, WE HAVE NO REASON TO BELIEVE THAT THE AAF PROJECT 
WILL BE SUCCESSFUL! Taxpayers do not want to be on the hook for this ludicrous scheme. 

WE BELIEVE THAT AAF IS ONE OF THE GREATEST THREATS TO OUR QUALITY OF LIFE IN MARTIN 
COUNTY. Please do your job and take action against it immediately! 

Sincerely, 

~.~ y1Ylp .~')J~rcl~ 
Dr. and Mrs. Theodore Schwartz and Family 

~ ~ r ! t; : , I, 

I',: 

·,,':'.! · . JI . ·'I 

. ~--- r 

Dr . Theodore S. Sch wartz 
70 N Sewalls Point Rd 
Stuart, FL- 34996 
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October 29, 2014 

John Winkie 

LEIGH AND LOIS SCHMALZ 
6497 S.E. BAL TUSROL TERRACE 

STUART, FLORIDA 34997 
772-288-5054 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear John, 

I am writing regarding our opposition to All Aboard Florida. We live in the Mariner Sands 
community of 770 homes in Stuart, FL. where the current railroad is within 100 yards of the rear 
property line of Mariner Sands. Our home is 4-500 yards from the train tracks and we currently 
hear the significant noise of the 20-25 freight trains daily. If the number of daily trains were to 
increase to over 50 trains, the noise level would be constant and unbearable. 

Currently our home is for sale with very few "lookers" over the past 6 months ...... All Aboard 
Florida issue has had a detrimental effect on property values in our community and potential sales 
generally. We plan to stay in Mariner Sands and hopefully to downsize ..... we cannot afford to 
give our home away however. 

Noise problems and depressed property values are just some of the problems facing us and 
Florida's Treasure Coast population. There is absolutely no benefit for All Aboard Florida to the 
communities north of West Palm Beach ...... only a negative impact as follows: delays in 
emergency response; severe traffic congestion; safety issues; problems for local businesses; 
prospect for higher taxes and marine disruption. 

The most logical answer to resolve the many issues confronting All Aboard Florida along 
Florida's Treasure Coast is to run these commuter trains (and expected added freight trains) on 
existing tracks inland from the tracks in question. Ifwe are to believe climate change could 
render the coastal areas of Florida under water within the next 40-50 years, does it not make sense 
to plan for the future and begin developing more inland area of Florida through an expanded 
railroad system. 

Further, if All Aboard Florida succeeds in adding 32 commuter trains, and in the long term more 
freight trains, to the existing tracks along the East Coast of Florida, sound barriers constructed 
adjacent to the Mariner Sands property line in close proximity to the existing tracks must be 
required. 

Sincerely, 
/ 

4 y:'~ 
( f'~ 

an~ Leigh Schmalz 



MARGOT SCHLEGEL · 5527 NE GULFSTREAM WAY· STUART , FL 34496 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

The Rev. Henry C. Ruschmeyer 
2929 S.E. Ocean Blvd., Apt. M9 
Stuart, Florida 34996-2782 

1200 New Jersey Ave., Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

October 10, 2014 

The proposed All Aboard Florida train service from Orlando to Miami in Florida is of concern 
to me as a resident in Stuart, Martin County, Florida. Thirty-two additional trains a day, 
without any stops between Orlando and West Palm Beach, has been suggested in addition to the 
present six freight trains already passing through Martin County every twenty-four hour 
period. Small communities like Stuart and Jensen Beach, among others north and south of 
here, would be subjected to many more traffic stops at railroad crossings caused by high 
speed trains in both directions. Additional train noise would also be a consequence of this 
proposed new passenger train service, perhaps very appealing to domestic and foreign tourists 
in Florida but not to local, year round residents like myself. 

My suggestion would be a different route for All Aboard Florida further west of the coast 
occuppied by Indian River, St. Lucie, and Martin Counties where I understand there already is a 
set of tracks currently in use from Orlando to West Palm Beach. I am sure you know of this 
alternative route away from our coastline and communities. Such a train route, going through 
mostly undeveloped countryside, would seem to make more sense for all involved, especially 
those of us potentially, adversely effected by this new, proposed service. 

Please let me know what your own opinions are about this important matter. Thank you for 
taking the time to read my letter as well as for your due consideration of its contents. 

Yours sincerely, 

-1-
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RIVERWATCH 
MARINA AND BOATYARD 

December 1, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 
Federal Railroad Administration 
SE Room W38-311 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle , 

All Aboard Florida's proposed high-speed passenger train service from Miami to 
Orlando will in its current form, have an economically devastating impact on the South 
Florida Marine Industry and waterfront residents. · 

My family owns and operates a 400-vessel marina and boatyard located on the South 
Fork of the St. Lucie River in Martin County. I am also a board member with the Marine 
Industry Association of the Treasure Coast, an industry trade group that promotes 
boating and waterfront activities on the Central Florida east coast. 

We have 18 commercial marinas and thousands of waterfront residents that operate 
west of the FEC railroad trestle on the St. Lucie River. There are thousands of others 
living in the southern counties that will be equally impacted. AAF 's proposed schedule 
will effectively block marine navigation at the St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee River, and 
New River crossings . 

The information provided to you regarding marine navigation through train bridges by 
AAF's consultant is so grossly flawed that it is defies analysis. Marine traffic was based 
on the slowest navigation period of the year. The data did not take into account peak 
weekend traffic in the summer months which approaches 500 daily trips vs. the DEIS 
which under estimates traffic by 83%. The model in the DEIS also assumes unrealistic 
and unpro'ven bridge cycle times which vastly underestimates the amount of time the 
bridge will b~ closed. The bridged operating models in the DEIS are wrong , your staff 
needs to investigate and study the data for accuracy before your decision can be 
concluded! 

RIVERWATCH MARINE L.L.C. • 200 s.w. Monterey Road • Stuart, Florida 34994 • 772-286-3456 • Fax 772-286-0722 



MARINA AND BOATYARD 

Look at the facts, the Jupiter Inlet Navigation District recorded average vessel waiting 
times for the Loxahatchee Bridge of 20 minutes during the month of March 2014 . Two 
passenger trains scheduled hourly would close the bridge for 40 minutes, when a freight 
train is added to the traffic mix the bridge will be effectively closed the full hour and into 
the next. This will devastate the South Florida Marine Industry! 

Our industry group met with officials from All Aboard Florida to discuss their planned 
service. AAF's President, Michael Reineinger refused to recognize the enormous 
financial impact to our industry and offered little evidence that would support their ability 
to mitigate the impact to our industry. 

Solutions are readily available and economically feasible . The DEIS explored some 
alternative train routes but missed the most promising option. AAF could detour 25 
miles northwest of West Palm Beach along Beeline Highway using the CSX rail, and 
then use their FEC track in Indiantown to once again proceed northeast to Fort Pierce. 
The higher speed attained in the rural area would offset any extra distance traveled to 
keep the overall travel time reasonable. The track already exists . If AAF insisted on 
using their own track, a right of way could be granted allowing them to connect. This 
route would eliminate all of the problems associated with marine navigation from West 
Palm Beach to Ft. Pierce. This option was ignored or omitted by the DEIS and needs to 
be investigated by your staff. 

I am asking the Federal Railroad Administration to investigate the accuracy of the DEIS 
and recognize the devastating impact to Martin County residents and marine navigation 
on our rivers. At this time I am asking you to withhold funding to All Aboard Florida for 
their planned passenger rail plan. When the FRA and AAF acknowledges the 
consequences of the passenger rail plan then we can work together to build a solution 
that works for everyone. 

Sincerely, 

r,,)~;S~ 
/I ~;lliam Biggs 

Riverwatch Marina & Boatyard 

RIVERWATCH MARINE L.L.C. • 200 s.w. Monterey Road • Stuart, Florida 34994 • 772-286-3456 • Fax 772-286-0722 



John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Joan M. Rivas 
2186 NW Plumbago Trail 

Stuart, FL 34994 

October 13, 2014 

As a recreational boater and resident of Stuart I am concerned about the negative 
effects the additional trains proposed by All Aboard would have on the community I love. 
Stuart has a quaint small downtown which will be ruined by adding a second track. Since the 
bridge over the St. Lucie River has a single track and is so close to downtown where would 
these trains have to wait to cross that bridge? As for the boating I live on the North Fork of the 
river and have to wait for that bridge to continue to the inlet for fishing . To accommodate 
these trains that bridge will be closed more often. Additionally, the age of this bridge must be 
considered and the affect this amount of cycles will have on its reliability. I have personally had 
to wait over 2 hours for the bridge to open. 

The All Aboard train proposal would have significant detrimental effects for the 
navigation on the St Lucie River due to the additional openings of the railroad bridge . It poses 
additional Safety risk due to additional traffic in a tidal zone and the inability for first 
responders to access and navigate to the Martin Hospital. Please consider all the ramifications 
associated with this proposal and act in our best interests. 

On a personal note I am hoping you get a chance to see for yourself Stuart & all the 
other small towns affected by these additional trains along this route. 

~~~ 
Joan M. Rivas 



November 5,2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

After reading the EIS section re ridership, I concluded that the 

AAF number of potential riders were all made up from the surveys 
made by a company hired by them 1 

The only figure that was supported factually was the census figure 
that 5.6 million people live in SOUTHERN Florida and 2.5 million in 

central Florida. They seem to have combined these two figures to 
come up with their stated 9 million along the rail corridor. The 
error 

is that the census figure is for Southern Florida and we are in 

Southeast Florida - the Western half is more heavily populated than 

the East Coast. 

I do not believe they could possibility attract the 9000 riders a 

day that they hope for. Between Orlando and South Florida, there 
are 

already 2 trains a day plus 30 flights a day plus 20 bus trips daily. 

This railroad would be bankrupt and defaulting on their loans 

in a few years. 

Mrs. William B. Ritter 

(p Co 0 6 :SE Lt) r uisc:& f-co t J) r-

0 f u..a>t f F\ I 3'-t'1Cf'7 

Very truly yours, 



Page 1 of 1 

To: AAF 

We live approximately 1/4 mile east of the tracks in Stuart off Cove Road. We experience the noise and 
vibrations from the current rail operation. While not enjoyable, the frequency of operation and the operating 
speed of current trains are livable. However, with AAF, the frequency and speed make AAF a terrible 
combination that will badly affect our lifestyle, property values, health and, most importantly, our safety. 

There is zero benefit to the Treasure Coast from' AAF . All one has to do is follow the trains now speeding 
through these areas (and there are 78 crossings) . It would be devastating to the Treasure Coast. If you want 
to build something worth your effort and money, move the project to follow alongside 1-95/Florida Turnpike and 
make it a two way , electric driver operation with more stops to service all areas. Also, why stop at Orlando? You 
could continue up the East Coast to Boston, stopping at all major cities in between . The Japanese have 
engineered this some time ago !! 

We will join with all area residents opposing AAF and will not stop unit! we stop AAF as it is now planned . 

Dean and Caren Rasmussen 
4920 SE Hanson Circle 
Stuart, FL 34997 

Thursday, October 30, 2014 AOL: Avikinglady 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project -

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S; Department 
of Transportotl,on 

Federal Railroad 
Administratio n 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Pag e/P0672 ) . . 
- , l· 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comment s@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name DA-v ,h /h)>~ 5 

Address 
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email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 

th~IS is available _ 
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HUGH G OLDACH 
2150 INDIAN CREEK BLVD E 

APTB314 

John Winkler 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue se 
Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkler: 

VERO BEACH FL 32966 

I am in support of passenger rail service. But, not along the small towns on the East Coast of 
Florida. The proposed All Aboard Florida system of running passenger trains through the local 
communities will be a detriment to those of us who live on the Treasure Coast of Florida. 

I cannot imagine the disruption caused by thirty-two trains a day running through our community at 
excessive speeds or even at slower speed! These trains will be a hazard to local traffic up and 
down the specified route. Boat traffic will be interrupted at the rail crossings over the Indian River 
and other bridges along the route. 

I welcome a rail station at the Orlando Airport if it were connected to an inland rail route, but not 
the coastal route proposed by All Aboard Florida. 

I would not support AAF, even if there were local stops in our county. The proposed high-speed rail 
traffic through downtown communities will create hardships for local residents and businesses. 
Passenger service would be supported if the commuter lines were running in the vicinity of the 
Florida turnpike. 

One further note on the released study by the federal government. How can anyone support a 
biased report paid for by FEC that was supposed to be impartially prepared by the Federal Railroad 
Administration. 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38311 

Washington, DC 20590 11/1/14 

Dear Sir, 

I write with regard to the proposed high speed commuter service between Miami and Orlando. 

As the owner of residential property along the route (Lighthouse Cove Condominiums, 

Tequesta), I want to register my opposition to the proposal for the following reasons: 1. 

Increased train traffic of the magnitude being envisioned along the corridor that runs through 

Tequesta and Jupiter will definitely jeopardize safety. Emergency response will be impeded by 

frequent trains. Also, street traffic will be congested as cars wait for trains, thus making it more 

difficult for fire trucks, police vehicles and ambulances to make their way to destinations. 

Pedestrians and bicyclists as well as those driving cars will face significant challenges to their 

safety by virtue of trains that will block major arteries many times during the day and night. 2. 

The noise of frequent trains will most definitely have a negative effect on those who live or do 

business in places near the train tracks. Our property is located at 278 Village Blvd in Tequesta 

in an area where there are many homes and small businesses. A significant increase in train 

traffic will make living and doing business there unpleasant and undesirable. 

I sincerely hope that you consider alternative routes for the proposed commuter service that 

will not disrupt and disturb life in communities like Tequesta and Jupiter. I urge you to 

reconsider and abandon the current proposal, for the sake of all who would be so negatively 

impacted should it be approved. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

/~ncerely, _ 

(~i~ 

(jjsteigenga@gmail.com) 
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Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Departm ent 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Adminish'ation 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment : 

1) Written comments may be subm itted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washingt on, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 
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October 29, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We own a condo at 278 Village Blvd. in Tequesta, Florida. We have spent the past 4 winters there. We 
chose Tequesta because it is a small town and is generally quiet and safe. I understand that there is a 
proposal to start a high speed commuter service (All Aboard Railroad) between Orlando and Miami. The 
plan is to start with 32 high speed trains per day and increase the number of freight trains from 7 to 20. 
The tracks are one block from our complex and would cut us off from police and fire protection for many 
hours of the day. It would also create a problem for emergency medical care. The increase in noise would 
make the area very uncomfortable to live in. I assume that these would not be electric trains. 

Ten miles West of Tequesta is land that is largely vacant of houses. I would think that tracks in that area 
would make more sense. I feel that the present proposal would have a negative economic impact on the 
communities that are along the route. I know that we would certainly start looking to re-locate if we could 
possibly sell our condo. 

I would like you to know that we are vehemently opposed to this proposal. 

~-~ /} Z,/),J ~ 
V James . ynard 

.J 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Nicole Hodel 

10957 SE Harken Ter 

Tequesta, FL 33469 

DANA GOWARD'S COMMENTS ON ST. LUCIE BRIDGE TO USCG on behalf of CARE regarding Port St. Lucie Bridge 

Operations. 

Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1938 have caused the Florida East Coast Railroad bridge at Port St. Lucie 

over the St. Lucie River to become an unreasonable obstruction to navigation. The bridge must either be completely 

removed, or replaced with one that is not unreasonably obstructive. In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term 

scheduling of bridge openings and dosings must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 

WATERWAY DESCRIPTION & NAVIGATION CONSIDERATIONS 

The waterway connects the communities of Palm City, Port St. Lucie, parts of Stuart, and the Okeechobee Waterway to 

the Atlantic and the north-south portion of the intra- coastal waterway. The Okeechobee Waterway connects the east and 

west coasts of Florida, is maintained at a depth of 8 feet and is suitable for both commercial tug-barge and recreational 

traffic. The 165 mile waterway from Stuart on the east coast to Ft. Myers on the west coast saves approximately 360 

miles compared to rounding the Florida peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers reports that approximately 10,000 vessels 

and 26,000 tons of cargo transit the waterways' nearby St. Lucie lock each year. 

The navigable waterway passes through a 50' wide opening between the protected abutments of the FEC railroad bridge. 

This is the narrowest point that mariners must navigate on the 154 mile Okeechobee Waterway where the canal varies 

from 80 to 100 feet wide (some of the locks are 50' wide, but they are not in open water, subject to cross currents and do 

not pose navigation safety issues). 

When the bridge is closed it comes within 7' of the surface of the water, effectively closing the waterway - vessels that 

require less than 7' vertical clearance usually have very shallow drafts and do not need to use the channel portion of the 

waterway as they can safely pass under the bridges at numerous points. When the railroad bridge is open, waterway 

vertical clearance in the area is 65' under the adjacent Route 1 Highway Bridge, and 14' under the adjacent draw bridge 

on N. Dixie Highway. This drawbridge is manned by a bridge tender and will open upon demand. 

Transiting through these three bridges is challenging for many vessels because of the configuration of the waterway. 

Vessels must pass through three narrow bridge openings, which are not perfectly aligned, within less than a quarter mile. 

11/18/2014 12:34 PM 
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As with any choke point between large bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong except for brief windows during slack 

tide. captains of tug and barge operations report that they must time their transits carefully so as to arrive when the tide 

is changing and the current is at its weakest. And while smaller vessels are able to' pass each other safely, transits of the 

quarter-mile gauntlet by vessels of any size are limit the waterway to one way traffic. 

CHANGES IN RAIL TRAFFIC AND WATERWAY USE 

When the rail bridge was built, circa 1938, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were very infrequent. In the 

last 76 years: 

• The population in St. Lucie and Martin counties has grown from a few thousand to over 350,000 full time 

residents. The winter population in many areas increases by 20%. 

• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from mostly agriculture (pineapple farming) to waterway-oriented 

residential, and water-oriented commercial. 

• The Atlantic intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with the St. Lucie River 

• The Okeechobee Waterway was built connecting Ft. Myers, Palm City, Stuart, St. Lucie, the Atlantic intra-coastal 

waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean. 

• Waterway use between the St. Lucie River west of the FEC rail bridge and points east has greatly increased. 

During one 53 day period almost 13,000 transits were observed. This equates to over 88,000 per year. 

• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly increased, and the closure time have gotten longer. 

Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways. Most of the marina (fifteen marinas) and 

dockage space in the area is west (upstream) of the bridge. These vessels, and those transiting from the Okeechobee 

Waterway, must pass through the FEC rail bridge to access the Atlantic Ocean and/or the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, 

and contribute to the estimated 88,000 transits per year. 

The Gulf Stream is often within 8 to 14 miles off the coast making offshore fishing particularly attractive. According to the 

FECR, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 14 times each day and the closures last approximately 20 minutes. 

Local residents, though, report more extended closures and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon when the 

bridge does not open in between trains. None of the closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few 

minutes in advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the closure will last. 

THE BRIDGE DOES NOT MEET THE REASONABLE NEEDS OF NAVIGATION BECAUSE: 

1. It interferes with primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the foundation upon which the local 

water-oriented communities were built. 

Huge-water oriented communities in Stuart, Palm City, St. Lucie and the surrounding areas, marine services, marine retail, 

and all the supporting business and economic activity would not exist, but for the presence and usability of the 

waterways. The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and is well 

documented. The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal counties contribute about 79 

11/18/2014 12:34 PM 
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percent of the state's economic productivity. "Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II." 

Dr. James cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former Director, School of Natural 

Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and 

marine transportation has a huge impact on Florida's ocean economy •.. These sectors of economic activity represent 88 

percent of Florida's ocean economy ... ""Oceans and Coast Drive Florida's Economy" Environmental News Service, 1 Oct 

2008 

Over 450 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. These can be a varied combination of large and small 

recreational vessels and larger tugs with barges. This mixture increases wait times as larger vessels must pass through 

more slowly and do not safely allow for traffic in the opposite direction. Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting 

for the bridge to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the risk of vessels 

colliding with each other, running aground or being set upon the bridge by strong currents. 

Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not occur, it is, nevertheless, 

obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, and the surrounding community's economies would 

be that much stronger. 2 

2. THE BRIDGE'S AGE AND CONDmON RISKS STRUCTURAL AND MECHANICAL FAILURES THAT OBSTRUCT THE 

WATERWAY: While information on past bridge malfunctions was not immediately available for this paper, a casual 

inspection of the bridge shows that it has suffered from lack of attention and maintenance. As the 76 year-old bridge 

structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, mechanical and material failures are certain. 

3. ALTERNATIVES TO OBSTRUCTING THE WATERWAY EXIST, ARE AVAILABLE AND FEASIBLE: Waterway users have only 

one route available to them, the railroad has several. Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both 

freight and passenger service. An elevated rail bridge is feasible. Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight 

operations in other locations. 

Alternatives to using a 76 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the waterway are more 

expensive for the FECR. By not using these alternatives, though, FECR is imposing much greater costs on the citizens of 

the surrounding area. 

4. COMPETENT GOVERNMENT AGENCTES HAVE DETERMINED THAT THE BRIDGE HEIGHT DOES NOT PROVIDE FOR THE 

REASONABLE NEEDS OF NAVIGATION: US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state 

preferences for fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 

transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 

When the State of Florida constructed the Route 1 bridge over the St. Lucie River and adjacent to the FEC rail bridge it 

made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 65' over the waterway would meet the needs of both navigation and 
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highway traffic. Highway traffic is more continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has 

increased, both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much closer. For 

example, local officials and waterway users report that the rail bridge often does not open between individual trains to 

allow navigation, even if it means another 20 minutes the waterway will be closed. 

The FEC RR bridge is approximately 7' above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge Clearance Guide calls for bridges in 

this area to be 21' above the water when closed. Guidance for bascule bridges on the Okeechobee waterway between St. 

Lucie locks and the Atlantic inter-coastal waterway - see: http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp From this web 

site: Bridges at the guide height " ... will ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 

CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation." The Bridge Does Not Meet 

the Reasonable Needs of Navigation. The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 

navigation under the Truman- Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 

MmGATION PENDING REMOVAL OR REPLACEMENT OF THE BRIDGE: Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its 

negative impact on the waterway must be minimized. This requires that: 

1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 2. The length of openings allow passage of 

all vessels waiting 

2. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would discourage waterway use, an 

3. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 

OPENINGS: The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the multiple 

alternatives available to surface transportation. The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 

15 minutes per opening. 

Safe vessel transits are often limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the need for a slow to modest 

speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots). The length of the openings must allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides 

to cross. With 88,000 transits per year and up to 450 per day, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be 

long. Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to organize, accelerate, and 

individually pass under the bridge. Note that it is too narrow for safe two way traffic for many vessels. 

Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive potential waterway users to 

just stay home. As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge opens 

unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and typically low engine speed, and 

run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the bridge by strong currents. 

If FECR were to seek a permit to build this bridge today, it would be denied. 

Sincerely, 

Nicole Hodel 

~~ 
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cc: Recipients: Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft, Governor Rick Scott, 
Senator Marco Rubio, Senator Bill Nelson, Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation, 
Congressman Paul Ryan, Andrew Philips - US Army, David Keys, Evelyn Smart - Coast Guard 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Nicole Hodel 

10957 SE Harken Ter 

Tequesta, FL 33469 

Many people would agree a coastal passenger rail line is suboptimal for a number of reasons. 
Let's look at Florida's demographics. Significant population growth is projected throughout the 
state. Since our coastal areas are already highly developed, population growth must, therefore, 
press inland. If we proceed with AAF's coastal passenger rail interconnectivity, this will further 
disadvantage our future population by keeping them much more isolated than they would be if a 
future transit system were to be located nearer to the new growth areas instead. 

With this as backdrop, ou observations come down to two things: First, AAF rail service will 
preclude timely transportation infrastructure planning for the future population of inland Florida, 
and second, it compromises the financial viability and sustainability of a future better-placed rail 
line to accommodate said population by dividing the market share. 

1. If AAF proceeds, it is far less likely that state or (any) county officials, including planning 
groups like our multi-county MPO, will start long-range planning for better, alternative passenger 
rail lines. Consequently, they won't plan for rights of way and land acquisition, nor related 
development planning that would facilitate a future preferred rail line. We will be doomed to a 
poor-planning model, and (future) leaders won't even see this until many, many years in the 
future when effective planning will be all the more expensive and convoluted. So, an adverse 
effect of EIS is its deleterious impact on the effectiveness of future transportation infrastructure 
planning. Building AAF as an intercity passenger rail transportation model for "old Florida" is not 
going to be consistent with building an intercity transportation model for the "new Florida" to 
come. 

2. Next consider the likelihood that even if AAF goes forward, it will have continuously 
underperforming passenger ridership-not just in terms of passenger numbers, but also in terms 
of weak financial performance. As a former corporate financial planner and analyst, this suggests 
to me future plans for a new and improved passenger line will be handicapped by these 
previously existing, poorly planned coastal tracks. The reason is that the line would have to share 
the ridership "pie" with AAF, thereby dragging down prospective ridership and attendant financial 
performance. 

11/18/2014 12:28 PM 
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Who will want to finance a future rail line in a better location if its market share is weakened by 

another line already running through coastal regions? This may create a situation where AAF 

crowds out potential development of a better line because it would need the whole "pie" to 

sustain itself. So, another adverse effect of EIS is its significant negative impact on the financial 

viability of otherwise superior future transportation infrastructure planning. 

We won't be the only ones "paying the price" for AAF in terms of its quality-of-life wreckage. 

Future generations, even our new residents, will also pay the price of moving to a state whose 

passenger rail service was antiquated from the outset. We no longer live in the age of Mr. Flagler. 

Both the RIFF loans and PAB bonds for this project should be denied. 

Sincerely, 

Nicole Hodel 

cc: Recipients: Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft, Governor Rick Scott, 

EPA's Environmental Hotline, EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, Senator Marco Rubio, Ananth 

Prasad Florida Department of Transportation, Congressman Patrick Murphy, Congressman Paul 

Ryan 
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Ellen Bernstein 
236 Village Blvd. 
Unit 1205 
Tequesta, FL 33469 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC20590 
November 11, 2014 

;)ear Sir, 
I write to you in support of more rail service in Florida and throughout the country, but I cannot support All Aboard 
Rail road because of where it will be situated. Putting it on the existing tracks that run along AlA, a major North, South artery in 
the area along with a drawbr idge across the intracoastal to our south places us in a prison of transportation byways. By using 
the existing tracks and placing an additional 13 freight trains, which are quite long, well over 100 cars and 32 high speed 
passenger trains, you will be putting this areas population in a virtual prison on a island created by this action. 

I think it's a great idea and I would use it to go to Miami. But if anyone in our area needs to get to the hospital and the trains 
are passing, we can be delayed for half an hour, maybe more. It can become a matter of life and death especially with so many 
seniors in the area. I believe strongly that new tracks should be laid further west, where the population is very sparse and it will 
not have the same impact on people. 

I love our little town of Tequesta and I do not think this additional burden will enrich the quality of life for us, the people who are 
lucky enough to live here. 

Thank you for your attention, 

-~ te~ · 

. ·' 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave SE Room 38-31 

Washington, D. C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle 

I would ask you to open your mind and try honestly to deal with the devastation of tens of thousands of 

people lives, living along the proposed All Aboard Florida Plan. Many of these people cannot afford to 

move, but it IS their home. Others live in upscale communities that have been developed over the last 

30 to 40 years. Property values in these communities will be devastated by the increased rail traffic; be 

it freight or high speed trains. 

The route along the Treasure Coast is not an acceptable route for expanded rail freight traffic and high 

speed trains. There ARE other options! The biased Environmental impact study is a bad joke being 

perpetrated on million's of Florida residents. The average lay-person cannot wade through the 522 

pages of the impact study and make any sense of it. I encourage you to put yourself and your family in 

our place and make the RIGHT CHOICE. I am enclosing a copy of an editorial I placed in the Stuart News 

in July. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

CC: Governor Rick Scott 

State of Florida 

The Capital 

400 S. Monroe Street 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399 



WE THE PEOPLE "SPEAK OUT" AGAINST ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Are we living in America or not? Do people's rights mean Anything? 

WHEN WE READ PAGE AFTER PAGE REGARDING ALL ADOARD FLORIDA; 

What's so difficult about understanding the word NO? The AAF 

proposal boarders on lunacy! Little by little our elected officials are 

discovering that MAYBE this whole proposal is not good for the PEOPLE. 

NOT GOOD? It's devastating! 

Thousands of people will have their lives change with high speed trains 

and an expanding number of freight trains traveling through our 

communities. It's hard to believe that Mr. Flagler built the rail along the 

east coast to destroy Florida. No, it was to develop Florida and that was 

over 100 years ago! 

Well guess what? It's 2014 and thousands of us have strategically 

invested our life savings to buy property and build homes to be near 

the ocean and beaches, the highways to access shopping, school s 

hospitals and numerous cultural attractions. 

The negatives have been out lined before, but need to be stated again. 

There are safety issues, loss in property values, noise and needless 

delays at crossings and bridges. There will be billions of dollars in lost 

revenues from tourism; folks will find more welcoming locations to visit 

and live seasonally. The quality of life as we know it today along the 

Treasure Coast will be a thing of the past. 



There is an alternative! Either the train tracks presently located in the 

center of the state or use the right of way used by the Florida Turnpike. 

Money is money and railroad companies can work together to create a 

profitable venture that will accommodate increased freight as the 

result of the expansion of the Panama Canal AND high speed passenger 

service. Let this big money decision proceed down the road reason. 

Don't destroy lives. Let's witness Government for the People, by the 

People. This is America! 



lllh I l b rll I 

FRIENDS 
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Mr. John Winkle . 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

RE: Prelimina ry Comment s on All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

.- - . ~ . . . 
'; . _ • :-1 ') •. .! • 

.. __ .-i.:.. 

1000 Friends of Florida, a statewide 501(c)(3) nonprofit membership organization which 

promotes buiiding better communities and saving special places in Florida, has been actively 

following 'the proposed All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project. We remain committed 

to the reintroduction of passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, but in keeping with 

our mission of building better communities, community compatibility is in the forefront of our 

priori t ies. 

(.):: ./ 1- :- p:.~:~. :; 0 ": •• : ~ : ~: l =l 
We are presenting these initial comments prior to the public workshops being held by FRA 

between October 27 - November 13, 2014, and will be supplementing these comments with a 

final comment letter prior to the December 2, 2014, comment deadline. Our preliminary review 

of the Draft EIS has identified numerous important, unresolved issues needing attention. We 

cannot support a project which does not adequately address the quality of life, safety, access 

and cost issues associated with the entirety of this project . If that proves impossible, then 1000 

Friends will enter its strong objections to the project as proposed. 

With many members in the North-South Corridor between Cocoa Beach and north of West 

Palm Beach, we are particularly concerned with project impacts that adversely affect the 

quality of life currently enjoyed by citizens in this area. As the primary community economic 

benefits reside with station stops outside of the North-South Corridor, we believe it is 

incumbent upon AAF and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) to ensure that quality of life 

impacts are appropriately mitigated . Unfortunately, the Draft EIS remains fi xated on the 

te rminuses of the AAF project , virtually ignoring the many communitie s and citi zens in between 

Cocoa Beach and Jupiter. 

1000 Friends of Florida • PO.Box 5948 • Tallahassee, FL 32314-5948 • phone 850.222.6277 • fax 850.222.1117 • www.1000friendsofflorida.org 

Board of Directors • Tim Jackson, Chairman. Milissa Holland, Vice Chairman, F. Gregory Barnhart, Secretary, Terry Turner, Treasurer 

Jim C. Nicholas, Steve Pfeiffer, Victoria Tschinkel, C. Allen Watts 
Nathaniel P. Reed, Chairman Emeritus, Lester Abberger, Emeritus, Robert S. Davis, Emeritus. Earl Starnes, Emeritus 

Charles G. Pattison. FAICP. President 
P,inted on recycled paper 



Mr. John Winkle 

October 27, 2014 

Page Two 

One of our issues is the proposition of 32 additional trains crossing the Loxahatchee and St. 

Lucie rivers via draw bridges that are almost a century old. With delays to private and 

commercial recreational boats, and the related economic harm to marine businesses, as well as 

delays to emergency vehicles caused by frequent closures, we understood that the DEIS would 

address this concern. Only very perfunctory assurances were provided, and to the extent that 

adverse economic impacts were identified, these were brushed off as not being significant to 

the public in the North-South Corridor due to positive benefits elsewhere. We believe this has 

significant impacts to the economy due to impacts on recreational fishermen and marinas. It 

also has serious implications emergency vehicle operators (police, fire, ambulance, etc.) for 

whom life and death situations are often measured in minutes. 

Although only freight trains currently use the tracks, each lowering of a bridge closes the 

waterway for up to 20 minutes. These are old bridges which frequently require repairs, 

including one incident at the New River Bridge that caused almost a 1 hour delay. Under AAF's 

proposal, the freight trains would continue to use these bridges as well, to make a total of 42 to 

46 trains a day. The planned expansion of Port Everglades, and possibly the Port of Miami to 

accommodate PANAMAX ships, means freight on the tracks is expected to increase which the 

DEIS acknowledges. These closings will also impact access to the Okeechobee Waterway as 

well as upstream marinas. 

We believe these concerns are particularly critical for the bridges across the St. Lucie River at 

Stuart, the New River in Ft. Lauderdale and the Loxahatchee River in Jupiter. The magnitude of 

these concerns, and the number of public comments received to date by the US Coast Guard 

caused it to postpone scheduled public hearings in an attempt to adequately respond. Can the 

DEIS realistically move forward without resolving this? 

We do support alternative modes of travel that among other things can help alleviate traffic 

congestion in corridors such as 1-95. However, it is disingenuous to state as the DEIS does that 

one of the justifications for the project is the freed up capacity on 1-95. The contribution from 

AAF ridership will be small, and FDOT projections, even without this project, show that 1-95 will 

be over capacity in the near future regardless. As a result, the Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 

savings for cars that otherwise might use the 1-95 corridor overstate the supposed benefits 

related to air quality, energy and related savings. 
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Page Three 

Regarding noise impacts, we note on Page 5-39 of the DEIS, "The project would result in long

term noise and vibration adverse impacts to residents and properties primarily along the N-S 

Corridor." Mitigation to eliminate this is based on an AAF commitment to install wayside horns, 

but no documentation confirms this. Note also though that construction noise at the "human 

annoyance" level would impact 693 residential and 61 institutional impacts (p.5-54} in the N-S 

Corridor. Again, we find no documentation regarding how such impacts are to be mitigated. In 

addition, it remains unclear as to the local government costs associated with installation and 

maintenance of "quiet zones". 

Although the proposed passenger service would not transport hazardous materials (Table 

5.2.4-1} as would the increasing freight activity, we found nothing that recognized the potential 

impacts for a passenger/freight collision or a freight accident/derailment in the North-South 

Corridor. Given the projected population increases in this corridor, it would seem prudent to 

either restrict the transport of hazardous materials or identify additional safety measures now 

prior to any increase in freight and passenger service. 

We have heard repeatedly about the impacts of the existing freight trains, currently running 12 

times/day in this area. With an average length of more than 1.5 miles and projected increases 

coming due to the PANAMAX improvements, accommodating this increase while adding 

passenger service can only mean additional delays for the public and service vehicles. The DEIS 

acknowledges this without providing any details as to why this will be manageable. The fear 

expressed by many of our members is that the second track being constructed for passenger 

service could also accommodate significantly more freight trains which would bring even longer 

delays at intersections. We were unable to identify any safeguards that address this very real 

concern. 

1000 Friends is involved with ongoing efforts to deal with climate change in a variety of venues, 

especially sea level rise. While the DEIS acknowledges the need to address this through 

construction standards, it simply says that such construction will be subject to USACE permit 

requirements. We would like to know what such standards involve and how they would 

ultimately be implemented. 



Mr. John Winkle 

October 27, 2014 

Page Four 

Without documentation, the DEIS says that the only property value impacts are positive and 

are attributed to projected increase values in and around the stations in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale 

and Miami. No mention is made of property value declines in the North-South Corridor. This is 

an issue that bears further review, and we will revisit this after the Martin County Property 

Appraiser complete the assessment study he is now conducting. A cursory scan of available 

literature does not rule out a decline in values for properties not in the vicinity of a station. 

Other than acknowledging that the North-South Corridor bisects Jonathan Dickinson State Park 

(2 crossings) and borders the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, wildlife impact& 

assessments at these two facilities is limited at best. We would like more information before 

agreeing that there are no adverse impacts here. 

1000 Friends read with great interest the recent October 14, 2014, letter submitted to you by 

six (6) area legislators within the North-South Corridor. The extensive list of concerns involving 

public health, safety and traffic operations, economic, fiscal, environmental and quality of life 

impacts do not need repeating in our comments. We do, however, look forward to a robust 

and complete response to those inquiries, the delivery of which will enable us to make our final 

comments. 

Thanking you for your time and considerations, I am 

Sincerely, 

c~P~ 
Charles G. Pattison, FAICP 

Policy Director 

Cc: Office of the Commander 

Seventh Coast Guard District 

Brickell Plaza Federal Building 

909 Southeast 1st Avenue, Suite 432, 

Miami, Florida 33131 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.$. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project . 0 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Federal ,Railroad 
Administration 

Th~ DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 
. . -~ . 

There are 4 way ~ that _ you can comment: 
. - - ·· . 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written com_ments may be mailed to : 

Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com . 
; - ' ) .· ' 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 
- . ~ ,·· . 

Name 

J1arll ' t.'u z; ff}" m · e r :m ll.-n /) 
,. 
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email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington DC 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing to express my grave misgivings and concerns about the All Aboard Florida 

·ect Florida is not all aboard. I live in Stuart Florida, which is one of the many communities 
proJ · . . . . 
that will be detrimentally effected by this selfish and m1sgu1ded plan. 

32 railroad crossings a day will bind up our community. Our main hospital is trapped 

between the railroad tracks and the river. We have a large elderly population, emergency 

vehicles will have terrible wait times. 

our downtown has a famous (infamous?) railrad and traffic circle called "Confusion 

Corner" with eight lanes of traffic entering and exiting. They plan to add another track! This is 

lunacy. Downtown has been brought to life over the last decade. Tking away parking spaces and 

making a confusing traffic area more confusing is stupid, dangerous, nd an ecomomic torpedo 

for our downtown. 

We have one old railroad tressel over the St Lucie River. For the trains to pass each 

other the will have to stop in downtown. Boaters, the Coast Guard and the US Fish and Wildlife 

service will be trapped during these lenghty exchanges. 

Johnatan Dickenson State Park and Savanna Presrve State Park will be adversely 

Pacted. How can railroad construction and 32 high speed trains a day not hurt these beautiful 

fragile ecosystems? That all aboard Florida was allowed to wri e its own Eniromental Impact 

This whole project reeks of corruption and greed. No one is fooled by the "passenger" 

sm facade they are trying to sell. It's all about frieght, the expansion of the Panama Canal 

he Port of Miami. This is corporate selfishness at its worse. They want to sacrifice the 

ity of life on the Treasure Coast, to line thier pockets. Our rights as citizens are being 

meled by big business. 

If it is not stopped all together, All Aboard Florida should be made to use the existing 

that run through the center of the state, where there will be less human, economic and 

nmental damage. 

C t\.1 H~re 11'/-c. 
A \ch..ern.y +iV\-e. 





October 15, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 N. Jersey Ave. Room W-38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

We are writing this letter in opposition to the proposed All Aboard Florida project. The impact to the 
many coastal towns and communities along the proposed coastal route will be extensive. The plan is to 
run 32 trains a day through small towns for the express commercial purpose of feeding the Orlando 
entertainment establishment. There will be no commercial economic benefit to the towns along the 
route. Many of the towns affected, including Stuart, Ft. Pierce, Vero Beach, etc. have ancient tracks with 
no accommodation for handling both the current freight traffic and the proposed passenger traffic. 

The route proposed requires extensive infrastructure improvements, including an entirely new bridge 
system in Stuart since the existing bridge is 100 years old. Running 32 trains a day, just for passengers 
will be a train every 22.5 minutes through Stuart plus the existing freight traffic. Just the impact alone 
on fishing and boating access into and out of St. Lucie River due to the bridge being constantly opened 
for trains will be extremely severe and therefore intolerable. 

Strong consideration should be given to moving this project to the tracks in the center of the State 
rather than the coastal route currently proposed. 

This seems to us to be yet another example of "big money" changing a communities environment, 
ambiance and local stability for the benefit of a few wealthy individuals and corporations. 

We are opposed to this project on the planned coastal route. 

~/i1JJU-
~d u!v,~ 

Bruce and Kathy Wheat 
6082 SE Landing Way, #13 
Stuart, FL 34997-1888 
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Mr. Winkle, 1 Nov., 2014 

I am a retired Vice President of the Grumman Aerospace Corp., -one of of this 
nation's most honored airplane/spacecraft manufacturers. We designed and built 
the Lunar Module, the spacecraft which successfully landed and safely returned 
12 astronauts from the surface of the moon! 

I spent 1 O years working on that project at the Kennedy Space Center in a Senior 
Management position. 

My last assignment, prior to retiring after 39 years at Grumman, was as the V. P./ 
General Mgr. of our Stuart, Fl. facility where we managed the airport as well as 
having some 1500 Grumman employees at the Witham Airport, Stuart location. 

Witham Airport, Stuart, is literally right adjacent to the current railroad freight 
system. We actually have our own siding to ease the delivery of major 
components from Florida to Boeing in the Seattle area. 

A great number of our employees had to use the several nearby railroad 
crossings to get into the plant and/or airport on a daily basis. 

Ground transportation tie-ups at these nearby railroad crossings - due to freight
occurred daily and became so severe that I had to stagger work shift start/stop 
hours to allow some degree of easement for the work force. 

Mr. Winkel - I am not against the expansion of railroad activities - HOWEVER -
as a businessman, I am very much aware of the desirability of such expansion 
for the benefit of freight movement from the Panama Canal, to the enlarged Port 
of Miami, and via your expanded rail to the Orlando Airport - also undergoing 
expansion. This project will feed an increasingly disastrous freight movement 
situation, to add to road traffic congestion, emergency/fire/police/school bus 
delays, etc. that will further have dire results. 

Please have your experts review this project, and, negotiate to relocate/enlarge 
the rail system to the middle of the State where guaranteed chaos will be 
avoided. 

Respectfully, 

\3© Y W 1-fil~ il'-!7 
Bob Watkins 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
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Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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Dimitrios J. Troukis Sr., Stuart 

Let locals vote 
on fastr£1jl 

I am writing in response to a guest 
column, "Intercity rail longtime key 
to Orlando airp'ort's vision," by Phil 
Brown. My response applies to any 
articles regarding the proposed All 
Aboard Florida high-speed rail service. 

While I am appreciative to Mr. 
Brown for the positive information . 
he included, I fear he does not have 
a 9rasp on. how this high-speed rail 
will negatively affect the residents 
along Florida's East Coast. 

I experienced a similar occurrence 
in Greece, where I'm originally from. 

Va<;ationers are using hotel buses, 
so we have the same result. 

I do-not feel that Mr. Brown, or 
several other proponents of the All · 
Aboard train, fully understand what 
will happen to people that live in cit
ies between proposed stops, because 

the t~ain is not plami.ed to stop in ev
ery city along the east coast. 

There are better alternative routes 
for the train. 

I believe this should be voted on 
_ ?Y l?cal people in the communities 

1t will affect. 
Here, we did not 'have the right 

to vote on the Stuart airport and we 
all know how badly that turned out. 
I know the FEC owns the land and 
tracks, b1;1t they do not own the people. 

Why 1s t.here an exception being , 
made to this company to allow it t'o 
do whatev er it wants? ·· 

- This high-speed train has no fore
seeab!e benefit to the Treasure Coast. 

This proposed high~speedtrain is I 

focused on th~ (?rhmdci Airport, not 
local people livmg in all communi
ties, towns, cities along Florida's east 
coast it will affect. 

MY' main concern is safety and 
no one publicly promoting this 
All Aboard high-speed rail has ex-

. pressed concern for safety. · L 

-1 



Dimitrios J. Troukis Sr. 
1075 SE Ponderosa Rd. 
Stuart, FL 34997 

October 5, 2014 

To Whom It May Concern 

Dear To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing in response to an article I read in my local newspaper, Scripps Treasure Coast Newspaper 
AKA The Stuart News, Martin County, Florida. The article was titled "Intercity rail longtime key to Orlando 
airport's vision" written by guest columnist Phil Brown. However, my response applies to any articles 
regarding the proposed "All Aboard Florida high speed rail service". 

While I am appreciative to Mr. Brown for the positive information he included in his article, I fear he does 
not have a grasp on how this high speed rail will negatively affect the actual residents all along Florida's 
East Coast. 

I personally have experienced a similar occurrence in my own country of Greece where I a originally from. 
Vacationers are using hotel busses, so we have the same result. 

I do not feel that Mr. Brown, or several other proponents of the All Aboard train, fully understand what will 
happen to the people that live in the cities in between the proposed stops, because the train is not 
planned to stop in every single city along the East coast from what I understand. 

In my opinion, there are better alternative routes for the train as most already know or are aware. 

I believe this should be voted on by the local people in the communities in which it will effect! 

Here in Martin County, we the people did not have the right to vote on the Stuart airport and we all know 
how badly that turned out! 

Yes, I know the FECD owns the land and tracks, but they DO NOT own the people! 

Why is there an exception being made to this company, All Aboard, to allow to do whatever they want? 

This high speed train has no forseeable benefit to the Treasure Coast. 

This proposed high speed train is focused on the Orlando Airport, NOT the local people living in all of the 
communities, towns, cities all along Florida's East coast which it will affect! 

My main concern is SAFETY and as of yet, no one that is publicly promoting this All Aboard high speed 
rail service has expressed concern for SAFETY! 

Sincerely, 
Dimitrios J. Troukis Sr. 

f)S, ,f.2u,_~ f ~ µ,JJ!.~__e_._ #-L~. 
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HelenGene Eberhart 
670 East Lake Jasmine Circle #203 

Vero Beach, FL 32962 
September 26, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am totally opposed to All Aboard Florida. I cannot think of one positive thing about the 
project for now or for the future. It will have a negative impact on Vero Beach as well as 
all of Indian River County and surrounding counties. To have 32 daily bullet trains 
traveling at 110 miles per hour passing every 24 1 /2 minutes during 6 AM and 9 PM plus 
the trains that already travel thru the area will be terrible. Problems have been identified 
and I feel certain that there will be more. I would like to see the All Aboard Florida 
project stopped completely. 

Thank you for considering my concerns. 

Sincerely, 
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Catherine & Robert Domres 
5406 Antigua Circle 

Vero Beach, Florida 32967 
772-219-2997 cdomres@comcast.net 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D. C 20590 

Dear Sir, 

We are writing to protest the intended location along US 1 in Florida of All Aboard Florida 
railway for the alleged purpose of commercial passenger traffic. It was expected to have 32 trips 
per day with 400 passengers per train on high speed rail in addition to the already schedule 
freight traffic. The Miami-Orlando route is to have a stop in Cocoa Beach. This community is on 
the east coast of Florida, not the centrally located Orlando. 

We have been reading the comments in the Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers for the last 
year. It is obvious to us that the pathetically shielded goal of passenger traffic is really to 
establish routes for freight from the newly constructed port of Miami and the improved Panama 
Canal. 

American taxpayers must not bear the burden of this fiasco of a private business venture under 
the guise of a public transportation service. CSX tracks are already carrying freight west of 
route US 95. Additionally, the noise and environmental pollution as well as the compromising of 
public safety with increased traffic on these tracks on the Treasure Coast will permanently and 
adversely change the health and well being of the population of all communities along these 
tracks. 

We urge you to reject the Treasure Coast/US 1 route and approve the most direct route through 
central Florida along FL 27. 

We don't believe All Aboard Florida lies! 

Respectfully, 

~~<L 
Catherine Domres Robert Domres 



MR. JOHN WINKIE 

VINCENT E. DETuRRIS 

595 REEF RD. 
VERO BEACH, fL 32963 

772-234-2836 

11/7/2014 

% OF THE FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

1200 NEW JERSEY A VL S. E. 
ROOM W38-31 

WASHINGTON, DC 20590 

DEAR MR. WINKIE, 

SINCE MY LAST LETTER TO YOU ON THE ON 9/24/2014, I KEPT AN OPEN MIND AND TOOK THE EMOTIONAL 

ISSUES OUT OF THE CHALLENGE THAT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA REPRESENTS TO OUR INDIAN RlvER COUNTY AND 

SPECIFICALLY OUR TOWN OF VERO BEACH, FLORIDA. 

I HAVE BEEN FOLLOWING THE PUBLIC RELATIONS BLITZ BY ALL ABOARD FLORIDA, AND I HAD THE 

OPPORTUNITY TO ATTEND THE MEETING PUT ON BY BOTH THE RAILROAD AND THE HIRED PR COMPANY THIS 

PAST WEDNESDAY. IT WAS HELD AT INDIAN RlvER COLLEGE IN THE RICHARDSON CENTER. 

THE STAFF WAS WELL TRAINED IS DEFLECTING THE CORE ISSUES WITH LITTLE SATISFACTION. WHEN I DRILLED 

DOWN TO THE EFFECT THE RAIL INVASION WOULD HAVE ON CORE ISSUES SUCH AS EMERGENCY RESPONDENTS' 

DELAYS OF MARITIME TRAFFIC IN THE INDIAN RlvER LAGOON OR THE IMPACT ON BOTH HUMANS AND PETS, 

THERE WERE NO SATISFACTORY ANSWERS. 

THE MAJORITY OF SO CALLED HIGH SPEED RAIL SERVICE THROUGHOUT THE WORLD IS NOT AT STREET LEVEL 

THE TRACKS ARE ELEVATED OR BELOW STREET LEVEL THIS 235 MILE PROJECT FROM MIAMI TO ORLANDO 

FLORIDA WILL CROSS 340 SERVICE STREETS CAUSING DELAYS AND DANGER TO ALL WHO INHABIT THIS ROUTE. 

THE AM TRACK SYSTEM FROM BoSTON TO WASHINGTON D.C. ONLY CROSSES 11 SERVICE STREETS. IN FACT AM 
TRACK AND CXS BOTH HA VE TRACK SYSTEMS OPERATIONAL IN THE CENTER OF THE STATE FROM MIAMI TO 

ORLANDO WITH MINIMAL IMPACT ON ALL INHABITANTS. THIS WOULD BE THE WAY TO GO IF HIGH SPEED RAIL 

AND FRIGHT INCREASES ARE IN THE FUTURE FOR FLORIDA. 

I ALSO SPOKE WITH THE US COAST GUARD AT THE MEETING AND THEIR REPRESENTATIVE VOICED CONCERN 

OVER THE PLUS ONE HUNDRED YEAR OLD BRIDGE THAT WILL BE CLOSED TO MARINE TRAFFIC OVER 95 

HOURS A DAY DUE TO THE PROJECTED RAIL SERVICE. THE USCG EXPRESSED CONCERN AS TO RESPONDING TO 

COASTAL EMERGENCIES. PERHAPS YOU SHOULD TALK TO THEM ABOUT THEIR CONCERNS, 

I THANK YOU FOR ALLOWING ME TO EXPRESS MY CONCERNS AND PLEASE NOTE THEY ARE REAL I HOPE YOU 

AND YOUR AGENCY FIND COMMON GROUND PERHAPS IN THE MIDDLE OF FLORIDA TO EXPAND THIS SERVICE 

AND KEEP IT AWAY FROM OUR EAST COAST. 

SINCERELY, 



Mr . John Winkie 
c/o the Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr . Winkie , 

Barbara E. DeTurris 
595 Reef Rd. 

Vero Beach, FL 32963 
772-234-2836 

9/24/2014 

As a fulltime resident of Florida for the past 14 years, I appeal to you and the Federal Railroad Administration to 
reject any support for All Aboard Florida, based on the negative impact this project will have throughout the 
Treasme Coast. 

After reviewing the draft of the environmental impact study, I believe you missed the real impact on the people of 
the counties and towns that make up the North-South corridor of this project. Miami to West Palm Beach will 
benefit from the rail service because it is a heavily populated area. The roads are very congested and traffic is 
terrible . This will ease these conditions and hopefully have a positive effect on the amount of cars on the roads . 
Although I question how Tri-Rail will be effected and how profitable that has been . We refer to this area as south 
Florida. It is full of high rises, crowded neighborhoods, and has a large crime rate . WE ARE NOT SOUTH 
FLORIDA AND DO NOT WANT OUR TREASURE COAST TO BECOME SOUTH FLORIDA. Om 
government officials have worked very hard to protect and preserve om cities and towns . We have low density 
buildings , quiet neighborhoods , clean air, and beautiful beaches . We cannot be considered one in the same with 
south Florida and yet you lump us all together in yom studies. 

I am a resident of Vero Beach and we have many train crossings that go through om little town . Think about all 
the small restamants , shops , movie theaters that will be effected by this insane project. Vero Beach will become 
a very undesireable city . You can't tell me these businesses and homes near the tracks will not be effected by 
AAF . 

I question how sustainable Phase 11 of this project will be and what happens when it fails . 
What is the projected ridership and revenue for the years2017-2019? When did All Aboard Florida conduct the 
"Tie rd Alternative Analysis " and how can I get a copy of this . How will I as a taxpayer be effected by this project 
ifit fails? We are not SOUTH FLORIDA, and om needs are very different. We need The Federal Railroad 
Administration to reject granting the loan for this project. 

Sincerely , 

~~a.L~ 
Barbara DeTurris 



MR. JOHN WINKIE 

VINCENT [. DETURRIS 

595 REEF Ro. 

VERO BEACH, FL 32963 

772-234-2836 

9/24/2014 

% Of THE FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

1200 NEW JERSEY A VE. S. [. 
ROOM W38-31 

WASHINGTON, DC 20590 

DEAR MR. WINKIE, 

AS A FULLTIME RESIDENT Of FLORIDA FOR THE PAST 14 YEARS, I APPEAL TO YOU AND YOUR ORGANIZATION 

TO REJECT ANY SUPPORT FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA, BASED ON THE NEGATIVE IMPACT TIDS PROJECT WILL 

HAVE THROUGHOUT THE CENTRAL COAST Of OUR STATE, KNOWN AS THE TREASURE COAST. 

AFTER REVIEWING THE DRAFT Of THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDY, I BELIEVE YOU MISSED THE REAL 

IMPACT ON THE PEOPLE Of OUR COMMUNITY AND ALL THE OTHER COUNTIES AND TOWNS THAT MAKE UP THE 

PATH FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA. 

TO ADD INSULT TO INJURY, I KNOW AS DO MOST Of OUR RESIDENTS, THAT THIS PROJECT DISGUISED AS 

PASSENGER SERVICE WILL BE NOTHING MORE THAN FREIGHT SERVICE. 

THE EXPANSION Of THE PANAMA CANAL AND THE PORT Of MIAMI FLORIDA DICTATES THE END GAME Of THE 

PROJECT. THERE IS NO MONEY IN PASSENGER SERVICE, BUT FREIGHT IS ANOTHER ISSUE. GIVING THE GREEN 

LIGHT TO LINE THE POCKETS Of A FEW AT THE EXPENSE Of MANY WILL COME BACK TO HURT ALL Of US. 

I AM A RETIRED EXECUTIVE Of A MAJOR INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION AS ARE MANY Of OUR RESIDENTS ARE, 

SO WE ARE NOT FOOLISH NOT TO SEE THOUGH THIS SCAM. 

OUR LIVES WILL BE DISRUPTED IN MANY WAYS FROM NOISE, PROPERTY VALUE, AND DELAYS IN TRAIBC BOTH 
ON LAND AND FOR BOATERS ON THE INTERCOSTALS WATERS. 

PLEASE THINK Of THE RESIDENTS ON THE CENTRAL EAST COAST Of FLORIDA WHO WILL HA VE NO RAIL 

SUPPORT, JUST DISRUPTION. 
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Federal Railroad Administration 

Attn: John Winkle, Room 38-31 

2100 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington, DC 20509 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to ask that the Administration withhold funding for the West Palm Beach-Orlando 
leg of the proposed high-speed train service intended to connect Miami and Orlando for the 
following reasons: 

1-The trains will be travelling thru our small town at speeds in excess of 100 MPH on tracks 
which divide our community into distinct East-West sections with the bulk of the businesses 
West and the Hospital and Medical Facilities East. 

2-People with life-threatening conditions may not be able to reach the hospital. First 
responders will be gravely hampered in carrying out their urgent duties. 

3-We have no train station in Vero Beach so no one can take advantage of any passenger 
trains that might run on these tracks. 

4-We do have a large population living and working very dose to the tracks. Our Historically 
Landmarked Heritage and Community Centers are next to the tracks and won't fare well from 
all the vibration. 

5-An increase is expected in both the number and size of freight trains using these tracks 
causing even more noise and disruption to our community. 

There exists a parallel set of tracks West of I 95. I feel that since we have no passenger 
terminal, money would be better spent shifting train traffic to that set of more westerly 
tracks. 

Thank you for your attention, 

Sincerely --- .,, '---v. 1 .. - {) _ "" 11 r /
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 

PO BOX 9009 
STUART, FL 34995 9009 

FROM; LAWRENCE DEL VECCHIO 
PO BOX 6566 
VERO BEACH, FL 32961 

1280 29TH AVE 
VERO BEACH, FL 32960 

AUGUST 4, 2014 

THERE IS A SIMPLE SOLUTION TO FINDING OUT HOW MUCH OF A PROBLEM WOULD BE FELT BY 

INDIAN RIVER AND OTHER COUNTIES BECAUSE OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA. 
GET THE PROPOSED SCHEDULE OF ALL TRAINS GOING NORTH AND SOUTH,INCLUDING FE C 
FREIGHT TRAINS. ESTIMATE THE NUMBER OF TIMES AND FREQUENCY THAT GATES WILL HAVE 
TO OPEN AND CLOSE. THEN OPEN AND CLOSE THEM AT THOSE TIMES FOR TWO DAYS AND 
YOU WILL KNOW WHAT THE PROBLEMS WILL BE. LET THE PUBLIC AND COMMUNITY BE 
INCONVENIENCED FOR TWO DAYS AND YOU'LL KNOW FOR SURE. PICK TWO CONSECUTIVE 
DAYS AND. DONT LET THE PUBLIC KNOW. EACH COUNTY CAN DO THE SAME TEST AND ALL 
WILL KNOW HOW BAD IT WILL BE. MY GUESS IS THAT GATES WILL CLOSE AND OPEN ABOUT 

EVERY FIFTEEN MINUTES. HOW'S THAT FOR A TRUE TEST? 

1 



I 
Mrs. Rita M. Corcoran 
1405 22nd Ave 

/ Vero Beach, FL 32960 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

7 November 2014: 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

At the All Aboard Florida Public Comment meeting which I attended on November 5, 2014 in Indian River County, 

Florida, we were directed to send our letters and concerns to you. With this in mind, I am forwarding you the 

following information. 

In the past 8 months of dealings with AAF I have found that there has been insufficient and at times conflicting 

information provided to the Florida East Coast communities by AAF. For instance, at the community High Speed Rail 

Committee meetings attended by AAF representative Rusty Roberts the message conveyed was that the Railroad 

Plan was a fait accompli and thus public comment seemed futile. 

Subsequently, after much public discourse, this information was changed to an advisement that comments could be 

submitted exclusively in response to the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) which would be forthcoming. 

Ultimately, the message was again expanded and citizens were directed to contact Federal/State/Local Political 

Representatives as well as Federal and State Transportation and Railroad Administrators. I previously contacted 

Joseph Szabo of the FRA, among others, and received a proforma response letter citing the preparation of the EIS 

and that DOT would be insuring that AAF met all Federal requirements. 

Now that the EIS has been released, we have learned that this report was prepared by experts selected and paid for 

by AAF. I have also read that AAF contributed $3.5 million dollars to the campaigns of many Florida politicians. 

Needless to say, this does not imbue feelings of confidence or trust in this entire process. 

Finally, after much anticipation, the AAF public meetings are taking place and we realize that these are not actual 

public forums with open Question and Answer sessions, no actual democratic process. Instead there are displays of 

the AAF benefits, so called experts with whom to consult and a place to deposit written concerns. This gives full 

meaning to the experience of "getting railroaded". 

However, recognizing that there are few opportunities to publicly verbalize our concerns, I shall submit the following 

suggestions. 

1.The EIS should be submitted to the Federal Environmental Protection Agency for review and analysis. Indian River 

County has environmentally protected gopher tortoises and scrub jays whose environment is in the vicinity of the 

railroad tracks in certain areas. These need to be protected. Also, there was a significant Archaeological dig, the Vero 

Man, which must be sequestered from any type of activity which would violate this site. 



2. The CSX: I believe that the communities of the Florida East Coast have been misrepresented as being anti All 

Aboard Florida. This is not the case. We are in opposition to the fact that AAB selected the NS corridor adjacent to US 

1 which travels through the highest density, congested areas of the State. When we asked the AAB representative 

the rationale for this, we were told that one of the major concerns was that AAB does not own the right of way. 

When we asked about buying or renting the right of way, we were told that cost was of concern. It astounds me that 

in a multi-billion project of this magnitude, the cost of right of way would outweigh the concerns of public safety, 

population density and overall well being of communities. 

3. Public Safety Concern: The statistics for crossing fatalities in Florida for the period 2000 to 2010: the state had 

2867 miles of track and 173 fatalities. Florida East Coast (FEC), parent company of AAF, had 351 miles of track (12%) 

and 50 fatalities (29%). 

Comparison of FEC to ACELA: FEC track has 95% grade crossing; ACELA has 98% bridge crossings. Adding 32 trains 

with 353 crossings in 195 miles in urban areas triples the opportunity for crossing accidents. 

Comparison with ACELA'S lack of crossings: ACE LA has experienced only ONE crossing accident with 3 fatalities and 

only 3 total crossing accidents in their entire history. In the past 15 years, ACELA has had 3 crossing deaths vs. 71 

deaths on the FEC. FEC has 24 times a greater fatality rate than ACELA before adding 32 trains. 

4. APPLICATION OF ABOVE PUBLIC SAFETY CONCERNS TO MY OWN SITUATION: MY HUSBAND AND I LIVE ON AN 

ISLAND IN THE INDIAN RIVER LAGOON BETWEEN THE BARRIER ISLAND ON THE EAST AND US1 TO THE WEST. TO 

EXIT THIS AREA WE USE RT.510, THE ONLY ROAD WHICH CONNECTS OUR ISLAND AND THE BARRIER ISLAND TO 

THE MAINLAND. DURING THE PEAK POPULATION TIMES THROUGHOUT THE WINTER MONTHS, TRAFFIC CAN 

BECOME CONGESTED. HOWEVER, AS WE APPROACH US 1, IT IS IMPERATIVE TO KEEP THE INTERSECTION CLEAR OF 

CONGESTION IN ORDER TO MOVE THE TRAFFIC OFF THE ISLANDS.THE US1 NORTH AND SOUTH ROADS AND RT. 

510 EAST AND WEST ROADS FEED INTO THIS MAJOR INTERSECTION. COUNTY RECORDS ALSO REVEAL THAT THERE 

HAVE BEEN MANY ACCIDENTS AT THIS LOCATION AS THERE ARE 2 MAJOR PHARMACIES LOCATED ON 2 DIAGNOAL 

CORNERS FEEDING ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC TO THE AREA. THERE IS APPROXIMATELY 500 FEET BETWEEN THE 

RAILROAD TRACKS AND THE INSTERSECTION TO ACCOMMODATE TRAFFIC PARKED WHILE THE TRAIN IS CROSSING. 

ALSO, THE ONLY FIRE RESCUE/AMBULANCE SERVICE FOR THIS ENTIRE AREA IS LOCATED ON RT. 510 ON THE 

BARRIER ISLAND. ANY EMERGENCY NEED TO TRANSPORT A PATIENT TO THE ONLY 2 HOSPITALS LOCATED ON THE 

MAINLAND MUST USE THIS ROUTE. THIS IS ALSO THE ONLY EVACUATION ROUTE. 

Very truly yours, 

,~~~c7 
Bob and Sheila Clancy O 
300 Cathedral Oaks Dr. 

Vero Beach, Fl. 32963 

772 388-1463 



November 28, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W-38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement -All Aboard Florida Project 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed project. 
I am the President of the Progressive Civic League of Gifford, Florida. Our 
organization is a 501(C) (3) organization which has been in existence since 
February 2, 1962. During the last 52 years, the League has worked hard to improve 
the quality of life for many Indian River County citizens but we have been 
particularly invested in improving the lives of the African American residents who 
make up the vast majority of citizens in the Gifford Community. 
From what I can tell from reading the document, there has been a complete failure 
on the part of All Aboard Florida or FEC to communicate what would be done 
through the Gifford community and how the construction phase and ensuing service 
of All Aboard Florida would negatively impact Gifford. 
The impact of construction is not outlined in the DEIS and was not previously 
communicated to the residents or leadership of the Gifford Community. 
In 2013, prior to the DEIS, it was apparently deemed unnecessary to communicate 
with the Gifford community leaders. As a result, the DEIS is incomplete, out of touch 
and irrelevant to the Gifford community. 
The report does not acknowledge the fact that the Gifford community has the 
highest minority population in Indian River County. Years ago, the FEC tracks were 
built right through the heart of our community with little or no regard for the fact 
that the construction would bisect the community. Packing houses, homes, 
businesses and bus stops are located on both sides of the railroad tracks. Our 
residents have to walk or ride their bicycles across the FEC tracks every day to their 
jobs on the other side of the tracks. 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement states that even before it was written, it 
was decided that "coordination with local preservation planning representatives 
used in Phase 1 was not warranted in Phase II and that consultation with local 
entities was not required for Phase II. 
I submit to you that only local experts have the knowledge to comment on the depth 
of the problems that would be created by the construction of the All Aboard Florida 
project. There should have been consultant meetings for us in Gifford as they did in 
Miami, West Palm and Fort Lauderdale. As a result, the information for Indian River 
County and for Gifford in particular is inadequate, incomplete or a complete 
misrepresentation of facts. 



For example, the report indicates that the project would not result in a residential 
displacement and neighborhood fragmentation or loss of continuity between 
neighborhoods because the neighborhoods developed around these conditions (the 
FEC Tracks). That is not true. The FEC railroad was built after the Gifford 
Community was established, not before. This section of the DEIS report does not 
take into consideration the cumulative impacts of both increased freight as well as 
the 32 new trains each day. This new project will create the very issues it denies. 
The negative impacts of All Aboard Florida for the Gifford Community are both short 
term and long term. In the immediate future, there will be a significant negative 
impact during the construction phase of the project. 
Our access to emergency health care is across the existing tracks. The construction 
will further exacerbate the difficulties encountered by our elderly or injured when 
they seek emergency treatment at our local hospital. Emergency responders will be 
thwarted in their attempts to reach our needy residents and will be thwarted again 
when they try to take the elderly or injured back to the health care they will need. 
Ifwe had been asked, we would have told consultants that the existing railroad 
tracks running through the Gifford Community already cause automobile and 
pedestrian traffic to come to a complete stop several times a day. This report does 
not address the cumulative impacts on our emergency health care needs from 
additional freight and the 32 new passenger trains earmarked for this corridor. 
For the DEIS report to claim that there will be no adverse impact to our community 
which, I have learned is an Environmental Justice Community is absurd. The 
increase of the volume of trains from 10 to 22 while adding an additional 32 new 
passenger trains over this land area bisecting Gifford will result in a huge negative 
impact to our residents. Many of our homes are very close to the existing tracks. 
The increased noise and dust visited upon them will be substantial. 
I suppose every report wishing to be approved says that it would be a benefit to a 
community as it relates to jobs during the construction period. Of course they don't 
say jobs per se but job opportunities. I think it is a bit of a stretch to say that All 
Aboard Florida will be hiring some Gifford residents for the construction phase. It is 
common knowledge that because there are no passenger rail stops there will be no 
resulting community benefit. 
The if the proposal by All Aboard Florida is approved, the Gifford community will be 
further cut off from it's ability to seek health services on an emergency basis. The 
increased trains will cause more risk to the pedestrians who must cross the tracks 
to get to work or school. The noise levels in our community will rise, creating a more 
hostile environment for our residential community. On behalf of all of the residents 
of Gifford, I ask you to request the applicant to more fully assess the potential 
damage to the Gifford community before this project is approved. 

(L :~ryu~rulyfJC#v 
.!Joseph J.1J1ette 

President of the Progressive Civic League of Gifford 
Vero Beach, Florida 32967 
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-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Federal Railroad Administration 

Attn: John Winki , oom 38-31 

2100 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington, DC 20509 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to ask that the Administration withhold funding for the West Palm Beach-Orlando 
leg of the proposed high-speed train service intended to connect Miami and Orlando for the 
following reasons: 

1-The trains will be travelling thru our small town at speeds in excess of 100 MPH on tracks 
which divide our community into distinct East-West sections with the bulk of the businesses 
West and the Hospital and Medica l Facilities East. 

· 2-People with life-threatening conditions may not be able to reach the hospital. First 
responders will be gravely hamper ed in carry ing out their urgent duties. 

3-We have no train station in Vero Beach so no one can take advantage of any passenger 
trains that might run on these tracks. 

4-We do have a large population living and working very close to the tracks. Our Historically 
Landmarked Heritage and Community Centers are next to the tracks and won't fare well from 
all the vibration. 

5-An increase is expected in both the number and size of freight trains using these tracks 
causing even more noise and disruption to our community. , 

There exists a parallel set of tracks West of I 95. I feel that since we have no passenger 
terminal, money would be better spent shifting train traffic to that set of more westerly 

. tracks. 

Thank you for your attention, 

Sincere!~;!, 7 
101 W. Park Shores Cir. , 
#So/v 
Vero Beach, Fl 3296JJ885 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Raih-oad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Sir: 

DOUGLAS M. CASE 
501 Bay Drive 

Vero Beach, Florida 32963 
772-231-4599 

dcaselaw@bellsouth .net 
November 24, 2014 

My wife, Marilyn, and I are very much opposed to the passenger rail service proposed by 
All Aboard Florida ("AAF"). The FRA should not grant the loan request of AAF to borrow $1.6 
billion. 

They propose to send 32 trains through the downtown areas along the TrnasUie Coast of Florida at 
speeds of up to 110 miles per hom . The speed and the large number of trains will destroy the 
communities as we know them along with the existing quality of life in our beautiful community. 

Running 32 trains at such high speeds through our developed areas each day will lead to an 
increase in the number of accidents involving trains. Children as well as adults will be needlessly killed. 
The level of safety in our community will decline. 

Running 32 additional trains through our area each day will significantly increase traffic 
congestion . When emergency services need to cross the railroad tracks-whether police, fire or 
ambulance-they will be delayed. Many senior citizens live on the west side of the railroad, while the 
hospital is on the east side. The congestion and traffic delays in some cases will lead to dire 
consequences, some of which will be fatal, for those in need of emergency services. 

Other routes are available which do not run through the center of the developed coastal area. If 
many high-speed trains are to run through the area, they should be redirected to areas where they will not 
have so many negative adverse effects on the people ah-eady living here . 

In view of the negative impact AAF would have on our community, we urge you to NOT 
allow AAF to run additional tracks through the Treasure Coast and NOT lend them any money. 

~ gl 
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Letter: Trains keep people trapped at crossings for long periods 
Tuesday, June 24, 2014 artin Carder, Vero Beach 

http://www.tcpalm.com/news/2014/jun/24/letter-trains-keep-people-trapped-at-crossings/ 

On June 6, for the second time in two weeks , I along with many others were trapped west of the 
railroad tracks on 53rd St. in Vero Beach. An FEC freight train was parked across the tracks for at 
least an hour and a quarter, maybe longer as others were there before me. So why didn't we do a 
U-turn and go back to 58th St.? Only swamp buggies can negotiate the curbs across the median as 
there is no tum-around close to the tracks . No hope for semis. 

[ called the FEC and the Sheriffs Department after an hour and received the same message that 
they were "switching cars" and would take another 15 minutes. 

Does anyone seriously think that 32 passenger trains a day can be safely integrated onto the same 
tracks, without greater stress to our community? 

© 2014 Scripps Newspaper Group-Online 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 
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John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave; SE 

room W38-31 

Washinton, DC 20590 

Dear Sir, 

14 High Ridge Road 

Little Egg Harbor 

New Jersey 08087 

October 8, 2014 

I am writing in regards to the projected All Aboard Florida 

passenger train service from Orlando to Miami, and return. 

I have a condominium at Vista Royale in Vero Beach, Florida, 

that I live in during the winter months. I am very concerned 

about this possibility and am against it, for several reasons. 

My condo is close to Route #1 and the noise of the existing 

trains, and the blowing of their whistles, can be quite disturbing. 

I cannot fathom the possibiiity of another thirty-two trains 

and their noise. 

My major concern is the issue of safety, and the back-up 

that can occur, especially at the railroad crossing at 4th street, 

to Route #1, and the disruption of emergency services, ie:-police, 

fire, and ambulance services. I have seen back-ups due to the 

regular amount of trains that utilize this railroad crossing 

now. 

I urgently request the reconsideration of this project. 

I would hope that it could be relocated to a less densely 

populated area of Florida. 

Thanking you in advance,' 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Donna J. Campana 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Georgeann Allard Calendine 
342 West Temple Court SW 

Vero Beach, FL 32968 
772-563-4866 

October 28, 2014 

I urge you not to allow "All Aboard Florida" to upgrade railroad tracks and build new 
ones as well, along the East coast of Florida from Miami to Orlando. 

The people of the East Coast of Florida are not "All Aboard" this train. This program 
will run 32 high speed trains per day through the middle of every city on the East coast 
(Treasure Coast) of Florida. These trains will separate the people living in these cities 
and towns from their hospitals, emergency squads, police, and fire departments. The 
trains will not stop between Fort Lauderdale and Orlando. They will simply roar through 
all of our towns creating noise and traffic problems; they will possibly be endangering 
people's lives due to the need to wait for the police, fire departments, emergency squads, 
etc. 

If one of these trains would derail in the middle of town there would be serious injuries, 
death and destruction. 

"All Aboard Florida" needs to borrow more then 600 million dollars to upgrade the 
southern route of these trains. If/or when this is accomplished they will need another six 
million to upgrade the northern half of the rails. This is more than one billion dollars that 
will be needed for the upgrade. If this amount of money is required, then is past time to 
move the trains to the west of all of our towns, along I-95 or the Florida Turnpike. 

The highway systems know enough not to build freeways through the middle of every 
town. The railroad companies should also realize the problem. There is very limited 
population to the west, in the center of the state. If you look at a map of Florida you will 
see that all of the population is along the coasts of the state. Trains need to go elsewhere. 
Furthermore, if the company building this monstrosity goes bankrupt, they have assured 
us that we "inherit" the tracks (as well as the debt to destroy our towns). 

Please spare our towns from the nightmare of "All Aboard Florida." 

Sincerely yours, 
Georgeann Allard Calendine 



Mr. John Winkie 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkie: 

1811 E. Sandpointe Place 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 
September 29, 2014 

This letter is in reference to the proposed fast train service, commonly known as All 
Aboard Florida, estimated to begin service in 2016 between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
Those of us residing in Vero Beach, and other small cities and communities along the 
proposed route, would receive no benefit from All Aboard Florida, and on the contrary, 
would be adversely impacted by this proposed fast train service. 

The citizens of Vero Beach would be subjected to 32 daily trains traveling at over 100 
mph through the heart of our small community, in addition to the freight trains that 
currently use this route. The obvious adverse impact on our quality of life, including 
noise, safety, property values, disruption of everyday activities, and the negative impact 
on our small business establishments are so apparent that we need not repeat them here. 

Instead, we want to give you one concrete example of how this proposed fast train service 
would affect our quality of life. We love to take our grandchildren to a small public park 
located in the "Old Town" section ofVero Beach, where they can play on the swing sets, 
sliding boards, jungle jim's, and other similar attractions designed for the enjoyment of 
children. While at this playground, they meet and play with children from different ethnic 
backgrounds, which exposes them to different races and cultures, which we believe is 
educational and beneficial to their development. 

This park is located close by the railroad that runs through the heart of our city. The 
occasional freight train traffic that we now experience is noisy and frightening to very 
small children. The added whistles and noise generated by All Aboard Florida will be so 
disruptive that we will probably cease taking our grandchildren to this park, thus 
depriving them from a healthful and educational experience. This is just one example of 
the numerous adverse impacts that would result from All Aboard Florida train service. 

We are not opposed to fast train service. In fact, we think it would be beneficial to the 
development of Florida, and the reduction of vehicular traffic on our crowded highways, 
if it was located in a more rural and less developed part of the state instead of through our 
small cities and communities. We earnestly request that you reject the proposed route of 
All Aboard Florida because of the many disruptions it will cause to the quiet enjoyment 
of our quality of life. 

Sincereli, -::::?. 
~ · I er ,U,C114-

j3ohn J. urns 

d~ U. 8~1L--C..-.., _________ _.., 

Lynne W. Bums 



Oct. 30, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
200 New Jersey Ave SE 

Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

ear Mr Winkle: 

a resident of Vero Beach FL and highly oppose the 
running through Vero Beach every 45 minutes. They 

• rupt our quite community and create traffic 
s as well as creating a downside to our Real Estate 

. I suggest you run the trains along Hwy 95 if you 
ing them though here. 



• 
9/27/2014 • • 

Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA -STOP TRAIN PROJECT 
~'<We fJ/ 
\J~~~ 

From: robert rehm (bobbelex@yahoo.com) 

To: aaf_comments@vhb .com; 

Cc: bob_benoit44@yahoo.com; bankdot1@yahoo.com; 

Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 8:52 AM 

Dear Madam and/or Sir: 
I/we are the owners of Vista Royale Condominium Association, 1 Vista Palm Lane, #202. 
Presently I/we experience the loud sound of trains passing through our Vero Beach community 

several times throughout the day and night. To add additional train traffic (ALL ABOARD 
FLORIDA) will increase and exacerbate this level of noise and and severely limit our peaceful 
use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We/I am also concerned that my and all 
1512 Vista Royale properties will decline in value because of the diminished access to our 
community and the increased noise generated by the high speed trains. 

It is respectfully requested that you employ all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT 
FROM GOING FORWARD! 

about:blank 1/1 



t-(A/, n our 

Mrs . Doris K. Brandi 
lOO S C.,tilin• Ct 
Vero Beach, FL 32963-1067 
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December 2, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railway Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E., Room W38-31 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT ON THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PROPOSAL 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

With respect to the high-speed All-Aboard Florida ("AAF") passenger train proposal, the words 

of Mark Twain seem very appropriate, "Common Sense Is Very Uncommon." The AAF proposal 

fails common sense tests on multiple grounds. 

First and foremost, safety concerns top the common sense list. AAF will use about 190 miles of 

the existing, largely unfenced Florida East Coast Railway ("FEC") line through the Treasure Coast 

and other well-populated areas where there many grade level crossings. For example, in or 

near Sebastian and Vero Beach, there are 31 grade crossings according to the Federal Railway 

Administration data. In or near Ft. Pierce there are 33. In or near Stuart there are 23. To 

compound the high-speed risks, there are quite a few places where the line of sight from the 

locomotive cab to the rail crossing is well-under one half mile, such as the curves preceding the 

4th Street crossing in Vero Beach and the AlA-South crossing in Ft. Pierce. Another example is 

where the AAF route will run through the heart of downtown Stuart, a situation where high 

speed is unthinkable. Another example is Palm Beach County where there are 114 crossings. 

We are very concerned about the dangerous prospect of 32 high-speed passenger trains per 

day traveling at speeds up to 110 mph in addition to 14+/- freight trains per day (20 per day 

projected for 2016) raising the safety risks at grade level crossings. Typically in about 20 to 25 

seconds the warning lights and bells activate, the gates come down and the typical freight train 

starts through the crossing. Multiple observations have confirmed this timing in Vero Beach 

and Wabasso. Many of these freight trains apparently run at approximately 45 mph or so 

(based on speed observations in Indian River County), less than half of 110 mph maximum 

speed for AAF trains along the Treasure Coast. Even if the devices triggering the protections are 

located further from the crossing, there is little room for traffic to clear or vehicle error with 

high-speed AAF trains. The 2010 Operation Lifesaver Report provides relevant information --

lil "Nearly 1,000 people die each year by being on or too close to railroad tracks. 
lil Most collisions occur with trains traveling under 25 mph. 
rn Most collisions occur within 25 miles of the driver's home. 
rn Approximately 60% of all collisions occur in daylight hours. 
rn At 55 mph, it may take a train up to 1 mile to 1Yz miles to stop in an emergency. 
rn Nearly 34% of all collisions occur at crossings equipped with active warning devices. 
lil 23% of all collisions occur when the vehicle runs into the side of the train. 
rn You are 60 times more likely to die in a collision with a train than in a collision involving 
another motor vehicle." 



In addition there are existing freight switching operations that sometimes obstruct one or 

more crossings for extended time periods. This occurs, for example, at locations in Vero Beach 

and other areas where the concrete and asphalt plants have rail sidings. Common sense 

suggests that these operations complicate the safe running of high-speed trains. 

It is hard to see the common sense in allowing 32 high speed trains per day plus 14 or more 

(estimated at 20 per day by 2016) freight trains through built-up, well-populated living areas 

with so many high traffic grade-level crossings. Add to this the possibility of trains running in 

opposing directions on the existing FEC line which is mostly single track at this time. Looking 

ahead, will FEC/ AAF provide parallel tracks throughout all of the 190-mile section of AAF route 

using existing FEC right of way? What effects will anticipated increases in freight traffic bring? 

Will the to-be-constructed 45-mile route from Cocoa to Orlando have parallel tracks to safely 

accommodate AAF trains moving at up to 125 mph and other traffic? How many grade 

crossings will that section have? Will old operating bridges over navigable waterways have two 

tracks, or will they become rail traffic chokepoints like the single-track trestle bridge over the 

St. Lucie River? There are common sense implications in all of these questions. The proposed 

new Cocoa to Orlando route includes a 7.5-mile segment that cannot accommodate two tracks. 

From experiences in traveling on high-speed trains in France, Germany, Italy and the UK, grade

level crossings there seem infrequent. Dual dedicated tracks and grade separation at crossings 

appear to be more prevalent in Europe which makes good common sense. Furthermore, the 

prospect of three times as many delays at railroad crossings has serious implications for public 

safety for the population in the Treasure Coast and other areas. For example, in Indian River 

County the majority of the population lives west of the FEC railroad tracks to be used by AAF 

while the only two hospitals and emergency rooms in the County are east of those same tracks. 

First responders will be negatively impacted by the addition of the AAF high-speed trains. 

School buses will also be at greater risk. 

Secondly, it appears that AAF's proposal for Federal funding or loan guarantees may also violate 

the common sense test. AAF is more than pleased to get Federal backing or funding for its 

proposed passenger service so that the "private profit with public risk" objective will be 

obtained. This does not serve the common sense best interests of the public. Having seen a 

large number of project financing proposals over many years, I have come to understand that 

there is no such thing as a bad "proforma" financial statement. Unfavorable "proformas" 

never see the light of day. The AAF assumption of transporting 10,000 passengers per day 

needs to be closely examined. For example, is there enough local transit and/or parking 

capacity at passenger end-points to adequately support such a volume? Is the proposed 

volume of passengers just wishful thinking? Is the three-hour trip time being understated? 

One way to gain some perspective is to compare AAF's projected ridership of 3,650,000 

passengers per year with Amtrak's established Ace/a Express ridership results. With the 

understanding that the Ace/a Express serves a much larger market (Boston-New York

Washington, DC), for the fiscal year ended September 30, 2014 ridership was only 3,545,306 

passengers. Even allowing for tourism- related travel, the AAF projection seems optimistic at 

best, more likely dubious, given comparative market size. In fact, the anticipated AAF three-



hour scheduled journey from Miami to Orlando may be an overly optimistic goal due to safety

related speed reductions and bridge opening schedules, among other considerations. If so, 

longer trip times may adversely impact ridership projections. The Ace/a Express in the 

Northeast Corridor takes 3.5 hours with limited stops to travel 229 miles from New York City to 

Boston which is a shorter distance than the 235 miles from Miami to Orlando for AAF. 

So what is really driving this AAF proposal? AAF's privately-owned parent company (Florida 

East Coast Industries) also owns Florida East Coast Railway whose business may have slipped 

somewhat in recent years. Based on Federal Railway Administration ("FRA") statistics, FEC's 

freight business in 2013 appears to have declined about 30% from its high in 2006. This 

estimate uses train miles reported to the FRA as an indicator since freight tonnage, carloads 

and other data were not readily available. FEC's tracks and infrastructure represent a "sunk 

cost". FEC has already made the investment and the ongoing maintenance and taxes are pretty 

much fixed costs. For railroad owners, track utilization is name of the profit game. FEC will be 

thrilled to get the rental payments from its sister company AAF for use of its tracks and 

infrastructure. FEC can use the incremental revenue and has little to lose. If AAF does not 

succeed, FEC is apparently not at risk for the financing, but will continue to enjoy the full 

benefits of all the improvements to its railroad line capacity, including reconstruction and 

parallel tracking of 23 fixed bridges according to Appendix 5.3.1 A of the recently released 

Environmental Impact Study. As an aside, the risks of local counties and municipalities related 

to public road crossings may dramatically increase as a result of adding 32 high-speed AAF 

trains daily as well as more, longer and faster freight trains, because of provisions in some 

public crossing agreements that create potential liability. 

Given that steam locomotives are no longer in use, we might conclude that it is AAF and FEC 

who are really "blowing some smoke" about this high-speed rail project. For FEC, which like 

AAF is a subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries, deep down "AAF" really does mean "All 

About Freight". Why wouldn't freight rail line owners be very happy to greatly upgrade their 

railroad's "capacity" (for lack of a better term to describe ability to run more trains) with 

substantially all of it paid by AAF after AAF reaches into the taxpayers' pocket on way or 

another? Easy decision, especially if that "capacity" improvement better positions FEC for 

gaining market share from " ... freight traffic that is expected to double between 2016 and 2020 

with the expansion of the Panama Canal". Even if AAF defaults on whatever financing it gets, 

the collateral offered can be viewed as essentially single-purpose which makes the lender's 

position potentially less than what might be desired. As a retired former speechwriter for the 

President of the American Association of Railroads was recently quoted, "I know of no 

passenger rail service that is profitable ... " which provides all the more reason to reject Federal 

or State loans or guarantees to AAF, particularly given the dubious ridership assumptions in the 

AAF proposal. 

One might reasonably conclude, from a common sense point of view, that the other 

beneficiaries of All Aboard Florida (such as FEC, Central Florida Expressway Authority, various 

Miami real estate interests, the Greater Orlando Aviation Authority whose land lease for AAF 

yard facilities was indispensable, among others) get what they want at the expense of the more 



than 600,000 or more people living in the Treasure Coast who are being "thrown under the AAF 

train" to benefit special interests. According to a recent newspaper article, the Treasure Coast 

received little or no attention in the Impact Statement that was bought and paid for by AAF. 

Why is that, and how does such an omission meet common sense and fairness standards? 

That point was reinforced by at least one local Member of Congress. 

Yes, the official three-county Treasure Coast population estimate is 570,000 as of April 2014, 

but that excludes the very large number of seasonal residents. This leads us to another 

common sense issue. Quality of life counts for all of us who are full-time residents. It is also an 

attraction that brings many seasonal residents who buy or rent houses and contribute 

importantly to our local economy. If, as predicted, the character and quality of life in our 

communities is diminished because of AAF high-speed trains, it seems reasonable to believe 

that property values and our local economy will be adversely affected. This particularly 

includes local businesses that are relatively closer to the FEC/AAF rail line. For example, I have 

been a number of times at a Vero Beach auto dealer facility located on the east side of FEC's 

single track line, when freight trains have come through and have rattled the whole building. It 

should get interesting when 110 mph trains come thundering through and when freight traffic 

grows to 20 trains per day as projected in the Environmental Impact Statement. One of the 

Indian River County Commissioners recently reported that "valuations drop for homes within 

200 to 1,000 feet of the tracks when high-speed rail goes in". We do not need this outcome. 

To my knowledge, the common sense deficiencies of the AAF proposal may not have been 

fully considered. Safety concerns, worsened delays at the many critical East-West crossing 

points, dubious project economics assumptions, misalignment of FEC/ AAF motivations and 

public interests, private profit at public risk and significant adverse impacts on quality of life 

and property values are a good list of reasons why the FRA should reject the AAF proposal. 

AAF is a bad risk decision for any kind of Federal government financing arrangement. 

If AAF's proposal is such a great idea, let AAF find private financing as they have purportedly 

said they can do. If a sufficient economic case to be made for the Miami-Orlando rail 

connection, then let AAF find a more suitable route to the west of that which is proposed. Of 

course, then FEC will not reap the revenue benefits they anticipate, but the public interest will 

be better served and the damage to the Treasure Coast will be avoided. Or, entrepreneurs like 

Megabus can organize a system of express, double decker motor coach transportation that will 

do the job at a much lower cost. Or, perhaps improvements can be made to the existing 

Amtrak service between Miami and Orlando to expand service. Not approving any Federal 

loans, guarantees or financing assistance for All Aboard Florida will much better serve the great 

number of people living in the Treasure Coast and other Florida communities who will be 

adversely affected. Mark Twain was right. 

Veryresk""tlkJ~ 
Jo~Beckert, 9145 Seasons Terrace, Vero Beach, FL 32963 Tel: 772-589-9391 
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The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA'swebsite (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672}. 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comm~nts may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
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Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 
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email Please provide your email ad ress if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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Mrs. Margaret Baker 
Apt. 229 
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. . Vero Beach , FL 32960-7602 



6250 Arrowhead Lane 
Vero Beach, FL 32967 

Federal Rail Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 
Sept 22, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I wish to submit my comments (into public record) on the All Aboard Florida high speed rail EIS 

report. Across the nation unelected, unaccountable and in most cases unknown individuals are 

deciding policy for "We the People11
• In our area this is known as the SevenSO regionalism 

scheme. One of the many goals of regionalism is for the densification and steering of 

populations along a road or rail. Developers Dover Kohl and Partners admit this openly on 

Twitter! The godfather of New Urbanism, Andres Duany told us directly in his May 2013 lecture 

(to the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council) that "fascism, it's efficient". We believe he 

means what he says. 

So, we are asked to accept a train that has little or NO benefit to anyone ... with the exception of 

Disney World, corporate elitists and SevenSO regionalists. Above all, we are asked to accept a 

train that will destroy our small, quiet, historic coastal towns. Adding more insult to injury, we 

will be fighting transit oriented development until kingdom come! At least 3 unnecessary, high 

density housing plans have been presented already. AAF and the accompanying developers are 

proceeding as if this project is a forgone conclusion. 

The overwhelming majority of citizens who know about AAF do not want this train, period. This 

will turn our area into one massive, noisy, grinding industrial zone as the project transitions to 

freight. With property rights, come responsibilities. Sadly, AAF is simply taking advantage of the 

current culture of regional control at our expense. 

THE PEOPLE HAVE SPOKEN. No trains, no stops, and especially no transit development. We 

have the right of self-determination. We do not want the re-engineering of our cities. As the 

founders of our great nation intended, we have the right to decide where we live and how we 

travel. Home rule and state's rights must prevail. 

The reasons for eliminating this route are legion. Please save our coastal towns from 

destruction forever. 
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THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IT IS NOT A DONE DEAL 

Throughout our community, you hear people-say "·It's a done deal'' ·10 hue to do anything 
about it •• Well. IT IS NOT TRUE. The AH Aboard Florida Railroad bas not 
received the l .(i BILLION dollar loan from Federal Railroad Adm.inistmtion for 
the leg between Palm and Orlando. 

The residents and business people in our communities 00 NOT want thi..'i. for many reasons. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour. 32 times a day. HOW £\.oiANY STREETS AND 
HOW FAR AHEAD WILL THEY HAVE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE 

TRAIN TRAVELING THAT FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN 
FOLD. THIS \V1LL NOT ONLY BE PASSENGER CARS. 

People with situations (He-art Attacks, Strokes. Acddents ,etc ) \Vilt not be 
able to get to the hospitaL which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police. fire fighters are all against this plan. Lives \Vill 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAJNS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with lrnins running 
···· · rrUthetime. 

wiH ph.immet for aH businesses and fur the people living near and 
goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption 

Almosi aU of our service bu~inesses are \vest of the tracks, making it a hardship for the beach 
population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

River to pay for creation of Quiet Zones and 
maintain them. are worries because the history of the BuHet Trains shows they 
not been profitable. \Vho 
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ROBERT 0. JOHNSON • 535 39TH COURT, S.W. • VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32968 

TELEPHONE (56 1 ) 770-0903 

November 20,2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue,S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington,D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. John Winkle: 

My wife and I have been following the "All Aboard Florida(AAF) Intercity Passage Project Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement and Evaluation (DEIS)" and do not concur with the proposal. The 
AAF proposes Phase II be constructed from West Palm Beach thru the Treasure Coast to Orlando 
causing major disruption. However, there is an alternative route. Phase II could be routed west out of 
West Palm Beach along an easement following the Florida Turnpike to Orlando, as originally planned. 

Repeat, we do not support the construction of AAF Phase II thru the Treasure Coast. We concur with 
others who have provided comments on the negative impact of the project. Therefore, we request you 
do the right thing and reject approval of the project as proposed. Redirect as suggested above. 

\ 

cc: WMhington Post 

FACSIMILE (561) 770-0903 



Alice J. Johnson 
5470 E. Harbor Village Dr. 

Vero Beach, FL 32967 
(772) 794-5234 

Cell: (772) 321-4920 
AliceJohnson5470@hotma il.com 

Nov. 4, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
US Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Washington , D.C. 20590 

Re: RRIF Loan Application from Florida East Coast Industries , LLC (All Aboard Florida) 

Dear Mr. Winkle , 

I am writing to express my objections to granting the above referenced loan on the basis that the 
proposed passenger ~·ail project will lose money , resulting in a loan default. The loan is a waste of 
taxpayer's money, which should be used for infrastructure with actual public,benefits. Below I . 
have sUIIllllarized why this'project wiHlose 'money. · . 

I' 

Insufficient popuiation density & lack of local public transit: The.re is neither enough 
population density along the route; rior adequate local public transit to feed passengers to and from 
the train. The only "successful" intercity train route in the US is the Amtrak Acela between 
Washington D.C. and New York City, a corridor with twelve times the population of the 
Miami/Orlando corridor. The northeast corridor cities have excellent local trains , busses , fenies , 
taxis and subways to deliver depaiiing passengers to the train station, and arriving passengers to 
their final destination . However , even Acela requires taxpayer funded capital grants . 

Inadequate demand from business travelers: The tai·get market for high speed rail is the 
business traveler, who can afford the high price of a train or plane ticket. The Miami/Ft. 
Lauderdale/Orlando market demand is CUITently satisfied by fourteen flights per day, or 2,100 
seats. FEC will be adding 4,800 seats per day. There will not be enough business travel demand in 
our lifetime to fill the seats. FEC claims that their ridership will be mostly tourists , but why would 
a family of four spend $1,000 to take a side trip via train to Disney World or Miami, only to have 
to rent a car upon arrival? Tourist traffic will be very sparse. 

Speed: The FEC trains are not "high speed," which by definition means speeds of at least 150 
mph~ FEC wffl take three houi·s to travel fromMiamito .Orlando, only slightly less .time than 
driving. Passenger trains sp.ould never share tracks with freight trains as proposed by FEC, because 
delays 6ri either route render both services unreliable. The CSX "Theme Park on Wheels" train 
· between Orlando and 'M'iarrii ran freight and passenger trains on the same tracks ;, and failed. in 1997 
. after less than two years , proving the point . . 
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Demographics and automobile competition prohibit profitability in the US: Intercity 
passenger rail service doesn't work in the USA. The only two profitable high speed routes in the 
world are Paris to Lyon and Tokyo to Osaka. Their infrastructure was built over three decades ago 
at less than 10% of current costs. Their routes connect dense urban populations served by excellent 
local mass transit. Automobile travel in France and Japan is much more expensive than in the US, 
due to high gas prices and toll roads, rendering their trains more price competitive. Every other 
high speed rail line in the world requires government subsidies. It is inconceivable that FECI can 
operate profitably. 

Capital costs are vastly underestimated: FECI has stated the project cost will be $2.25 billion. I 
believe it will cost $5.6 to $9.6 billion. You can verify this by comparing the costs of other 
projects under construction or recently completed. FECI will run out of funds before the first 
passenger train section is completed. 

FECI is overleveraged: The private sector underwrote $405 million 12% FECI junk bonds this 
summer. How can you possibly believe that they will be able to repay the additional $1.6 FRA 
loan, and why would you expect the taxpayers to accept a rate less than 12% for this speculative 
loan? 

In summary, the proposed FEC loan will not be repaid, and should not be granted. 

Very truly yours, 

Alice J. Johnson 
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November 24, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. 
S.E. Room W-38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr Winkle: 
,_) ·-'. 

Perry Jeffords 
1901 Bay Road #304 

Vero Beach, FL 32963 

For starters, the title of this railroad plan is a total misnomer. There is no "All Aboard" 
about it; a passenger train that goes 235 miles and makes merely three stops? What will 
be "aboard" is the freight for which the new rails are obviously intended. 

It is unconscionable to consider forcing AAF upon the populated east coast of Florida 
where there are no tunnels, few overpasses and well over 300 RR crossings. This stretch 
of land has for years, been designated residential and/or a haven for tourists, where the 
warmth, charm, beauty and quiet lure visitors and sustain happy full timers. Not only will 
AAF destroy the peace and alter the image, but it will be a continuous interruption to the 
easy comings and goings in the small towns along the way, nearly all of which are not 
offered a RR station! 

It would also seem unlikely that one could actually borrow honest money for such a plan. 
And to pretend that it will be privately funded is a flat-our ruse! Clearly, large government 
loans and grants (our tax dollars!) are being pursued and will be needed. 

Please, please call this project what it really is; reconsider connecting the new line to the 
CSX Railroad toward the middle of the state or find a way to build a new rail along 1-95 
and/or the FL Turnpike corridor, a much less congested area. Tie the old east coast rail 
corridor into that (eventually, if possible) make way for a viable Rails-to-Trails green 
space (not an original thought) and walk away with your head up! 

Find a way to keep the Treasure Coast, north to south, the real treasure that it is. Thank 
you! 

Very truly, 

Q. c_\,,~ ·~ u\ 
Perry Jeffords 
ohpear@gmail.com 

- '\1' 
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Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Attn: John Winkle 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

November 26, 2014 

The Indian River Neighborhood Association is a non-profit, non-partisan organization 
dedicated to quality of life matters throughout our County. 

Earlier this year we brought together organizations and local governments experiencing 
significant concerns about impacts from All Aboard Florida which represents the 
establishment of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services proposed 
to run through our County without stopping. 

We formed the Train Impact Coalition (TIC) and for your information a list of participants 
is included below. Our singular purpose was to protect our communities from any 
potentially negative impacts by All Aboard Florida. Our intent was to do so by 
inserting our concerns, as allowed by law, into the federal process which would release 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 

The DEIS has now been released. We have studied it and find it very deficient 
identifying impacts to our communities. All our comments are presented in the 
attachment. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to your response 
addressing our concerns. Please do not hesitate to contact me for any additional 
information . 

. s~e~~~ 
~ey~use, Chair Executive Committee, 
Indian River Neighborhood Association 

27 Starfish Drive 
Vero Beach, Florida 32960 

cc: Army Corps of Engineers 



The following is a list of participants in the Train Impact Coalition (TIC), Indian River 
county Florida: 

Penny Chandler, Indian River County Chamber of Commerce 
Beth Mitchell, Sebastian Chamber of Commerce 
Gifford Progressive ~eagu_e, Joe ldlette _Ill . . 
Ruth Stanbridge, Indian River County Historical Society 
Vicky Gould, Main Street Vero Beach 
Randy Old, Vero Man Ice Age Site 
Sandra Rawls, Vero Man Ice Ag~ Site 
Bill Aufiero, Vero Ma~ Ice Age Site 
Rebecca Rickey, Heritage Center 
Nick Schaus, Barrier Island liaison (!RNA) 
Robert Schaedel, Architect 
Judy and Jim Gallagher, Sebastian Property Owners Association 
Carol Barry, Sebastian liaison (IRNA) 
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RESPONSE TO DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

ALL ABOARD FLORIDA- Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY TRAIN IMPACT COALITION 

Author Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association 

November 26, 2014 

MISSING APPENDICES 
To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an 
accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 
34 appendices are required: 

Appendix No. Description 
Appendix 1.1-A 1 FONSI 
Appendix 1.1-A2 FONS! Exhibits 
Appendix 3.3-A Fort Lauderdale Re-Evaluation Documents 
Appendix 3.3-8 Alternative A Track Plans 
Appendix 3.3-C Grade Crossing Details 
Appendix 3.3-D Alternative C, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-E Alternative E, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary 
Appendix 4.1.1-A Existing Land Use Maps 
Appendix 4.1.3-A USCG Cooperating Agency Acceptance 
Appendix 4.1.3-8 USCG Jurisdictional Determination 
Appendix 4.1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report 
Appendix 4.2.4-A Potentially Contaminated Sites Aerial Photographs 
Appendix 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination Meeting Notes, August 12, 2013 
Appendix 4.3.3-A Characteristic Plant Species 
Appendix 4.3.5-A EFH Assessment 
Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey Reports 
Appendix 4.3.6-8 Rare Species Consultation Areas 
Appendix 4.4.2-A Minority Populations 
Appendix 4.4.2-8 Poverty Populations 
Appendix 4.4.5-A SHPO Consultation Materials 
Appendix 4.4.5-8 Cultural Resources Proximate to the Project Corridor 
Appendix 4.4.6-A Recreation Resources 
Appendix 5.2.2-A Noise and Vibration Contours 
Appendix 5.2.2-B Noise Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.2-C Vibration Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.3-A Farmland Soils, Completed NRCS Forms 
Appendix 5.2.4-A Risk Evaluation Summary Table 
Appendix 5.3.1-A Bridge Crossing Maps 
Appendix 5.3.4-A Floodplain Impacts 
Appendix 5.3.6-A Section 7 Meeting Notes 
Appendix 5.3.6-B Section 7 Consultation Materials 
Appendix 8.1-A NOi 
Appendix 8.1-8 Scoping Report 
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT 

On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight 
traffic with little to no explanation. A clarification is requested. 

To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and 
crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight 
transport, including both full and partial capacity. Any assumptions should disclose the 
methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates. 

1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR 

No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned 
immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track. 

Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using 
established parameters and mathematical models. This information and the final 
double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to 
measureable impacts on adjacent properties. 

Upon release of such information the process must allow public comment time. 

1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY 

The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information. 

The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and 
documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise. 

When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, 
Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were 
all denied. This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS. 

8.1 SCOPING 

No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no 
record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian 
River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise. 

This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts 
to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the 
NEPA process. 

-2-



4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT and 5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES 

St. Sebastian River and Bridge 

The Army Corps of Engineers fails to identify the southern leg of the St. Sebastian River 
Bridge in Indian River County. The entire Bridge is stated to be due for demolition and 
replaced with 2 new single-track bridges. 

This Bridge crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian River 
County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian 
Conservation Area is immediately south. 

These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered 
and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The 
waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway. 

These sections also neglect study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and 
bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction. 

The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying 
waterway or the endangered species. Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA 
issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues. 

4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority 
community of Gifford which existed well before the tracks were placed. 

Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to 
and from work. There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and 
from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events 
due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by 
members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. 
Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is 
used by local residents to draw drinking water. 

Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing 
closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students. 

The DEIS contains no local knowledge. Such knowledge should be identified and 
incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts 
from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service. There 
must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits. 
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4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 

As proposed, there are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed 
passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the 
tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or 
travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, 
retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings. 

The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel 
interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real 
estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors. 

No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are 
considered. To be credible the DEIS must identify and analyze such impacts and 
include consideration of alternatives and benefits. 

5.4.1 COMMUNITIES 

There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no 
acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks. 

Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in 
close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely 
ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to the 
addition of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services. 

Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific 
attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services. The DEIS lacks 
such study. 

A credible analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit. 

5.4.4 PUBLIC HEAL TH AND SAFETY 

The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities. 

There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear 
materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no 
log of variable crossing closures with incident. 

There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and 
Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations. 

The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate 
any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information. 
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES 

Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such 
sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human 
presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones 
Sites. 

The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical 
sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. 
They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or 
potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may 
soon be considered a World Site. 

Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any 
additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA 

Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the 
County with some immediately in the rail corridor. 

The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate 
action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services. 

In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in 
Indian River County. 

By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects 
with consideration of beneficial outcomes. 

The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order 
to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines. 
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November 21, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Please accept these comments from the Cultural Council of Indian 
River County as our input to the All Aboard Florida Draft 
Environmental Impact Study. 

4.4.5 Cultural Resources: Table 4.4.5-2 Certified Local 
Government/Local Informant C6ntacts iRegarding Potentially Locally 
Designated Cultural Resources. · . 

' ' , • ' 

No one from Indian River County was contacted for information 
regardiilg cultLiralresources. Our County authorities were 
completely ,overlooked. As a result this section is incomplete and 
inadequate and provides no way for local agencies to comment as 
1o·cations, impacts and mitigation were never considered in the 
DEIS. 

This information is required for this cultural resource section to be 
complete. Who will be contacted in Indian River County to provide 
this information? FRA should require that the consultants contact 
local officials and incorporate all of this information into the next 
draft or final version of the environmental impact study. 

The known Old Vero Ice Age Site located adjacent to the tracks was 
never mentioned or considered. Recent excavations have 
uncovered artifacts and information to support that people and a 
variety of extinct animals were in this location 13,000 years ago . 
This archeological site is eligible as a national historic site and may 
be considered as a potential World Site. 

An etched mammoth bone found near this site and was 
authenticated to be over 12,000 years old. 0th .er archeological 
findings have been made at additional sites such as the Gifford · 
Bon·es site and 111ore sites in the north of the county. 

'. ·: 

204114th Avenue, Vero Beach, Florida 32960 772-770-4857 
info@cultural-council.org or www.cultural-council.org "# 

Mission: To promote U1e cultural arts in Indian River County through eciucation, collaboration, marl<eting & advocacy. 



Page 2 Federal Railroad Administration 

There is no adequate demonstration of planned bridgework or the 
impacts to these sites. Information about the site, plans for any 
areas near archeological sites, mitigation of impacts to these 
prehistoric sites from vibration need to be included . 

We have been represented at many local meetings about this high 
speed rail project. Our cultural resources are in critical danger from 
the potential impacts of the All Aboard Florida project. 

We request that the Federal Railroad Administration and the 
consultants include the requested cultural resource information and 
let us know of the impacts this project will have on our cultural 
community. 



Indian River County 
Historical Society, Inc. 

P.O. Box 2192, VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32961-2192 
TEL: (772) 778-3435 E-MAIL: indianriverhisto@bellsouth.net 

November 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington, D. C. 20590 

AAF-comments@vhb.com 

RE: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) - All Aboard Florida Project. 

The Mission of the Indian River County Historical Society is to preserve, protect, restore, and 

enhance the cultural and environmental resources of Indian River County. In the past, this has 

always proven to be a challenge, but more so after the release in September of the All Aboard 

Florida Proposed Project described in the above DEIS. 

Attached is a Memorandum and Letter Report assembled after review, research, and 

investigation by Ruth Stan bridge, County Historian and member of the Board of Directors of the 

Society. 

If further information is needed or if this DEIS is revised, amended, or is moved forward, we 

wish to be considered as a Consulting Party under NEPA and NHPA Section 106. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Proposed Project. 

ctfully submitted, 

David Foster 

President 

ct z;;~ 



RUTH STANBRIVGE 
c~ * 1f.U;torlc('Erww~'Re1,e.,C(,Yclv * GYC\41\t"WYlt"~ 

Lf835 66"" Ave,ru..i.e,* Vero-'Beacn,, tl,oridad2967 * Phorte/fa,;u (772) 567-5363 * Em.aw. ~cwlt.com, 

MEMORANDUM and LETTER REPORT 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

November 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 

Ruth Stanbridge, County Historian 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement - All Aboard Florida Project. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Proposed Project. The following is submitted and 

specifically directed to the Consultation and Cultural Resources of the above DEIS as it relates to the 

National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 and Federal Department of Transportation Act 

(FDTA) Section 4 (f). 

COMMENTS 

From the beginning, the citizens of Indian River County and other Treasure Coast Counties were assured by 

both the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) and All Aboard Florida (AAF) that all concerns would be 

answered and the Draft Environmental Statement (DEIS), when released, would be complete, creditable, 

and address all of their concerns. 

After reviewing this DEIS, it is clear that this document is not complete and far from creditable. It is lacking 

in the most basic information and details, especially in the identification and discussion of the cultural 

resources of Indian River County. 

The DEIS Summary was the first indication that the FRA and their consultants failed to give any 

consideration to the cultural resources of Indian River County. The DEIS does not acknowledge significance 

cultural resources or historic districts that are located in or immediately adjacent to the FECR Railway 

Historic District. The DEIS does not include text, tables, or a report which would indicate that a true cultural 

resource assessment was completed for the APE of the N-S Corridor. There is, however, a bold statement 

on page S-18 that says that ''The Project would have no direct or indirect effect (noise, vibration, and 

change in setting) in the historic resources located adjacent to the N-S Corridor." That statement is 

unbelievable! 

A proper survey and discussion of cultural resources (including archaeological sites) cannot be found in the 

Affected Environment (Chapter 4), or Environmental Consequences (Chapter 5), and is totally missing from 

Chapter 7 (Mitigation and Project Commitments). Because these resources have not been identified or 

acknowledged in the DEIS, is it presumed that there are no "environmental consequences". That is not to 

be believed! 
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As early as July 2013, FRA was being assured by AAF and their consultants that the State Historic 

Preservation Office (SHPO) "was comfortable that AAF has properly consulted with them and that, at this 

point, [there are] "no adverse effects" to cultural resources from this project" (8 July 2013 letter -

Appendix 4.4 .5 A2]. Again, another bold statement that was made more than two months before the 

release of the DEIS and months away from the end of the commenting period. 

This DEIS is flawed. It has created confusion and bewilderment not only for the public but for the local 

governments and cities trying to review the document. Again, this DEIS is unacceptable and a failure of the 

FRA and their consultants who were tasked to write a complete and creditable document. 

FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE: The DEIS is incomplete because the FRA and its Consultants failed to communicate 

with local governments and the local historical communities. 

(1) In the letters of March 28, 2013 [Appendix 4.4.S Al] and July 8, 2013 [Appendix 4.4.S A2] FRA determined 

"that the coordination with local preservation planning representatives used in Phase I was "not warranted 

in Phase II" and that "coordination with local entities was not required ... " 

(2) Also, FRA agreed "not to use the 'substitution approach' to streamline the NEPA and NHPA Section 106 

consultation process" which meant that the "standard Section 106" method would be used - 8 July 2013 

letter [Appendix 4.4.5 AZ] 

(3) It was reported in the DEIS (page 4-124) that determinations had been made at meetings and through 

conference calls and concurred with at the highest level (prior to the DEIS release) that coordination with 

local planning representatives was "not warranted". 

These determinations between FRA, AAF, and SHPO (in both the pre-DEIS and in the DEIS) set the stage for 

what happened in Indian River County and in other local governments along the N-S Corridor. 

The FRA and their consultants failed to contact local governments (cities and counties), historical or 

heritage organizations or individuals in regard to information or input on cultural resources. No scoping 

meeting was held in Indian River County. The City of Vero Beach and the City of Sebastian both- located 

along the APE of the N-S Corridor were not contacted. Neither the Indian River County Historical Society 

nor the Sebastian River Historical Society was asked for information on cultural resources. The planning 

staff of Sebastian and Vero Beach and those of Indian River County were never called. Even the County 

Historian (duly appointed by the Indian River Board of County Commissioners) and who has worked closely 

with the Department of State, Bureau of Historical Preservation, for over thirty years was never asked for 

information. 

SHPO, when contacted on October 15, 2014 by email about these pre-DEIS determinations, responded that 

"An agency official may use the process and documentation required for the preparation of an EA/FONSI or 

an EIS/ROD to comply with section 106 in lieu of the [standard 106 process] if the agency official has 

notified in advance the SHPO/THPO and the [Advisory] Council that it intends to do so". 

Whatever method (the "standard Section 106 process" method or the streamlined and flexible 

;
1substitution" approach) was used local public participation and involvement cannot be ignored or 

overlooked. The FRA's determinations in the early pre-DEIS meetings has compromised this mandatory 

participation and involvement. 
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(4) Table 4.4.5,2 (page 4·125) -This Table explains that 4 Certified Local Governments (CLG), 1 urban planner, 

and 1 archaeologist were contacted. 

The Orlando-WPS Corridor is well over two hundred miles long and runs through 6 counties with a dozen or 
so large and small local city governments, at least another dozen or so planners for each city and county, 
many local historical societies, preservationists, and knowledgeable local people, yet only 6 contacts were 
made with only 3 responses 

Under Section 106, a Certified Local Government is not singled out as a substitute for "local government", a 

consulting party, a consulting agency or a local preservationist. An urban planner in St. Lucie County cannot 

be a substitute for the urban planner in Indian River County. FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE! 

FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE CULTURAL RESOURCES: The DEIS is incomplete because it failed to acknowledge 

cultural resources located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the FECR corridor. 

(1) In Section 4.4.5 Cultural Resources: Most of the historical properties and archaeological sites in Indian 

River County located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the railway corridor were not acknowledged, 

surveyed, or discussed in this DEIS. These resources were omitted or simply dismissed from the Section. 

Therefore, no analysis could take place. 

Section 4.4.5 (pages 4-120-132) was alarming in its entirety. There was neither a detail discussion of 

historical buildings and structures nor a cultural resource assessment report. Moreover, no recognition was 

given to the two National Register Historical Districts in the City of Sebastian that are located in or 

immediately adjacent and on either side of the FECR Linear Historic District. Not only are these National 

Register Districts in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor there are over 40 buildings or 

structures within their boundaries with many of them in the APE and several are individual properties 

potentially eligible or already listed on the National Register. 

Throughout the length of the county in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, there are a 

number of other single historic properties potentially eligible or already listed on the National Register. 

These were not acknowledged in any way. They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and will have impacts 

from noise, vibration, and safety issues, yet they are not listed or discussed in the entire document. 

The "three architectural/historical resources" mentioned on page 4-129 of the DEIS are only identified in 

the Tables that immediately follow that page. The railroad corridor, the bridge, and a railroad platform 

(designed and constructed by engineers not architects) are slated for reconstruction activities or 

demolition. No other cultural resources in Indian River County were listed or acknowledged in the text or 

in the Tables. 

In the separate Appendix 4.4.5-83 which shows the "proximate" of cultural resources in relationship to the 

N-S Corridor APE, there are some resources identified only by their FMSF#s identification. There is no refer, 

no discussion, or other acknowledgement of these resources in the DEIS text. Again, there is no Cultural 

Resources Assessment Report (CRAC} or Table attached to this DEIS. 
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The DEIS also failed to acknowledge or identify several very important archaeological sites located in or 

immediately adjacent and within the N-S Corridor. These sites are of major significance and have National 

implications and, even, International importance. Another failure of this DEIS. 

(2) Archaeological Resources (page 4-131) - Under this portion of the DEIS only one archaeological site in 

Indian River County is reported in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor in the text. This 

one site, a shell midden not evaluated by SHPO, was mentioned, but several more in or immediately 

adjacent to the corridor were ignored and/or dismissed. 

One of the archaeological sites that was missed is in or immediately adjacent to the bridge landing of the St. 

Sebastian River Bridge (FMSF#8BR3062/81R1569) near Roseland. This site is listed on the Florida Master 

Site File but was never acknowledged, surveyed, or investigated by the FRA or their consultants. This is the 

same St. Sebastian Bridge that will be demolished as part of the Proposed Project and a survey will be 

necessary before any permits can possibly be issued. Without investigation, demolition and new bridge 

construction will destroy any cultural resources in the vicinity of this bridge landing. 

Two sites with major potential were also ignored or dismissed. Neither the Vero Man site (FMSF#81R09) 

nor the Gifford Bones site (FMSF#81R07 and FMSF#81R08) were mentioned in the text. Both are potentially 

eligible for National Register status. 

The Vero Man site has gained both National and International attention. In fact, the excavation at the Vero 

Man Site is now going into its second season. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is well aware of 

the potential of this site. Again, this is a total failure of the DEIS in not properly addressing cultural 

resources along the N-S Corridor and not actively coordinating with local government and local people! 

FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE IMPACTS: The DEIS failed to acknowledge the Proposed Project's impacts to 

cultural resources. 

In Section 4.2.2 and Section 5.2.2, there is limited discussion of impacts to cultural resources. 

Unfortunately, this DEIS has not recognized or acknowledged these resources (including the 

archaeological sites) and therefore, discussion of the "environmental consequences" and impacts is 

so inadequate that it fails to meet the requirements of National Environmental Protection Act 

(NPEA). Vibration, noise, and safety issues are major concerns. 

(1) Table 4.2.2-1 separates noise-sensitive land uses into Categories. Category I lists National Historic 

Landmarks as one of the "significant outdoor uses". 

In Indian River County there are two National Register Historic Districts and a number of single historic 

properties that fall within Category 1 which are listed on the National Register or potentially eligible to be 

listed. The referenced properties are in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, but, again, 

they were not identified, acknowledged, or discussed in the text or anywhere in the DEIS document. They 

would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and there will be environmental consequences from noise, 

vibration, and safety issues. 
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Located in Pocahontas Park (Table 4.4.6-2, page 4-141) are two historic buildings which are considered 

community centers (one is on the National Register and another potentially eligible). While Pocahontas 

Park is acknowledged in Table 4.4.6-2 under Section 4 (f) and Section 6 (f); the historic buildings are not 

acknowledged. In fact, their existence is not acknowledged anywhere In the text - only on Map 45 

[Appendix 4.4.5-83] as a Florida Master Site File number. 

These community centers and Pocahontas Park host hundreds and hundreds of people per day. yet the DEIS 

failed to discuss or acknowledge these buildings and their uses. In fact, the Park, itself, was misidentified as 

being owned and managed by Indian River County. but Pocahontas Park is a fi!Y park in the City of Vero 

Beach and has been since 1913. The DEIS failed to acknowledge these community buildings In an active 

public park and the obvious impacts from noise, vibration, and safety concerns. 

Another property that was not mentioned or discussed in the DEIS is a historic farmstead consisting of a 

house museum (listed on the National Register), barns, and a future as an educational center. This 

Farmstead should be considered under Section 4(f) and is a unique property with over 100-acres of 

conservation and preservation land including several rare and endangered species onsite. Its eastern 

boundary is located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor. Again, this entire historic 

farmstead with barns was omitted from discussion as well as impacts from noise, vibration, and safety 

issues. 

(2) The FRA did determine that the N-S Corridor would result in "long-term noise and vibration with adverse 

impacts to residents and properties". (page 5-39) 

(3) FRA also determined that "the ground-borne vibration already exceeds the criteria" (page 5-51). 

Currently, the N-S Corridor is consider a "heavily used rail corridor" (more than 12 trains per day) with 

additional impacts if the trains double (FRA 2012a). 

Again, vibration, noise, and public safety are major concerns to all the cultural resources In or 

immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor. Since these cultural resources were not 

acknowledged, recorded, and are missing from the DEIS records and since public involvement was non

existence, no adverse impacts were discussed or recorded. 

With the only plans - the 30% plans - available, there was inadequate information to review the DEIS and 

the potential impacts that will be caused by the Proposed Project. Sixty percent (60%) plans were 

requested but NOT provided while the ninety percent (90%) plans will not be available until weeks after the 

DEIS deadline for comments has passed. Plans at 60% are considered standard in any construction project, 

but for reasons unknown, the FRA and AAF determined that those plans were not necessary for this DEIS. 

Once again, the DEIS fails to acknowledge the impacts of AAF's Proposed Project! 

Because the FRA and their consultants failed to provide the necessary information, data, and plans in the 

DEIS document, local governments, owners of these properties, preservationists, and the general public will 

not be able to accurately address the impacts AAF's Proposed Project will have on the cultural resources of 

Indian River County! Failure to acknowledge impacts! 
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SUMMARY 

This "reconstruction" proposal by AAF will add "new'' modern infrastructure, additional high speed 

passenger trains, and increased freight. Impacts of vibration and noise to cultural resources were NOT 

addressed in this DEIS. Safety issues in and around these cultural resources were NOT discussed. This DEIS 

simply did NOT acknowledge or recognized these resources and so the DEIS presumed they did NOT exist as 

far as "consequences" from this Proposed Project. (See Cultural Resources, pages 4-120-132 and Table 

4.2.2-1- Noise and Vibration - page 4-35) 

But these cultural resources do exist and will be impacted not only by the current Proposed Project, but any 

future increase in rail freight. This freight issue may rapidly increase "if and when" the passenger service 

proves to be a financial burden. The practical use of this "new" modern infrastructure would then become a 

freight corridor. History has a way of repeating itself and in 1968 - passenger service was discontinued on 

the FEC Railway and freight increased - it could happen again! 

What recourse will the public have to address impacts from Increased freight when the passenger service 

decreases or is discontinued? The FRA must find language to add to any final document that will allow 

the issue of a substantially increase in freight service to be re-visited and re-evaluated. 

CONCLUSION 

All Aboard Florida representatives have promoted this Proposed Project to the public as a "restoration" and 

this term was actually used by o_ne of the consulting agencies, but this is not a true statement. A 

"restoration" would "restore" passenger service with the trains moving at a normal rate of speed with the 

original stops "restored" along the way. This is a "reconstruction" with the goal of operating a high speed 

passenger train with a maximum speed of 125 mph on modern tracks, with new and upgraded bridges, and 

with NO small railroad station stops planned along hundreds of miles of the original corridor. This is 

definitely not a "restoration". 

There are many local governments, organizations, and citizens along this Corridor that are extremely 

displeased and very disappointed with the Federal Rail Administration on how this DEIS was handled. There 

is also amazement that an Agency with the reputation of the FRA would allow an Environmental Impact 

Statement, so poorly done, to be released, even, as a "Draft" document. 

This DEIS does not represent the goals and objectives of Section 106 and Section 4 (f) nor does it adhere to 

the criteria that the Federal Rail Administration or any other Federal government agency must have to 

allow a Proposed Project of this scope to move forward. The deficiencies in this document are just too 

much to overcome in an amendment, or, even, in a supplement. This DEIS should be rejected, outright, 

with the opportunity that any "new'' document have a realistic timeframe and follow the proper legal 

guidelines established through NEPA, NHPA, and FDTA. The public and local governments must be 

guaranteed participation from the beginning - not the end . 

Respectfully submitted by: /sf .,_R=u=t=l,i.,_S=..:t=lil.,_11\,=b..,_r=~c{""g-e _ __,. County Historian 

Attachment: Distribution list 

Letter/Comments: USACE SAJ-2012-01564 (SP-AWP) -AAF Project 
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DISTRIBUTION LIST: 

John Winkle, FRA Draft Environmental Impact Statement - All Aboard Florida Project 

November 29, 2014 

Dylan Reingold, County Attorney, Indian River County - dreingold@irc.gov 
James O'Connor, City Manager, City of Vero Beach- citymgr@covb.org 
Joe Griffin, City Manager, City of Sebastian - jgriffen@cityofsebastian .org 
Councilwoman Coy, City of Sebastian - acoy@citvof sebastian.org 
Michael Busha, Executive Director, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council -

mbusha@tcrpc.org 
Kim DeLaney, Strategic Dev. Coordination - kdelancy@tcrpc.org 
Governor Rick Scott - rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com 
Senator Bill Nelson - bill@billnelson .senate.gov 
Senator Marco Rubio - Alyn.Fernandez@rubio.senate .gov 
Congressman Bill Posey- Pam.gillespiese@mail.house.gov 
Senator Andy Gardiner - gardiner .andy@flsenate.gov 
Senator Thad Altman - altman.thad. web@flsenate.gov 
Representative Steve Crisafulli - steve.crisafulli@mytloridahouse.gov 
Representative Debbie Mayfield - debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov 
Florida Department of State, Division of Historic Resources -

Robert Bendus, Director - Robert.Bendus@dos .mytlorida.com 
Florida Department of Transportation, Secretary Ananth Prasad

ananth .prasad@dot.state . fl . us 
Florida Department of Transportation, District 4 -Amie Goddeau, P.E. -

amie . goddeau@dot.state . fl . us 

St. Johns River Water Management District- mbrandenburg@sjrwmd.com 
United States Army Corps of Engineers - Cocoa Beach Office - Andrews 

Phillips - Andrew.w.phillips@usace.army .mil 

Sebastian River Area Chamber of Commerce - bmitcell@sebastianchamber.com 
Indian River County Chamber of Commerce - director@indianriverchaber .com 
Indian River Neighborhood Association - sisustarfish@aol.com 
Sebastian Area Historical Society- gtokro@aol.com 
Friends of Historic Roseland - jackiemerle@yahoo .com 
Gifford Progressive Civic League - idletteiii@bellsouth.net 
Micco Homeowners Association - jenyandsue l 967@bellsouth .net 
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RUTH STANBRIVG'E 
c~ * 1f.(,ftorlc('En,vW~'R~dv * Gv<M'lt"WVtt'IHlfr 

'+835 66""Ave..-w.e,*Vero-'B~ f'lorlda,32967 *Phone/Fa,v: (772) 567-5363 *Emalll. ~aov.OO"m/ 

United States Department of the Army 

Jacksonville District Corps of Engineers 

Cocoa Permit Section 

400 High Point Drive, Suite 600 

Cocoa, Florida 32926 

Attention: Andrew Phillips 

November 29, 2014 

RE: SAJ-2012-01564 (SP-AWP), All Aboard Florida Project 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit application for the 

All Aboard Florida Project. As County Historian for Indian River County and a member of the Board of the Indian 

River County Historical Society, it was with special interest that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

furnished by the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) was reviewed. 

This DEIS is incomplete and lacking in the most basic information about the cultural resources found in or 

immediately adjacent to the right-of-way (ROW) of the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) corridor In Indian River 

County. 

This DEIS did not acknowledge or investigate archaeological sites that are recorded at three of the four bridge sites 

in the County. The following are brief descriptions of these bridges and the sites in or immediately adjacent to 

these bridges. 

St. Sebastian River Bridge (FMSF#8BR3062/81R1569) is to be demolished. The original bridge was a wood 

trestle bridge (C. 1891) that carried the first train into the fishing village of Sebastian in December 1893. The 

existing bridge (C. 1926) replaced the original structure in the same alignment. On the Indian River County side, the 

bridgehead is situated in or immediately adjacent to a midden, known as the Campbell Property (FMSF#81R02). It 

was a common practice in those days to utilize midden materials for support of bridges and for road material. 

This site was noted in Irvin Rouse's 1951 publication on the archaeology of the Indian River area but was not 

investigated. The countywide archaeological survey conducted by Indian River County in 1990 noted this site but 

did not investigate because of its status on private property and its use as an active railroad line. 

Undoubtedly, this site was not investigated by the AAF's consultant either. This site should be thoroughly 

researched and investigated before any permit is issued and any construction begins. 

North, Main, and South Relief Canal Bridges: The railroad bridges currently over the North, Main, and 

South Relief Canals are slated to be upgraded. These canals are part of the Indian River Farms Water Control 

District (Farms) created (C. 1913) as part of a 55,000 acre land development. The Farms is a Chapter 298 District 

under the State of Florida and has authority to tax the landowners in the District for water control. 
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Our concerns are: 

The North Relief Canal, historically, was a tidal creek called Houston Creek and was channelized as part of 

the Farms Plan of Reclamation. This reclamation unearthed fossilized paleo bones which included mastodon and 

camel. This site is in and immediately adjacent to the ROW of both the bridges of the existing railroad and Old 

Dixie. It is listed on the Florida Master Site File as #81R07 and #81R08 (aka Gifford Bones) and is considered 

potentially eligible for listing in the National Register. Again, this site was not recognized by the consultants for 

AAF and was not included in the DEIS. Further investigation of cultural resources will be necessary. 

The Main Relief Canal, historically, was a tidal creek called Van Valkenburg and joined on the east with a 

smaller stream, the Vosenberry. As part of the Farms Plan of Reclamation canal construction unearthed not only 

fossilized paleo bones of mega fauna, but human bones. The site of Vero Man and Vero Woman are within sites 

called Locality 1, Locality 2, and Locality 3. The boundaries of this site extend eastward under the railroad ROW, 

under U.S. 1 (formerly Old Dixie) and even further eastward on both sides of the channelized tidal creek. 

Currently, there is a major archaeological research and excavation project being conducted on a portion 

of the site. Mercyhurst University and the Old Vero Ice Age Committee (the local archaeological organization) 

have completed research and analysis for their first year dig and are preparing for the next phase. This site is 

eligible for National Register listing and is listed on the Florida Master Site File under FMSF#81R09. 

Totally missed, omitted, and Ignored by the consultants for AAF and the agencies assigned by FRA, this Is a 

MAJOR site with National implications and International interest. Impacts to this site were not even considered 

or discussed in the DEIS because of their omission from the document. 

Recommendation: 

There are NO construction plans, only 30% right-of-way plans to be seen. There are NO 60% plans available and, 

we are told, 90% plans are not scheduled to be released until after this permit and the DEIS deadline has passed. 

Therefore, it is not possible to adequately address impacts and consequences from construction. 

This permit application, as presented, does not acknowledge these sites, therefore, there was No discussion and 

NO mitigation considered. The construction or re-construction of these bridges will create major impacts to the 

cultural resources that exist in or immediately adjacent to the FEC right-of-way unless proper steps are taken. 

This permit application, as presented, should be denied. It has major deficiencies, a lack of information, and no 

plans or drawings available. The DEIS did not follow the proper procedures under Section 106 and/or Section 4 (f). 

Any issuance of this permit would have major impacts to archaeological sites without any stated conditions or 

mitigation to protect them. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Rutlii StC!li\J:Jvtclge 

Ruth Stanbridge 

Research Historian 

CC: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
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THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IT IS NOT A DONE DEAL 

Throughout our community, you hear people say "It's a done deal" "To late to do anything 
about it " Well, IT IS NOT TRUE. The All Aboard Florida Railroad has not 
received the 1.6 BILLION dollar loan from the Federal Railroad Administration for 
the leg between West Palm and Orlando. 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want this, for many reasons. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND 
HOW FAR AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE 
TRAIN TRAVELING THAT FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN 
FOLD. THIS WILL NOT ONLY BE PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be 
able to get to the hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police, fire fighters are all against this plan. Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with trains running 
all the time. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the people living near and 
west of the track. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption 
will totally ruin our community. 

Almost all of our service businesses are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for the beach 
population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The Railroad wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then 
maintain them. There are worries because the history of the Bullet Trains shows they have 
not been profitable. Who pays then? 
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Federal Railroad Administration 
Att: John Winkle 
Room W 38-31 
2100 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

October 10, 2014 

There has been much publicity about All Aboard America Railroad. 
I have deep concern for the communities that will be severed by th railroad with 32 trips 
a day. Since most of these would occur between 6:00 A.M. and 12:30 A .M. that means 
the crossings will be blocked more than once an hour. In many of the communities where 
the tracks dissect the area, such as Vero Beach ( where I live), the medical facilities are 
East of the tracks and most of the population is west of the tracks. In emergency 
situations this is serious and a matter of life and death. I imagine many of the 
communities in this area have the same situation. 

Aside from the disastrous situation, the Railroad Company should realize they are open to 
law suits for causing such a dangerous situation. 

If they insist on fast transit between south Florida and Orlando, I hope they do it in a less 
populated area. 

Very truly yours, 

Ann Hilchie 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Sir, 

Patsy E. Helseth 
7720 Indian Oaks Drive 
Apt. 1-111 
Vero Beach, Florida 32966 

October 28, 2014 

I enclose a copy of a letter I sent to the Editor of the Treasure Coast 
Newspaper which was published in March of this year. You will see that 
seven months ago I was very much opposed to the All Aboard Florida's 
passenger trains and now, even more so! 

As a resident of Indian River County for 68 years I just cannot believe that 
these trains will be anything but detrimental to the lives of our residents on 
the Treasure Coast and most certainly in Vero Beach and the other towns on 
the East coast. 

I would like to add a definite NO vote along with all the other citizens of the 
towns affected. All our lives will be affected in some way or other. Our 
peaceful existence will be wiped out and shattered by these thirty-two trains 
racing through our communities at speeds of 110 mph twice a day. There 
are sure to be accidents as motorists rush to get over the tracks before the 
trains come through. Lives will be endangered because of hold-ups with 
ambulances trying to get to the hospitals. Businesses and real estate 
alongside the tracks will suffer. Boaters on the Indian River will be affected 
when they wait for a bridge to let them through and birds and all wildlife 
will cringe at the sound of the trains rushing through the State Parks and 
Florida wilderness. 

Is this really a necessity? I think not. Please add me to your list of public 
comment. Again, I vote NO! 
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1-1°1•' 0 "'n Vera Beach-~---

beauty, tranquillity 
With regard to the 16 AU Aboard 

Florida's passenger trains that will 
be making two trips daily every hour 
between 6 a.m. and 9 p.m: from Mi
ami to Orlando every day of the week 
and passing through Vero Beach as 
well as many other towns on the east 
coast ofFlo:dda: 

Not only dffwe need t0 "shush" 
these trains, we _need to prevent 
them from mining our small towns 
and cities! Have we thought what it 
will do fo our traffic and the prob
lems that will emerge as cars, trucks, 
ambulances, etc,, line up, for. the 
trains togo through all our crossings 
and every hour? It seems unbeliev
able that this can be allowed; 

Thlnk aboutthe traffic, especially 
duringthewinter season when visitors 
come offintersi'ate 95to come to the 
barrier island and for people who live 
on the east side of the railroad tracks 
trying to get out to the Indian River 
Mall and the Outlets Mall and indeed, 
to 14th Avenue, our Main Street. -

I am a member of an Indian River 
· County pioneer family and. practi
cally a native, having lived in this 
county for nearly 70 years. Yes, in. 
the 1940s and 1950s we had passen
ger trains running between Miami 
and New York with a stop in Vero 

but only two or three a day 
at the most, such -as the Orange 

Blossom Special and, of course, the . 
few freight trains we already have. 

Citizens of Indian River County, 
please give a lot of thought to this. 
These trains may ruin the beauty 
and tranquillity of our wonderful 
Treasure Coast and especially our 
beautiful city of Vero Beach! · 



TO: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

FROM: 

Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mabel Graham 
14657 209th. Road. 
Live Oak, Florida 32060 

CSX Transportation is one of only five Class One railroads in the United States. CSX currently 
furnishes passenger rail service between M~ami and Orlando via Amtrak. If high-speed rail is such 
a great opportunity, I wonder why CSX has notjumped at the chance to prove that service. 

In fact, rio railroad company is planning to provide the high-speed rail service. The current 
proposal is by a Wall Street hedge fund, Fortress Investment Group. Fortress bought the FEC in 
2007 and has set up All Aboard Florida as a subsidiary. 

At a .recent meeting with the St. Lucie County Commission, the All Aboard Florida representative 
acknowledged that the money being borrowed by All Aboard Florida would be used to build a 
second and third set of tracks that would be used by the FEC in its freight operations. 

That's only half of the story. The first, second and third set of tracks and the roadbed will be 
owned by the FEC and will not, be subject to the lien of the mortgage given by All Aboard Florida 
to secure its debt. If All Aboard Florida should fail, then the FEC has the improved roadbed and 
the second and third set of tracks free and clear of any lien. 

This is like a bank lending someone the money to build and furnish a home and taking back a 
mortgage on only the furniture. 

If the. FECis not willing to guarantee the loan to All Aboard Florida and secure it by a mortgage 
on the real estate and all improvements, then the loan should not be made. 

Sincerely, 
Mabel Graham 



October 9, 2014 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
2100 New Jersey Ave .. SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

ATTN: John Winkle, (Room W 38-31) 

I currently live in Vero Beach, Florida. I am very much against the 
proposed ALL ABOARD FLORIDA railroad. 

Bullet trains traveling over 100 miles per hour 32 times a day would delay first 
responders, doctors, fire fighters, police, and individuals seeking to reach 
hospitals. Every minute counts during an emergency. 

It is disingenuous that the train people claim that the trains will not cost Florida 
taxpayers. When the low passenger loads happen, the freight trains will 
dominate. Add the expanded freight traffic and the freight trains sidetracked to 
make way for the passenger trains. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the people living 
near and west of the tracks. The noise and disruption will be a true detriment to 
our community. I have not spoken to one person that would be in favor of 
ALL ABOARD FLORIDA. Please listen to the people of Florida. 

Sincerely, 

~cl-~~ 
Patricia A. Haynes tf 
905 Holoma Dr. 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 



September 26, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W 38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

RE: All Aboard Florida 

I am afraid I have a rather negative feeling about All Aboard Florida which is due in part 
to the facts as they surface and the manner in which the project was presented to the 
public. I have read much in reference to the noise (I live nowhere near the tracks but do 
hear the trains), the danger, increased traffic (passengers and freight), disruption of 
marine traffic, environmental issues and many other well documented problems. My 
complaints are more basic but will affect the entire community. 

When there is any kind of accident, the train cannot be moved until there is a thorough 
investigation which can take the better part of a day in extreme situations. Even if some 
problem occurs which slows down a train or stops it briefly, every other train will be held 
up. It is already a hindrance to anyone living in Vero Beach who must travel east to west 
and back and the number, speed and length of trains will be greatly increased over the 
years. This community lures visitors by maintaining a peaceful low key environment and 
provides a reasonably quiet atmosphere where people can enjoy the outdoors and be free 
to travel without waiting in a car for a train to pass. Miserable traffic is one of the 
reasons why many have moved here from the south and west of Florida where there is 
more congestion and the unknown increase in freight at any speed is unacceptable to our 
small community. There is no way that AAF will become a minor inconvenience (it 
,,1fA<>rh, '"\ hut u,i11 AuohrA 1"ntn,, =ainr 1-lassl" f'nr ''"'"0 B"'"Ch 'fil'"b1·+,,nt" Ul \.IU\.l-) 1-~/ LJ I, l'V.U.J. \.IV J.V\..' !.!. VU. J.!..l ~V .l..l 1\w' .J..V!. V \al..! \,,/LI, .l.l .l.l. .lU 1,U, .l tJ. 

Please take Horace Greeley's advice and go West. 

Yours truly, 

~~·· 

1550 Smugglers Cove 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 



Federal Railroad Administration 

Attn: John Winkle, Room 38-31 

2100 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington, DC 20509 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to ask that the Administration withhold funding for the West Palm Beach
Orlando leg of the proposed high-speed train service intended to connect Miami and 
Orlando for the following reasons: 

1- The trains will be travelling thru our small town at speeds in excess of 100 MPH on tracks 
which divide our community into distinct East-West sections with the bulk of the businesses 
West and the Hospital and Medical Facilities East. 

2-People with life-threatening conditions may not be able to reach the hospital. First 
responders will be gravely hampered in carrying out their urgent duties. 

3-We have a large population living and working very close to the tracks. 

4--- Our Historically Landmarked Heritage and Community Centers are next to the tracks and 
won't fare well from all the vibration. 

5-An increase is expected in both the number and size of freight trains using these tracks 
causing even more noise and disruption to our community. 

There exists a parallel set of tracks West of I - 95. I feel that money would be better spent 
shifting train traffic to that set of more westerly tracks. 

Thank you for your attention, 

Sincerely, 
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John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Mr. Winkle, 

As a 6th generation Floridian and a Treasure Coast resident for over 40 years, my family and I have seen 
many changes to central Florida. I've never known of a project that would benefit so few and would 
negatively impact so many as the All Aboard Florida project. The negative impacts far outweigh the 
positive for many residents. Transportation is going to be affected for most residents along the trains 
path. Noise and vibrations from the trains will disturb many residents. Also, the trains could affect 
emergency response personnel along the 240 mile route. I ask you to stop the All Aboard Florida project. 

Sincerely, 

Kelly Gilbert 
575 11th Ct 

Vero Beach, FL. 32962 
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Public Comment Response to the Federal Railway Administration 
Draft Environmental Impact Study 

Published by the FRA September 19, 2014 

For the 

All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project Proposal 
l\1iami to Orlando, Florida 

Submitted by: Phyllis Frey, :FAA Safety Check Airman, retired 
275 Date Palm Road 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 

Submitted to: Mr. John Winkle 

Section 5: 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
Washington, DC 20590 

November 25, 2014 

PUBLIC SAFETY 

According to the FRA DEIS, there are no threats to safety posed by the 
operation of All Aboard Florida because "The Project would have an 
overall beneficial effect on public health, safety and security in the rail 
corridor." 

THAT STATEMENT IS 1'"'ALSE FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: 

Statistics provided in this report prove that All Aboard Florida's high 
speed rail trains traveling at 110 m.p.h. 32 times per day with closure 
rates of 200 m.p.h. shared with :FEC freight trains operating 
simultaneously through the FEC corridor, transiting our most densely 



populated neighborhoods !!IT a threat that will increase risks to public 
health, safety and security as follows: 

Over the past 15 years (1999-2013), there have been 221 fatalities along 
the FEC corridor. (Analysis using FRA accident database 5.15 and 2.07 
per these links): 
http://safetydata.fra.dot.gov/OfficeofSafety/publicsite/guery/Consolidat 
edHwyRaillncidents.aspx and 
http://safetydata.fra.dot.gov/OfficeofSafety/publicsite/Query/castally4.a 
spx 
Statistically, Florida FEC corridor is one of the deadliest in the country. 

During the past 10 years, crossing deaths inside the Florida East Coast 
corridor account for over 1/3, or 32°10 of all events in Florida. As for 
random crossing deaths, FOOT calls them quote, "epidemic in our 
area," which accounts for Yi or 50°10 of all crossing death events in the 
entire state. This is from data extracted from the FRA accident 
database 1.12, searching for all events in Florida and all events on the 
FEC railway. This is a link to that site: 
h ttps ://safetydata.fra .dot.gov /OfficeofSaf ety/p u blicsite/Query/Ten Year 
AccidentslncidentOverview.aspx 

All Aboard Florida's plan to operate 32 high speed rail trains daily 
within the FEC corridor in conjunction with 20 proposed freight trains, 
(DEIS Table 3.3-1) would be an increase from 14 FEC trains per day 
initially to a total of 20, plus 32 AAF HSR trains, which would equal the 
operation of 52 trains per day bisecting densely populated coastal towns 
along the Treasure and Space Coast per day---over a distance of 195 
miles. That is an increase in existing trains of over 370%> and affects 1.8 
crossings per mile. With 143 crossings in the 110 m.p.h. operating speed 
range, this represents 1.2 crossings per mile. 

At 52 trains per day, that is a 370°10 increase in frequency and increase 
for opportunity of accidents/deaths. The speed of AAF's HSR trains will 
nearly double the existing train speeds. These statistics prove that the 
proposed operation of All Aboard Florida will be a heightened threat to 
public safety in the FEC rail corridor. 



32°/o of all rail accidents and deaths occur in Southeast Florida. We lead 
the state in accidents and deaths because we have the highest number of 
at-grade crossings. 159 are at-grade. 143 of these will dissect our densely 
populated cities along the entire Southeast Coast. 

With All Aboard Florida operations combined with FEC freight 
operations within the FEC corridor, that will be 20 freight plus 32 AAF 
trains transiting over 349 crossings. 349 x 52 = 18,148 crossing closings 
per day. The increased opportunity for fatalities, accidents and injuries 
is increased exponentially by the increase to 18,148 daily crossing 
closures due to increased train traffic. 

Time of day crossings is a risk factor. Currently 14 FEC trains run at 
night. Their proposed increase to 20 trains, assuming 10 will run at 
night, will increase prime time closures from about one every two hours 
to approximately 3 per hour. This will significantly increase public 
exposure to crossing and trespasser accident risks. The change from 7 
freight to 10, plus 32 AAF = 42 total during peak hours is a 600%> 
increase, or 6 times greater opportunity for accidents and fatalities. 

Between 1999 - 2013, there have been 171 deaths in the FEC corridor. 
According to the FRA, "Random crossing deaths are epidemic in our 
area." Random crossing deaths could increase by the same percentage 
as the increase in train frequency, that would result in 340 additional 
deaths in the next 15 years. 

The Federal Railway Administration states that trains operating at 
higher speeds of 110 m. p.h. increases derailment and collision potential. 
Source: (FRA Highway-Rail Grade Crossing Guidelines for High Speed 
Passenger Rail). Frank Szabo, Chief Administrator of the FRA stated 
that the best safety measure would be NO at-grade crossings. The DOT 
reports show 350 rail collisions or derailments in the U.S. during the 
past 15 years. 

When it comes to safety, The All Aboard Florida project is an 
experiment. All Aboard .Florida has ZERO experience in railway 
passenger operations and no track record. As such, this experiment has 
never been attempted anywhere else in the world. With no proven track 



record for operations of its proposed speeds and frequencies through an 
unprecedented number of crossings, combined with freight operations 
in our unique area, the projected calculations for increased deaths and 
accidents under these conditions is guaranteed. 

All Aboard Florida has not appointed a Chief Safety Plan-49 CFR 270. 
According to the FRA, AAF is required to have a System Safety Plan. 
There is NO Part 270 in 49 CFR. Part 270 was a proposed Rule 
published at page 55372 in the Federal Register/Vol. 77, No. 174/Friday, 
September 7, 2012/Proposed Rules. This rule was never finalized (as 
was the High-Speed Passenger Rail Safety Strategy never codified). 

According to AAF, there is no written System Safety Plan. The EIS is 
missing any impact discussion on Public Safety. Therefore the public is 
not going to become more safe by All Aboard Florida operations. The 
public will become less safe. 

The public will also become less safe because All Aboard Florida has no 
current operating experience. The EIS has not conducted a full detailed 
evaluation of the safety impact upon our communities. The EIS has not 
provided adequate safety analysis. The EIS cannot prove that AAF 
operations will not experience significant increase in crossing and 
trespassing accidents and deaths. 

The Environmental Impact Statement has ignored the safety 
recommendations of Part 1 and Part 1 FRA On-Site Engineering Field 
Reports, dated March 20 and September 23, 2014. Both reports reveal 
serious safety deficiencies which are never addressed in the DEIS. Part 
2 of the report indicates that even if the Part 1 sealed corridor 
guidelines, pedestrian gates, vehicle presence detection and trespasser 
barriers are installed, there remain serious safety concerns which could 
result in more accidents, especially in terms of vehicle entrapments on 
crossings. 

At least 7 safety risks are noted: pedestrian gates, fencing or channeling, 
vehicle presence detection, traffic signal preemption, remote health 
monitoring of gates, monitoring of preemption and ongoing monitoring 
of and review of crossings with preemption. 



Mr. Frey specifically requested a detailed and comprehensive study for 
preemption. In his report he states, "It is recommended that a thorough 
evaluation be made of the preemption needs to determine whether 
Simultaneous or Advanced Preemption is required at each crossing 
location along the entire AAF proposed route from Miami to Cocoa. 

The FRA also recommends "that an independent consulting firm with 
extensive expertise in the field of preemption be part of the assessment 
in all of the preempted grade crossings. The consultant should have 
expertise in both traffic signal design and operation, as well as grade 
crossing signal design and operation. The consultant must also be 
knowledgeable in the evolving changes to both the MUTCD and the 
AREMA Communication & Signal Manual of Recommended Practice." 

This asp~ct alone is a very serious risk to public safety created solely by 
this pro,ject. However, AAF executives have completely rejected that 
recommendation in public comments. In fact, All Aboard Florida has 
never committed to any part of the Field Engineering Report parts 1 & 
2 recommendations. According to those reports, All Aboard Florida 
states that they are not required to comply with the FRA findings 
because these are recommendations, not regulations by law. 

The issue of traffic signal coordination and preemption is a serious and 
unusual risk in the AAF corridor due to the 349 at-grade crossings, 
many of which are located within 50 - 100 feet of major traffic 
intersections and major roadways. A few of these cross directly through 
highway intersections. 

The FRA recommends, but does not require sealed corridors (for 
example) by regulation for trains operating at 110 m.p.h. These are 
merely "recommendations," which put the public safety at risk. The 
FRA has never defined or incorporated into Federal Law, specific 
design criteria for crossings. It is all "guidance and best practices" 
material .. This makes the safety process and compliance mainly a self
regulating process. 

AAF has nothing in writing indicating that AAF will comply with the 
recommendations made in Part 1 and Part 2 Engineering Field Report. 



Apparently FOOT does not have the authority of enforcement for these 
recommendations. When I questioned Mr. Fred Wise at the recent EIS 
public presentation in Ft. Lauderdale he said quote, "The Florida 
Department of Transportation does not have the authority to tell a 
private company what they must do." 

The EIS is basing its safety impact study on the promise that AAF will 
make safety improvements, but no details are offered in writing, as the 
FRA does not define those requirements. This loophole is one more 
point of negligence that will place the publics' safety at high risk. In 
fact, due to the speed of 110 m.p.h. that falls below FRA's jurisdiction 
(of 111 m.p.h.), there appears to be no agency of authority responsible 
for holding AAF accountable for its safety operations and standards. 

The FRA has little or no experience using sealed corridors as a solution 
for safety with 110 m.p.h. trains in any directly comparable operational 
environment to multiple Florida cities and crossings, and have never 
been proven through operating experience. These operations will never 
be as safe as separated crossings. The FRA recommends the closing of 
crossings as a solution to safety. 

Quad gates are breach-able and do not work 100°/o of the time. Positive 
Train Control systems are still in the developmental stages and will not 
meet the FRA 2015 deadline. According to Railway Administration 
reports, the purpose of PTC is to protect railway personnel and their 
trains, not the general public. These safety recommendations will not 
compensate for the overriding percentile increase in safety risks to the 
public due to the increase in frequency and speeds of AAF operations in 
the FEC corridor. 

PTC stopping .distances for freight and passenger operations exceed the 
distances required to avoid collision with vehicles or pedestrians. The 
FRA Highway-Rail Safety Grade Crossing Guidelines show that trains 
operating at higher speeds increases derailment and collision potential. 
Further, in the FRA's own words, "This (PTC) system is not 
economically feasible." 



The question of All Aboard Florida operating passenger service only a 
few feet away from FEC trains that will contain explosive or other 
HAZMAT materials such as liquid asphalt and especially of the 
proposed transport of ethanol which is more explosive than oil, through 
our densely populated areas is a very high safety risk. No safety or 
environmental procedures are in place for such catastrophic events that 
would involve passengers and freight in simultaneous operations. None 
of this is addressed in the EIS. 

FRA grade crossing engineer Brian Gilleran states quote, "As train 
speeds increase, any condition that could result in train derailment 
becomes of greater concern. Any number of unforeseen events, such as 
motor vehicle brake failure, slick road surfaces, motorist errors or other 
factors may result in a vehicle going through a lowered gate just prior to 
train arrival. At higher train speeds, the derailment potential is 
increased for a train collision with an errant motor vehicle on the 
crossing." End quote. 

There are 349 on-grade crossings along the proposed All Aboard 
Florida proposed route. 143 ofthese will be transited at 110 m.p.h. 
through our most densely populated cities and in some instances at a 
distance of less than 100' from school playgrounds, homes or businesses. 
That is an average of 1.2 crossings per mile. There are inadequate or 
non-existent protective fences or pedestrian gates. This IS A THREAT 
to the safety of our communities and puts the public at risk. 

The proposed plan to have AAF trains pass each other at a closing 
speed of 200 m.p.h. IS A THREAT TO OUR SAFETY. A sealed 
corridor will NOT provide adequate protection. A sealed corridor only 
funnels cars to the crossing and adds quad gates. Quad gates are 
breach-able. Some roads at crossings do not have room for the sealed 
corridor 100' median and the 9" high walls. 

Vehicle detection systems are designed to prevent closure of the exit gate 
if a vehicle is on the track. They do not work 100°/o of the time. During 
the month of October, 2014 in Sebastian, a gate mechanism malfunction 
caused the closure of crossing gates for hours. In a more serious 
incident, on October 28, 2014 also in Sebastian, a road accident caused a 
traffic jam with the rail crossing gates locked in the down position 



creating long lines of cars three abreast as shown on the attached 
diagram, blocking any movement. Three cars were trapped on the 
tracks inside the gates for 15 -20 minutes. 

If AAF had been approaching at 110 m.p.h., the crossing warning time 
for vehicles approaching the crossing would allow gates to close only 20 
seconds before the train arrives. For trains above 60 m.p.h., the horn is 
sounded 'l4 mile before the crossing. A train traveling at 110 m.p.h. the 
horn will sound only 8 seconds before reaching the crossing. 

A vehicle trapped inside the gates would have only 8 seconds from the 
time the train warning horn is sounded until impact. A school bus, a 
mother with a baby in the back seat or an elderly person has only 8 
seconds to die. 

An average freight train 1 Yi miles in length traveling at 55 miles per 
hour takes over l mile to stop once brakes are applied. According to 
Mr. Kevin Thompson, Safety Consultant on grade crossing gates and 
timing, quote, "If you've got a 20,000-ton coal train, they (FEC) do have 
15,000-ton rock trains, it can take up to 2 miles to stop." 
A passenger train 800' long (with each rail car weighing over 100,000 
pounds) traveling at 110 m.p.h.---that's 160 feet per second, takes 
approximately 1 mile to stop IF the emergency brakes are applied. 
Again, trains do not stop for obstacles on the tracks. According to Mr. 
Thompson quote, "If someone decides 'I'm going to drive around the 
gate, there is so much inertia in the train, there is no way the train can 
stop in time." 

According to reports by the American Association of Railroads, "failure 
points and failure modes for PTC have yet to be identified and 
corrected." FRA reports that "PTC could actually make existing rail 
operations less efficient when malfunctioning." PTC usage has not been 
addressed in the DEIS. According to FOOT, implementation of PTC in 
Florida has not been discussed. 

Numbers of trains will continue to grow rapidly. Regarding freight 
expansion, the DEIS states that by 2019 freight will increase to an 
average of 22 trains per day (Table 5.1.2-4). This is a very low and 
unrealistic projection. Robert Hatfield, in a FEC freight operations 
presentation stated publicly that the Port of Miami cargo will double in 



the next 10 years. The 11"'RA should ·add to that the pro.iections for 
expanding freight operations in Port Everglades. The EIS must consider 
the intentions of FEC for expansion over the next 20 years. 

The safety issue for simultaneous operation of FEC freight and All 
Aboard Florida passenger operations will grow increasingly worse in 
terms of threat and heightened risk to the public safety, health and 
welfare. Due to the negligent approach to safety issues by the 
FRA/FDOT/AAF/11"'EC regarding AAJ"' operations, not only will the 
public be.forced to live with the unsafe consequences of All Aboard 
Florida operations, we will be dying from them. The public has a right 
to know who is responsible for their safety. 

In conclusion: In an attempt to place profit above lives, All Aboard 
Florida has inadequately explained or demonstrated its commitment to 
safety plans or tests. The FRA DEIS report is inadequate due to 
assumptions, assumptions based upon the absence of safety specifics. 
Due also to the absence of comparable operating experience, there is no 
credible scientific safety studies, hazard and risk analysis, or any 
substantive proof that All Aboard Florida operations will not increase 
safety risks to the public along the proposed route and should not be 
approved by the FRA. Any consideration of AAF operations along the 
proposed route must necessarily include in writing, compliance with the 
FRA On-Site Engineering field Reports Part 1 & 2. The DEIS is 
unacceptable as it places the public safety at risk. A new EIS study must 
be completed which fully addresses every safety oversight in the original 
draft report. 

Thank you for your consideration of this response. 

l~~ 
Phyllis Frey 
275 Date Palm Road 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 
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October 25,2014 

John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave SE 

RoomW38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing to you about my concerns for "All Aboard Florida". Our little town of Vero Beach is divided 

in half by railroad tracks. I live in a 55 and over community of about 400-500 seniors and the nearest 

fire station is on the other side of the tracks to us . Not only is the Fire Department needed for fires but 

also comes frequently for medical assistant. There is another community just south and a larger one 

north of us that will have the same problem. We are right off US 1 along with many business 's that 

would be cut off from assistance because of the proposed frequent trains. We are not that far from 

the tracks so we will certainly hear the noise. 

Most of Vero has grown west of the present railroad tracks . Anyone living east of the tracks will be 

greatly effected by the frequent trains. Our Library, Court House, Churches, Police Station, Shopping 

Mall, . County Buildings, and my voting place are all west of the tracks for me. I have to cross the tracks 

every day when I drive to work which will be another inconvenience . 

Thank You for listening to my concerns. 

Patricia J Ford 

760 Lake Orchid Circle, P 103 

Vero Beach, Fl 32962 
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DAN FITZGERALD 

Mr. John Winkle 
US Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle-

The Environmental Impact Statement, recently released, leaves a number of questions 
unanswered about the AAF project. Furthermore, since the EIS was paid for by the AAF 
people, concerned citizens feel there MUST BE an analysis by an independent environ
mental organization. That might go a long way to reassure south Florida citizens, who 
do not approve of the AAF project, that all environmental concerns are going to be met. 

My area, Indian River County, would reap nothing but negatives from the proposed pro
Ject and that also is true of Brevard, St. Lucie and Martin counties. It remains to be 
seen if Palm Beach. Broward and Dade will really be pleased. 

What could possibly make the proposed project, arguably, a bit more palatable would be 
to cut back from 16/32 trains daily to a maximum of 4/8 trains ... at less than the 
proposed excessive speeds .. 

My understanding is that, currently, Acela/Amtrak loses 50-60 million a year on their 
passenger service. These guys must be smoking some strong stuff if they think they will 
do any better with passenger service. Many people believe the entire "scheme" is to 
transport CARGO, not people, from the Port of Miami (which they have heavily invested 
in) 

The AAF people, with their heavy federal influence, should work out a deal with CSX to 
use the tracks already in place ... or is this whole BOONDOGGLE about whose lobbyists 
are better connected ... and the hell with everyone else??? 

Respectfully, 

Dan Fitzgerald 
524 Sable O Lane 
Vero Beach, L 32963 

LE OAK LANE - VERO BEACH, FLORIDA-32963 



25 September 20 ,4 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
12 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington D.C., 20590 

Re: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Sir: 

My entire family and neighbors are in absolute opposition of this project 
with 32 daily crossings in addition to regular freight trains that will change 
the face of our region and way of life FOR EVER without any social, 
economic or environmental benefit to the Treasure Coast of Florida. 

This is an insane and unscrupulous conception, without any consideration 
for the individual, designed to make the most out of uncaring constituents 
for the benefit of a few and at the expense of public dollars paid in with tax 
dollars, what else. 
We are all for private enterprise and at times for support from the 
government but there is a limit dictated by common sense. 

'1 

There is a familiaif"odor" coming out of this project. 
I/ 

$/ 

Respectfully,
1 
I 

t//) 
Charles J. F 

CC: Gov. Rick Scott 
Florida Governor 
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Oct. 30, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr Winkle: 

I am a resident of Vero Beach FL and highly oppose the 
trains running through Vero Beach every 45 minutes. They 
will disrupt our quite community and create traffic 
problems as well as creating a downside to our Real Estate 
values. I suggest you run the trains along Hwy 95 if you 
must bring them though here. 

Sincerely 

Terence N. Fails 
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Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement of the All Aboard Florida 
project. 

The primary objection to the project is the negative impacts on the communities along the 
east coast of Florida between Cocoa and West Palm Beach. These communities (30 or 
more) are characterized by commercial and residential areas that are intersected by the 
FEC's at-grade right of way. The proposed significant increase in rail traffic presents 
a number of conflicts with good planning principles. The addition of passenger rail 
capacity through the con-idor might make some sense, were it proposed to actually serve 
the con-idor, but it only serves the terminal points. Even with service, the number of 
trains per day would be hard to justify in terms of the inten-uptions to local mobility and 
the issues of noise and vibration. 

The undeniable reality is that the passenger service will not be profitable. There is no 
model for such service in the U.S. that is profitable. So why would all the business minds 
at FECR propose to engage in a business that is not profitable? Because they are looking 
beyond the few years of unprofitable passenger service (for which they will ask to be at 
least partially reimbursed) to the very profitable freight traffic they expect from the Port 
of Miami. Once the right of way, signaling and grade crossings have been improved 
under the guise of bringing passenger service to the con-idor, they will be positioned to 
rnn the increased freight traffic. Freight means longer trains, heavier cars and thus more 
noise, vibration and inte1mption of local movements. Since the passenger service will 
not support the 32 trains per day forecasted, the operator may be able to claim a reduction 
in the total number of trains operated even with the increase in freight operations. 

The difficulty for planners is that there is an established rail con-idor from Orlando to 
Miami on CSXT right of way. That con-idor is the one that makes sense for improvement 
as the prefen-ed freight con-idor because of its limited environmental and quality of life 
impacts on current and future populations. The FECR proposal, though attractive as a 
passenger operation, would produce havoc as a heavy rail operation. The public revolt 
over freight service for the Port of Miami routed through the centers of the Cocoa to West 
Palm communities would be loud and relentless. 

Since the FRA knows the long term intent of this proposal is to exploit the potentially 
profitable freight traffic, it must be prepared to fund the improvements to the central 
Florida routing and encourage all Port of Miami freight to be can-ied over that route. The 
FRA should not knowingly allow their role as the helpmate of rail traffic to contribute to 
the destrnction of the quality oflife in some 30 communities over 130 miles ofFECR 
right of way. The probable and unintended consequence of approving the proposal is a 
depopulation of the Cocoa -West Palm con-idor. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
u.s. Dep9rt-ment 
of Tronsp6rtotioh 
Federal Railroad 
Ad.ministration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comment ~-

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

U.S; Departm ent 
of Trahsportatlon 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Federal Railroad 
~dministration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information : 

Name ~l::f'21 t1,,t_ lJ ;..JO Jlvl 11r:C He_ LL 
Address 

J 3 lfiJ F, U ... xbo...- V , 111 b'r. 
V fL v o 012A.-C-l I F L -"2_:, 2-1 6 

-ft: IV3 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 

({'Q L-\-Wt I f cle J J Q__ t"'rt rep , c_o l/V\ 
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir: 

300 Harbour Drive, 5038 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 
Nov 22, 2014 

My father worked for the railroad as a switchman and engineer for many years so I am 
always interested in issues relating to railroading. This issue has really caught my 
attention because it will affect drastically impact my life. I am referring to the plan put 
forth by All Aboard Florida to run a "passenger" train along the eastern coast of Florida. 

I strongly object to this project for many reasons: 

-First of all, Public safety will be affected by the delays in ambulance arrival at hospitals. A 
large portion of Vero Beach will be cut off from hospital access 32 times a day. Also, 
accidents will increase at crossings. 

-Noise pollution also will become a big issue. The trains can now be heard from miles away 
at quiet times. To add so many more trains would be most disturbing to a great many 
people, disturbing their quality of life. 

-Money is also a huge issue. Public funds should NOT be used for private enterprise, under 
any disguise. This will cost the already cash-strapped municipalities money through the 
years, not just when the project is initiated . This money should be put to much better use. 

There IS a solution, and that is to use the tracks west of I 95 where the impact would be 
negligible. 

The hidden agenda of All Aboard Florida is pretty transparent: to use these trains to carry 
freight after the widening of the Panama Canal is completed. It can be statistically shown 
that passenger trains through the years have never been profitable. It would be 
irresponsible of your agency to waste taxpayers' money on this endeavor. 

Sincerely, 

o\)~~ 
Darlene Merselis 



Federal Railway Administration 
Draft Environmental Impact Study: All Aboard Florida 

Public Comment: 
Melinda Meikle, 1612 West Camino del Rio, Vero Beach, Florida 

772-492-6754 • Ssun22@att.net 

Registered Mail Comments To: 
John Winkle% Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

Email: AAF comments@vhb.com 

All Aboard Florida virtually ignores the mounting opposition for HSR on Florida's Treasure Coast and 
when recommendations are made for them to move westward their excuse is they own the ROW on 
the Treasure Coast even though they currently they do not, as Vero Beach City Council has denied their 
ROW transfer request. All Aboard Florida should pay attention to better alternatives as the CSX 
Turnpike route is 30 miles shorter, less populated and poses less liability for AAF. 

FRA should notice the current $68 billion ticket for California High Speed Rail that is currently on hold 
due to a Judge invalidating th~ir 'business plan and rejecting their ability to raise bonds. Plus, the 
International Energy Agency affirms that emissions in America are down to 1992 levels and California 
Air Resources Board warns that High Speed Rail will make the environment worse with trains blasting 

'· 
through our peaceful hometown communities: creating pollution, congestion, adding to higher density, 
enormous construction and funding costs while inflicting untold stress on overburdened economies!" 

How can AAF succeed when comparing their goal of 3 million ridership to the busy New York Acela's 
real ridership of 3.2 million (75% of all US ridership). As the EIS defines their "3 year ramp up 
expectations" to 1.5 million by the year 2019 and even only 3.25% of the seats ~ill be filled w~en 
compared to the trains they say they have purchased. (10 trains 400 se~ts) This is a failed plan rushing 
towards a doomed financial fiasco that will be funded with taxpayers checkbooks! .. 

AAF has introduced their project to us as a business that sprung up due to the Panama Canal 
Expansion. This clearly means freight, not passenger! Kim Delaney, AAF representative, personally 
confirmed to me they will be adding both short and long haul freight without numbers or frequency. 
Only this week, November 6, 2014 FEC long haul freight tied up traffic from Sebastian to Vero for at 
least 35 minutes at a peek time creating major congestion contrary to their goal of less congestion! 

Mr. Winkle, we beg your serious attention to our voices as the EIS is flawed and shows AAF to be a 
"disaster waiting to happen!" Their goal of $2.25 billion financing is only the tip of the iceberg as rail 
cost overruns are as much as 50% to 100%. These people are either incompetent or telling lies! 

Please consider the following three points of my personal concern from the EIS: Ridership and 
Revenue Study, Noise and Vibrations and Financial Liabilities. 



RIDERSHIP AND REVENUE STUDY: See Ridership Revenue Summary EIS Pages 3- 4 

Page 3 explains why "Base Case" scenario is the current and conservative analysis to use when 
calculating ridership forecasting to 2019. Page Four Table 1: shows why using "Long Distance" 
(Orlando/Miami) numbers is also correct for ridership numbers to a total of 1,526,300 Million Ridership 
at the end of the "ramp up" time 2019. It is unclear if they can stay in business those three years. 

All Aboard Florida presentations have been based on already purchased trains as follows: 
10 trains X 400 passengers x 32 times per day= 128,000 day x 365 days= 47 Million Annual Ridership 

AAF is asking us to take their business model seriously? Their stated train purchases to accommodate 
47 million passengers divided by the EIS 1,526,300 ridership "ramp up" to 2019 will succeed with only 
3.25% ridership! This is a 96.75% shortfall with huge operational losses! 

TICKET PRICES: Many have asked for ticket prices multiple times from Mr. Roberts and Mr. Reininger 
of AAF and even in the EIS ticket prices are unclear. At one point, AAF sued to have their 
Ridership/Ticket Price numbers hidden, giving the impression they are unaware of financial feasibility. 

A ticket from New York to DC is anywhere from $130 to $420 per one-way ticket. Will a family of four 
from Disney to Miami pay $1,040 (RT) or make the less expensive choice of the leisurely car option? 

EIS PROMISES TRIP TIME SAVINGS OF 25-50% {Ridership/Revenue Study Summary Page 2) 
False and Impossible! AAF states "No Comparable Service, AAF can provide travel time savings of 25% 
to 50% when compared to existing surface modes (auto, bus, rail) "AAF has REPEATEDLY compared 
High Speed Rail from Orlando/Miami in 3 hours to a car trip of 3 Yz Hours. Yz Hour Savings! 

Their marketing story has changed in the above EIS 2 by lengthening the trip time on 1-95 time to 4 
hours 15 minutes and Turnpike to 3 Hours 50 minutes. To be fair, to use this rationale, they must add 
the time To-and-From the HSR station to final destination TO THE 3 HOUR HIGH SPEED TIME! 

It's serious when AAF plays with their numbers to present a "positive marketing story" and not the 
truth and 25-50% Time Savings is a total stretch along with 3.25% ridership projections to 2019! 

AAF is relying on 75% tourism for their passenger rail financial success but fail to offer a valid reason 
why these "phantom" passengers will decide against a leisurely inexpensive car trip to choose an 
inconvenient and costly AAF High Speed Rail trip- tourists seek touring instead! No brainer! 



TRAIN HORNS/NOISE: 
HIGH SPEED TRAIN REGULATIONS REQUIRE 96-110 DECIBELS FOR ALL TRAINS AND REQUIRE HEAD 
GEAR -- PERMANENT HEARING DAMAGE IF NOT USED PROPERLY 

Micro Precision LLC, Owner of Nathan Airhorn KSLA-AIR HORNS told me that Nathan AirChime KSLA 
Train Horn will be used for Florida High Speed Rail and they are a long-time supplier of train horns in 
America and approved by FRA standards which are horn blast at 96-110 decibels for residential, 
commercial and industrial. Their disclaimers are attached to all horns and demand 
HEARING PROTECTION REQUIRED (see attached horn disclaimer). 

Nathan Airhorn Disclaimer Warnings that accompany all horns warn: 
- Train horns must be used at a distance of 100 feet to avoid damage. 
- Proper hearing protection must be worn when using this Airhorn or permanent damage may result. 
- Never operate this produce close to pedestrians or others 

However, the Environmental Impact Statement admits to severe hearing impact as follows: 
"Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, Pages 4-4 and 4-5, Table 4 For Indian River 
County. "Category 2 Moderate Impact at 600 feet and Severe Impact at 75 feet." 

Note: The required 110 decibels is 16 times louder than the average pain threshold. Noise Issues 
will create huge liabilities for All Aboard Florida 

Vero Beach Florida Code Enforcement Code: Section 38-61: "It shall be unlawful for any person to 
make, continue, or cause to be made or continued in excess, unnecessary or unreasonably loud noise 
which disturbs the peace or quiet of any neighborhood or which causes discomfort or annoyance to 
any reasonable person of normal sensitivity." 

All Aboard Florida Route: 353 crossings x 32 crossings day = 11,296 x 4 blasts = 45, 184 blasts daily 
Vero Beach has 31 crossings x 32 times a day= 992 blasts x 4 = 4,000 Blasts Daily 

Refer to Noise Source Authorities and Their Effects: 
https ://www .chem.purdue/edu.chemsafety/Training/PPETtrain/dblevels.htm 

Experts Verify That Train Horns Will Cause Hearing Loss and Against Vero Beach Codes 



LIABILITIES: 

TAXPAYERS RECOMMEND AAF MOVE WESTWARD TO LESS POPULATED AREA THAT WOULD HAVE 
LESS LIABILITY AND RAILROADS ROUTINELY SHARE TRACKS! 

According to Progressive Railroading CSX Transportation Article ... "Operating more of its trains on 
the CSX corridor, FEC could bypass the more dense areas of its corridor ... the regional railroad also 
could use the western corridor to reach customers in Orlando .•• says FEC's Ledoux. 
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/csx transportation/article /South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to
provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706 

FINANCING: LACK OF HIGH SPEED RAIL FUNDING ACROSS THE COUNTRY 
Sacramento County Superior Court Judge Michael Kenney ruled against California HSR due to the 
original ballot provisions that financing and environmental clearances must be in hand before 
construction. Plus, unending problems with imminent domain, inability to adequately show sources of 
financing to complete the project, law suits over misuse of taxpayer cap & trade funds and a rising 
expense that will exceed the current $68 billion price tag and the judicial rejection against the state to 
sell bonds. 

Numbers do Count! O'Toole of the Cato Institute in his article: " Defining Success, The Case Against 
Rail Transi t, " outlines what All Aboard Florida could have in store for their bottom line! The Miami
West Palm 1989-debacle cost the SE Florida Regional Transportation Authority (Tri-Rail) $53 million, 
with a $9 million return and $1 Billion capital improvement for double tracking of 71 miles, was 
projected to create 30,000 new riders and, in 2008, resulted in a meager 13,000 new riders. Pretty 
steep fare at $76,923 per new customer and failure still looms with Tri-Rail's $30 million deficit! 

ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PARENT COMPANY: FORTRESS IN NEW YORK CITY 
Since 2007 the value of Fortress headge fund has declined $61 BILLION and according to a November 1, 
2014 article indicates it wants to go private, does not inspire confidence for funding and transparency. 

TRUSTWORTHINESS: ALL ABOARD FLORDA/FLORIDA EAST COAST 
All Aboard Florida claims the Panama Canal Expansion as their reason for business which is surprising 
as they claim they are SOLELY a "first time ever" passenger rail service seeking 75% tourism. Panama 
Canal will generate all freight traffic. When questioned Kim Delaney, The AAF representative, told me 
personally they're planning on more freight, including long haul, recently experienced from Sebastian 
to Vero for at least 30 minutes. These implications are staggering and these people unbelievable! 

National builders in our town now say that possible buyers of properties specifically request to be on 
the side of the tracks with the hospital! How much of a loss has this generated to date - millions! 



Call Toll Free: 1-877-209-8179 
International+ 1-813-783-8058 - i Se habla espafiol! 

Nathan AirChime K5LA Train Hom 
Products » Train Horns & Air Horns 

Nathan 

Low Price: $1,584.99 
FREE GROUND SHIPPING 
Brand New, Available 

Nathan AirChime K5LA Train Horn 
The Nathan K5LA is the god father of all train air horns! Still in use today, the Nathan K5 is used on 
commercial locomotives all around the country. This AirChime train horn is of the highest quality 
construction and guarantees amazing performance! The K5 incorporates five heavy duty die-cast kettle 
drum bells with a high flow five way manifold. The K5LA horn is the real deal: not only is it the 
loudest horns we've ever sold, but a genuine locomotive air horn. It doesn't imitate the sound you hear 
from diesel locomotives; it is the sound you hear from diesel locomotives. You'll be heard for miles 
with a set of these horns! 

Features 
• Genuine Railway Use Locomotive Tune Hom! 

• Die Cast Durable Aluminum Body 



All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Existing Category 1 Category 2 Category 3 

Ambient Mod. Severe Mod. Severe Mod. Severe 
Noise Track Impact Impact Impact Impact Impact Impact 

Pop. Density from Pop. Alignment County (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) 
Density 

3000-10,000 55 Mainline Indian River 100 none none n__Q[l~ none none 

3000-10,000 55 Crossing Indian River 710 290 345 riv 345 55 

10,000-30,000 60 Mainline Indian River 100 none none no..ne none none 

10,000-30,000 60 Crossing Indian River 345 220 245 ( 75l..../ 240 55 

>30,000 65 Mainline Indian River 70 none none n§n~ none none 

>30,000 65 Crossing Indian River 260 145 245 ( 75 ) 150 55 

North-South Corridor Alternative - Brevard (NS) '-./ 

<1000 35 to 45 Mainline 

<1000 35 to45 Crossing 

1000-3000 so Mainline 

1000-3000 so Crossing 

3000-10,000 55 Mainline 

3000-10,000 55 Crossing 

10,000-30,000 60 Mainline 

10,000-30,000 60 Crossing 

>30,000 65 Mainline 

>30,000 65 Crossing 

Source: AMEC 

Affected Environment and 
Environmental Consequences 

Brevard (NS) 80 

Brevard (NS) 2100 

Brevard (NS) 80 

Brevard (NS) 950 

Brevard (NS) 80 

Brevard (NS) 705 

Brevard (NS) 80 

Brevard (NS) 345 

Brevard (NS) 65 

Brevard (NS) 255 

4-5 

none none none 

455 600 75 

none none none 

285 345 75 

none none none 

285 345 75 

none none none 

220 245 75 

none none none 

145 245 75 

none none 

560 55 

none none 

345 55 

none none 

345 55 

none none 

240 55 

none none 

150 55 

August 18, 2013 
Deliberative Draft 



Noise Comparisons https://www.chempurdue.edu/chemsafety/Training/PPETrain/dblevels.htm 

Noise Sources and Their Effects 

Noise Source I Decibel I comment 
Level 

Jet take-off ( at 25 meters) I 150 jEardrum rupture 
Aircraft carrier deck I 140 
Military jet aircraft take-off from aircraft carrier 130 
with afterburner at 50 ft (130 dB). 
Thunderclap, chain saw. Oxygen torch (121 E Painful. 32 times as 
dB). loud as 70 dB. 
Steel mill, auto horn at 1 meter. Turbo-fan c: ~verage human pain 
aircraft at takeoff power at 200 ft (118 dB). hreshold. 16 times 
Riveting machine (110 dB); live rock music as loud as 70 dB. 
(108 - 114 dB). 
Jet take-off (at 305 meters), use of outboard 100 8 times as loud as 70 

W4-
0 !)~1 ,R-e&f 

motor, power lawn mower, motorcycle, farm dB. Serious damage 
tractor, jackhammer, garbage truck. Boeing possible in 8 hr 
707 or DC-8 aircraft at one nautical mile (6080 exposure 
ft) before landing (106 dB); jet flyover at 1000 
feet (103 dB); Bell J-2A helicopter at 100 ft 
(100 dB). 
Boeing 737 or DC-9 aircraft at one nautical 90 4 times as loud as 70 
mile (6080 ft) before landing (97 dB); power dB. Likely damage 8 
mower (96 dB); motorcycle at 25 ft (90 dB). hr exp 
Newspaper press (97 dB). --
Garbage disposal, dishwasher, average /'so 'j2 times as loud as 70 
factory,_!reight train (at 15 meters). Car wash ( .__/ dB. Possible 
at 20 ft (89 dB); propeller plane flyover at 1000 damage in 8 h 
ft (88 dB); diesel truck 40 mph at 50 ft (84 dB); exposure. 
diesel train at 45 mph at 100 ft (83 dB). Food 
blender (88 dB); milling machine (85 dB); 
garbage disposal (80 dB). 
Passenger car at 65 mph at 25 ft (77 dB); 70 Arbitrary base of 
freeway at 50 ft from pavement edge 10 a.m. comparison. Upper 
(76 dB). Living room music (76 dB); radio or 70s are annoyingly 
TV-audio, vacuum cleaner (70 dB). loud to some people. 

Conversation in restaurant, office, background ra Half as loud as 70 
music, Air conditioning unit at 100 ft dB. Fairly quiet 
Quiet suburb, conversation at home. Large 50 One-fourth as loud 
electrical transformers at 100 ft as 70 dB. 

1 of2 11/3/2014 12:50 PM 



Noise Comparisons https://www.chempurdue.edu/chemsafety/Training/PPETrain/dblevels.htln 

2 of2 

Library~ bird calls (44 dB); lowest limit of urban ra One-eighth as loud 
ambient sound as 70 dB. 

Quiet rural area 30 One-sixteenth as 
loud as 70 dB. Very 
Quiet 

Whisper, rustling leaves I 20 I 
Breathing I 10 !Barely audible 

[modified from http://www.wenet.net/-hpb/dblevels.html] on 2/2000. SOURCES: Temple University Department of Civil/Environmental 
Engineering (www.temple.edu/departments/CETP/environ10.html), and Federal Agency Review of Selected Airport Noise Analysis Issues, 
Federal lnteragency Committee on Noise (August 1992). Source of the information is attributed to Outdoor Noise and the Metropolitan 
Environment, M.C. Branch et al., Department of City Planning, City of Los Angeles, 1970. 

11/3/2014 12:50 PM 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

September 29, 2014 

My wife and I wish to go on record as adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida's reprehensible 
plan to run high speed passenger trains through our community without even a by-your-leave or even the 
prospects ofa stop here in Vero Beach. We are opposed to this ridiculous scheme on several grounds: 
I) The serenity of our community would be severely affected by the presence of24 trains a day rumbling 
through at highly dangerous speeds. 
2) This presents a great danger to our residents in emergency situations - for those living west of the tracks 
they will periodically be cut off from access to the hospital's emergency room when seconds often count. 
3) We have nary a single overpass by road over the tracks, so there is no hope of avoiding a wait while 
these trains pass through. 
4) The high speeds at which these trains run through our community will create dangerous situations, for 
elderly and children particularly, who may be in the vicinity of the tracks, either children at play or elderly 
and disabled people attempting to cross the tracks. 
5) This company has no regard whatever for the citizenry along the proposed route from Orlando to Miami, 
aside from the affluent few who can actually afford to travel by this route. They have been rude, evasive, 
and clearly malignant in their feelings for the public. 
6) Their application for federal funds is ludicrous. If they insist on pushing this bad idea down our throats, 
let its failure/bankruptcy not be at public expense, at the very least. Please do a very thorough job in 
investigating these arrogant people. I think your first priority should be to protect the public from 
unscrupulous planning and priorities. 
7) Do they have any support for supposing the public is interested in this proposal to the extent of 
supporting 24 runs a day? Wouldn't a better plan be to run 2 each way at frrst to see if the idea will catch 
on? What data do they have (and can it be verified by an independent body) to support their suppositions? 
8) If they truly wanted fast passenger service between Orlando and West Palm Beach, why not take the 
much more direct inner route paralleling Florida's turnpike between these two cities? I suspect a cost 
analysis would show that it would be no more expensive than the proposed route since less would need to 
be done for the railroad crossings in rural areas (there density is bound to be far less). Certainly the time for 
the passengers would be far less. 
8) We wonder whether this plan is a mechanism for improving the rails themselves for the projected 
increase in freight due to improvements in the South Florida ports and in the Panama canal. Clearly big 
increases are coming, and we feel that a planned passenger service is sure to fail, invoking a rescue by the 
people and en passant having available an additional set ofrails to enable better transit of the freight traffic. 
9) The vibration accompanying the high speed trains can be both annoying and destructive. 

Many more objections could be listed but we believe that this outfit panders to the very wealthy, 
uses very suspicious and evasive techniques in answering their legitimate critics and opponents. Please do 
side with the communities whose life style will be so adversely affected by the proposal before you. 

Thanks for listening! 

Sincerely yours. 

~,-~~ 
Harlley E. and Betsy J. McKean 
1496 Shorelands Dr. East 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 



John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir, 

As a resident of Vero BeachI fail to see any long term 

benefits from AAF. Rather I see an ex~nse of time and 

money on this project. 

The preamble to the constitution insures us domestic Tran-

quility. I,m afraid AAF has taken this away. 

My wife and I left Stuart, Fl five years ago because it 

was starting to look like West Palm. We found our place 

of quiet refuge here in Vero Beach. 

Some would call the noise and vibration of 30 trains a day, 

progress. We would call it unhappy turbulence and disquiet. 

sincerely 

a'1~q,[~ 
/ 

Terrence McGuirk 

41100akmont Court 

Vero beach, Fl 32967 

cc Sen. Nelson 
Rep. Posey 
Sen. Negron 
Rep. Mayfield 



Mr . Winkle, 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want The All Aboard Florida and the additional 
freight trains, for many reasons . PLEASE WITHHOLD THE FUNDS FOR THIS PROJECT. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND HOW FAR 
AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE TRAIN.TRAVELING THAT 
FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN FOLD . THIS WILL NOT ONLY BE 
PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks , Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be able to get to the 
hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks . First responders, 
Police , fire fighters even the Coast Guard are all against this plan . Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with trains running all the time . 
Traffic will be backed up for long periods of time. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the Home Owners living near and west of the 
tracks . The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption will totally ruin our 
community . 

Almost all of our.SHOPPING AND SERVICE BUSINESSES are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for 
the beach population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The AAF wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then maintaii:i them. There are 
worries because the history of Bullet Trains shows they have not been profitable . Then who pays? 

; . 



November 13, 2014 

Mr. John Winkte 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We retish the opportunity to express our disapproval of and concerns regarding All Aboard Florida (AAF). 

Let's get right down to the cold hard truth - this project has nothing to do with passenger travel but 
everything to do with moving vast amounts of freight up the !::.astern seaboard. I here isn't a passenger 
train service that is successful anywhere in the US and perhaps the world. So, all the "rah rah" about this 
little route from Miami to Orlando is laughable. 

If the true purpose of this project was express passenger service between Miami and Orlando, the route 
would be along the Turnpike easement without compromising the way of life of thousands of people along 
the coastline. 

There is nothing good to come of this for the beautiful coastal communities that thrive on tourism because of 
their proximity to the ocean and inter coastal waterway for boating, fishing, swimming, etc. Towns like Vero 
Beach will essentially be cut in half, hampering travel from one part of town to another because of frequent 
trains. 

What is especially infuriating is that the project is being built "on the cheap". Bad enough they're reluctant 
to spend the money for extra safety and quiet zones, there should be overpasses built at every crossing 
they want. But that would cost money which they don't want to spend. But it seems they're willing to spend 
money to run the trains along Route 528 from Cocoa Beach to Orlando. So much destruction and it could 
have gone up through the middle of the state on a direct route. 

We vehemently oppose any federal funding or assistance. The federal government doesn't have any 
money. They use OUR money and we don't want it!!! Even if private funds were obtained to start building, 
the passenger service is destined to fail and will need subsidies from guess who? The taxpayers. The very 
taxpayers who don't want this debacle in the first place. 

The recent roadshows were beyond disappointing. Poster boards and suits spewing the party line. There 
should have been opportunities for open, public exchange. Instead we were asked to write our comments 
and place them in a black hole, I mean black box. Who will see them? Who will read them? 

We live in close proximity to the train tracks and have no doubt that our quality of life and property values 
will suffer as a result of this project. We would support the effort if it were running further west, away from 
neighborhoods, shopping and entertainment. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Gavy E:r V~McC~ 
4585 Bridgepointe Way, Unit 163 
Vero Beach, Florida 



THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IT IS NOT A DONE DEAL 

Throughout our community, you hear people say "It's a done deal" "To late to do anything 
about it " Well, IT IS NOT TRUE. The All Aboard Florida Railroad has not 
received the 1.5 BILLION dollar loan from the Federal Railroad Administration for 
the leg between West Pahn and Orlando. 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want this, for many reasons. 

Bullet Trains traveling over l 00 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND 
HOW FAR AHEAD WILL THEY HAVE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE 

TRAIN TRAVELING THAT FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT \VILL BE INCREASED TEN 
FOLD. THIS \VILL NOT ONLY BE PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc ) will not be 
able to get to the hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police, fire fighters are all against this plan. Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... tw'o sets of tracks with trains mnning 
all the time. 

Our Real Estate values \Vill plummet for all businesses and for the people living near and 
west of the track. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption 
will totally ruin our community. 

Almost all of our service businesses are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for the beach 
population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The Railroad wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay $3,000,000.00 to create Quiet Zones 
and then maintain them. There are worries because the history of the Bullet Trains shows 

they have not been profitable. , • { ' l ((\ \~{ 
~~, \_µ,_ c::\ \:v l, I. (\J,V\ V \J\ct l(eS~ 

----------------------------------------------Cut Here-------------------------------



From: Beverly Matsoukas 
1470 5th Ct. 
Vero Beach FL 32960 

To: John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-3 l 
Washington DC 20590 
aaf comments@vhb.com 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

The proposal to run a second set of railroad tracks through heavily populated coastal communities 
without stops is obviously of no benefit to the communities, and a genuine loss of real estate values, not 
to mention property tax revenues. I won't go on about many other real losses to our Florida Treasure 
Coast because there is a greater consideration at the national level. 

In the event of any war, it doesn't take a military genius to see the advantage of being able to destroy 
two important rail lines with one well placed bomb. Terrorists would see it as a triple hit because they 
could also take out or maim a large number of victims in nearby vehicles, homes, and businesses. 

Hopefully war does not come, but hurricanes do. They hit the hardest along the coast. The number of 
bridges, and the tracks in many places so near the water are at high risk for causing a double 
interruption for transportation of people and freight merely due to natural disaster. 

Please run the second set of railroad tracks in the more central and less populated part of the state 
for our national security, and also the economic benefit of having an alternate rail line available in case 
of any problem. 

Sincerely, 



From: Beverly Matsoukas 
1470 5th Ct. 
Vero Beach, Fl 32960 

To: Federal Railroad Administration, John Winkle 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-311 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 
Before allowing additional Railroad tracks to be placed along the East coast of Florida by All 

Aboard Florida, please look at the overall picture. Who will benefit except All Aboard Florida? 
The location so near the coast greatly increases the danger of train service intenuptions due to 

hurricanes. No public benefit. 
The intenuptions to boating access to the Atlantic due to highly increased drawbridge closings as 

there are 32 additional closings planned for passenger trains. Who knows how many more closings 
when they add freight trains? No public benefit. 

The proximity of the coastal route to the Nuclear Power Plant in St. Lucie County, poses a serious 
danger of lost service due to plant accidents, or sabotage. No public benefit. 

In the event of terrorist attack, or, if war would be fought on our soil, this location gives an enemy 
the ability of being able to take out two rail services with one bomb. No public benefit. 

A vest strapped to passenger on a train would wreak havoc on two services, and do it in a populated 
area, AND be a serious loss to our nation of ability to move supplies and/or troops for defense. No 
public benefit. 

Some businesses near the tracks will have intenuptions and others will have to close due the 
expansion of railroad needs. No public benefit. 

Homes near the tracks will loose value. No public benefit. 
Less taxes can be collected by the City or County from the lost businesses, and the lower home 

values, therefore taxes will have to be increased on all the homes and businesses that remain. No public 
benefit. 

Constant railway traffic lowers the safety to citizens attempting to cross multiple tracks on foot or 
by vehicle. Just ask any traffic investigators. They will tell you, it is not the train that has passed that 
will get you , it is the one coming from the other way that you could not see. No public benefit. 

Increased delays for getting emergency vehicles to doctors, hospitals, fires, robberies, traffic 
accidents, broken water, electric or sewer lines. No public benefit. 

Loss of quality of life for VERY HEAVILY POPULATED AREAS of the state. No public benefit. 

Yes! We need to relieve crowded highways and pollution. FOR THE PUBLIC BENEFIT build a 
railroad line for passengers and freight that would be an asset to our state and nation. Run it through 
the less populated central areas of the state. Do not build such a target for terrorist, or hurricane. 
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TO: Mr. Jo~eph Szabo Administrator Federal Rail Road'Admi,riiitration 
Federal Railroad Administration · · i 

1 
•• ! ' , 

FROM: 

1200 New Jersey Avenue; SE 

Washington, DC 20590 

James Markum 

1347 winding oaks circle west 

Vero beach, fl 32963 

r1 i. 1 :=-'· :!:;.,: · 
·-- ·- • J [: 

CSX Transportation is one of only five Class One railroads in tlie United States. CSX currently 

furnishes passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando vi.a Amtrak. If high-speed rail is such 

a great opportunity, I wonder why CSX has not jumped at the chance to prove that service. 

In fact, no railroad company is planning to provide the high-speed rail service. The current 

proposal is by a Wall Street hedge fund, Fortress Investment Group. Fortress bought the FEC in 
2007 and has set up All Aboard Florida as a subsidiary. . 

At a recent meeting with the St. Lucie County Commission, the All Aboard Florida representative 

acknowledged that the money being borrowed by All Aboard Florida would be used to build a 
second and third set of tracks that would be used by the FEC in its freight operations. 

That's only half of the story.·The first, second and third set of tracks and the roadbed will be 
owned by the FEC and will not be subject to the lien of the mortgage given by All Aboard Florida 

to secure its debt. If All Aboard Florida should fail, then the FEC has the improved roadbed and 
the second and third set of tracks free and clear of any lien. 

This is like a bank lending someone the money to build and furnish a home and taking back ·a 
mortgage on only the furniture. · 

If the FEC is not willing to ·guarantee the loan to All Aboard Florida and secure it by a mortgage 

on the real estate and all improvements, then the loan should not be made. 

Sincerely, 

James Markum 

cc: Recipients: Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft, Governor Rick Scott, 

Office of Rail Road Policy and Development, Senator Marco Rubio, Senator Bill Nelson, 
Congressman Patrick Murphy 



John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

My wife and I purchased a home, and moved to Stuart, Florida in July, 2012. We chose to 
buy in this area for the peace and quiet of the well established neighborhoods, and the 
presence of -a tieau.tif-ul -d:owntown -area wit-It wooderfu-t-sh-opping ~and -dining -oppert-unities. 
After retiring from the Retail Dept. Store business, I had started my own small business as 
a Manufacturers' Representative, selling several brands of furniture in Latin America and 
the Caribbean. I happen to be bilingual due to spending my youth in South America. I 
enjoyed this self-employment for 10 years before retiring again. 

I am very familiar with Panama, due to having business clients there. On visits, I toured 
and was awed by the Canal, and the Locks. The Panamanians are immensely proud to be 
able to own and manage it and this new huge expansion, the first since it opened in 1913. 
This new canal will almost double the total freight capacity into our ports 

I feel I can speak for all people in the areas affected by All Aboard Florida, when I say that 
Stuart and many other wonderful coastal towns that lie along the original Henry Flagler 
railway line down the East Coast of Florida, will be damaged by the addition of ALL these 
new trains. This issue is NOT about passenger service to Orlando, but rather about huge 
amounts of additional FREIGHT landing at our ports starting in 2016 

That's what this is ALL ABOUT ••• FREIGHT ••• FLORIDA! 

WIKIPEDIA TELLS US THIS ABOUT THE NEW PANAMA CANAL: 

• Estimated cost of the Project: US$ 5.25 billion 
• Anticipated traffic growth: From 280 million to 510 million tons by 2025 
• Maximum sustainable capacity: 600 million tons per year. 

GREAT FOR THE RAIL FREIGHT BUSINESS! 
NOT SO GOOD FOR OUR QUALITY OF LIFE! 

Than. k you for~· t!:_nin&-
~ f-1~ 
Ken MacKrtney 
2174 Sw Whitemarsh Way 
Palm City, FL 34990 
717-332-0025 eel 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project c~ U.S. Depa .. rtment 
of Transportation 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement ~ Federal Railroad 
~ Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. · 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 0 

~.S; Department 
·of Transportotlon 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you c~n ~om.ment : .. 
: ' ·."..: °'.",,. t; -~ I ~ '1 J" ~ ' ,: } t ~ (', • 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meet ing (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

Mr . John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

· : " 1200 New Jersey ·Avenue, SE Roo.m W38-S11 , 

, '} ~: ) . . ..... 
• . ' ; , ! ". :. : '." . ' ) · , , • 

; ; ( ~ . . . . . . . ~ ··. .... -· / • / : _: ; . ; . ,' i . , I;! . 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.co ff( 
. { • l , _ - • • . - ' .. . 

" !('f' l 1 r \ 1:· ·, . ·, I. ; 

,. ' / I 

Comm~nts on'the DEIS m~st be'submitted to the FRA by Decemb'er·3, 2014: 

. Option.al Personal Information: 

·. Name . ' ' ·~ · 'L a'·r<· ' - \- .\,-\ D (Y\ ~"'- .S . ,. . .. 9 
Address 
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email Please provide your email address if you would lil<e to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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ALL ABOARD FLORIDA RESOLUTION 

Be It Resolved That the Vista Gardens Board of Directors, representing an "over 55" community 

of 644 condominiums in Indian River County, close to US Highway #1 and the current railroad 

tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32 

passenger trains a day, traveling at high speeds in close proximity to our community. There are 

presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street} that will be directly affected 

by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping and daily 

travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with the 

additional trains. 

Residents of Vista Gardens are presently disturbed by the existing train noise day and night, and 

any additional tr~ins and noise associated with them will only intensify this level of disturbance 

and severely liniitoLir peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are 

also concerned that Vista Garden's properties will decline in value because ofthe diminished 

access to our community and the increased noise generated by the high speed trains. 

We request that you utilize all of your efforts to BRING THIS TRAIN PROJECT TO A HALT. 

Tom Long, President , . 
Vista Gardens Association 
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ALL ABOARD FLORIDA RESOLUTION 

Be It Resolved That the Vista Gardens Board of Directors, representing an "over 55" community 

of 644 condominiums in Indian River County, close to US Highway #1. and:th 'e current railroad 

tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32 
'. _:. .:_ · . ' ~ . I I · · . 

passenger trains a day, traveling at high speeds in close proximity to our community. There are 

presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that will be directly affected 

by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to ~mergency services, sh_~pping a~d daily 

travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with the 

additional trains. 
• !> • • l 

Residents of Vista Gardens are presently disturbe~ by the existing'train noise day and night, and 

any additional trains and noise associated with them will only intensify this level of disturbance 

and severely limit our peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are 

also concerned that Vista Garden's properties will decline in value because of the diminished 

access to our community and the increased noise generated by the high speed trains. 

We request that you utilize all of your efforts to BRING THIS TRAIN PROJECT TO A HALT. 

Tom Long, President 
Vista Gardens Association 

20-A VISTA GARDENS TRAIL• VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32962 
PHONE: 772-562-0401 • FAX 772-562-4405 • E-MAIL ADDRESS : vistagardens@comcast.net 



John Winkle, Esq. 
Federal Rail Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

11/17/2014 

Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida Proposal 

If "All Aboard Florida" were led by real railroaders who were presenting a viable proposal for 

passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando through central Florida, and recognizing that 

government subsidies would be necessary for sustainability, I would support it. But, these are 

former Disney executives who don't appear to have much experience with real world rail (track, 

ballast, equipment, schedules) issues and they are working for a New York hedge fund that has 

financial problems of its own. It may be the makings of a farce, but whether comic or tragic, I 

cannot yet say. 

These comments are based on my railroad connections. My father was editor of "Trainmen 

News" which was the newspaper of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen (BRT), the precursor 

rail union to RFA Administrator Szabo's United Transportation Union (UTU). You may want to 

pass these comments to him and I hope you find them useful. 

What I do say is that the "All Aboard Florida proposal is not serious or well-thought out. Its 

passenger expectations are not based on realistic studies and provide no basis for justifying its 

ridership predictions. For example, tourists in Miami or residents either own or will rent cars 

for the family expedition to Orlando and its attractions. It makes more sense and no studies 

have shown great interest in a rail alternative. The same holds true for arrivals to Orlando from 

the north. And unlike the populous Northeast Corridor, there is not the business volume 

between the two cities to justify train service. 

If a RRIF loan or loan guarantee is approved for this, it is headed for an inevitable default. I urge 

you to undertake a full due diligence investigation and to especially question the assumptions 

found in the draft EIS, which appears to be written as a promotional tract for AAF. 

Other areas in the draft EIS which also seem questionable include health, safety, traffic 

operations, economic, fiscal, and environmental impacts. Others will have written more 

extensively and authoritatively on these aspects. I would especially commend to you Rebecca 

Grant Ascoli's letter of October 21, 2014, and you will have heard from many others. 



I would add to that letter an emphasis on the intangible "quality of life" effects that AAF would 

bring to the pleasant towns between Palm Beach and Cocoa. All of the rail crossings along the 

Treasure Coast go through the middle of these areas, but are only lumbering freight trains, 

which still have an attraction, even if their length and numbers were to grow. 

Whether Henry Flagler built the present FEC tracks or not is irrelevant to today's situation. The 

damage to be expected from AAF's plans is reflected in the 30,000 plus signatures to a petition 

asking AAF to use a central Florida route. 

Moreover, once you get past AAF's hype and compare the many at-grade crossings to Europe 

and the Northeast Corridor, what is found is that there are few, if any. If this were a feasible 

project, AAF would be constructing new tracks, with no at-grade crossings, up the center of the 

state, as was previously envisioned in an earlier proposal, for both increased freight and 

passenger traffic. 

Others have noted their suspicions that the AAF projects is simply a ploy to seek low cost 

government financing to improve tracks between Miami and Cocoa for expected freight traffic 

increases and have even suggested there could be a planned default. Whether or not this is 

accurate, the failure to address sustainability calls into question the whole financial feasibility of 

this project. 

For these reasons, I hope FRA will reject both the RRIF and the proposed Private Activity Bonds. 

The FRA's mission statement reads "To enable the safe, reliable and efficient movement of 

people and goods for a strong American, now and in the future." Ask yourself if AAF's proposal 

and the inadequate draft EIS reflect these goals. 

Wish best regards, 

1740 Cassville Ave. 

Vero Beach, FL 

772-257-5542 

Stuart H. Lippe 



Joseph C. Szabo, Esq. 
Administrator 

11/17/2014 ~ 
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Federal Rail Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Szabo: 

Subject: 
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I have written Mr. Joseph Winkle at FRA on this subject, but think it also appropriate to address 

you directly because of the coincidence of having a shared connection to the Brotherhood of 

Railroad Trainmen. My father was editor of "Trainmen News" which was the newspaper of the 

Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen (BRT}, the precursor rail union to the United Transportation 

Union (UTU), as you know. 

If "All Aboard Florida" were led by real railroaders who were presenting a viable proposal for 

passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando through central Florida, and recognizing that 

government subsidies would be necessary for sustainability, I would support it. But, these are 

former Disney executives who don't appear to have much experience with real world rail (track, 

ballast, equipment, schedules) issues and they are working for a New York hedge fund that has 

financial problems of its own. It may be the makings of a farce, but whether comic or tragic, I 

cannot yet say. 

What I do say is that the "All Aboard Florida proposal is not serious or well-thought out. Its 

passenger expectations are not based on realistic studies and provide no basis for justifying its 

ridership predictions. For example, tourists in Miami or residents either own or will rent cars 

for the family expedition to Orlando and its attractions. It makes more sense and no studies 

have shown great interest in a rail alternative. The same holds true for arrivals to Orlando from 

the north. And unlike the populous Northeast Corridor, there is not the business volume 

between the two cities to justify train service. 

If a RRIF loan or loan guarantee is approved for this, it is headed for an inevitable default. I urge 

you to undertake a full due diligence investigation and to especially question the assumptions 

found in the draft EIS, which appears to be written as a promotional tract for AAF. 

Other areas in the draft EIS which also seem questionable include health, safety, traffic 

operations, economic, fiscal, and environmental impacts. Others will have written more 



extensively and authoritatively on these aspects. I would especially commend to you Rebecca 

Grant Ascoli's letter of October 21, 2014, and you will have heard from many others. 

I would add to that letter an emphasis on the intangible "quality of life" effects that AAF would 

bring to the pleasant towns between Palm Beach and Cocoa. All of the rail crossings along the 

Treasure Coast go through the middle of these areas, but are only lumbering freight trains, 

which still have an attraction, even if their length and numbers were to grow. 

Whether Henry Flagler built the present FEC tracks or not is irrelevant to today's situation. The 

damage to be expected from AAF's plans is reflected in the 30,000 plus signatures to a petition 

asking AAF to use a central Florida route. 

Moreover, once you get past AAF's hype and compare the many at-grade crossings to Europe 

and the Northeast Corridor, what is found is that there are few, if any. If this were a feasible 

project, AAF would be constructing new tracks, with no at-grade crossings, up the center of the 

state, as was previously envisioned in an earlier proposal, for both increased freight and 

passenger traffic. 

Others have noted their suspicions that the AAF projects is simply a ploy to seek low cost 

government financing to improve tracks between Miami and Cocoa for expected freight traffic 

increases and have even suggested there could be a planned default. Whether or not this is 

accurate, the failure to address sustainability calls into question the whole financial feasibility of 

this project. 

For these reasons, I hope FRA will reject both the RRIF and the proposed Private Activity Bonds. 

The FRA's mission statement reads "To enable the safe, reliable and efficient movement of 

people and goods for a strong American, now and in the future." Ask yourself if AAF's proposal 

and the inadequate draft EIS reflect these goals. 

Wish best regards, 

1740 Cassville Ave. 

Vero Beach, FL 

772-257-5542 
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October 28. 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I wish to state my total opposition to the entire concept of the so-called All Aboard Florida 
proposal. Whoever conceived ofthis plan must be totally oblivious to the beauty and serenity of 
the Treasure Coast area and its unusual , unspoiled charm. And THAT is the reason thousands 
and thousands ofus chose to invest in and live in this part of Florida many years ago. 

I do not know a single person who is other than appalled by the prospect of these high-speed 
trains racing through our midst each day. Their effect on our towns would be a death knell for 
these areas. 

Please do not allow this proposal to destroy our community. Cancel it or re-route it much farther 
west. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Sheila T. Ledbetter 
2085 Las Ramblas 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 





W. STEPHEN LEARY 

396 INDIES DRIVE 

VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 

32963 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Attn: John Winkle, Room 3831 

2100 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington DC 20509 

Dear Sir: 

Nov. 5, 2014 

I am very concerned about a proposal to run bullet trains along the east 
coast of Florida including through Vero Beach. It is stated that the 
undertaking is to provide passenger service but in reality will be for the 
transportation of freight from the enhanced port of Miami (following the 
widening of the Panama Canal) to Orlando. There are many obvious 
reasons why such an undertaking is adverse to the interests of our 
communities (whether passenger or freight) especially when there is an 
alternative route to the west available that would accomplish the same 
objective. Some of those reasons are as follows: 

1 



• Trains rocketing through Vero Beach at speeds approaching 100 
miles per hour, and at grade, with all crossings at grade, with 
residences and businesses on both sides of the grade level tracks, 
cannot be consistent with health, safety and welfare of the 
community. In fact, at these speeds, I would think that all grade 
crossings in the City would have to be closed any time a train 
approached, and be open only so long a a train is not approaching! 

• The number of trains per day (40+/- upwards of 2+ miles long) will 
cause intolerable and dangerous traffic congestion at the grade 
crossings, to say nothing of the unnecessary noise and vibration 

near the rails. 

• Our hospitals and the majority of our health facilities are located on 
the east side of the rail system, and in an emergency, these frequent 
and long trains can cause unwarranted delays in getting a sick person 
to the hospital or other health facilities, with its attendant risks to 

the health of the patient. 

ir,st responders, whether for health or other emergency will be 
ly impaired in carrying out their urgent duties by these 

. t and long trains. 

riginally proposed as a strictly private undertaking; then it 
ted that federal financial help will be sought, and now 

it is proposed as a private undertaking. Whether proposed 
. te undertaking or government financial assistance is 

, (or both) the proposal presents the same adverse effects 
living their lives and carrying out their businesses along the 

2 



• Merchants, whether retail shops, restaurants or artisans seeking to 
earn their living in Vero Beach will be impacted adversely. Just the 
problem of getting back and forth across the rails to say nothing of 
the noise vibration etc. brought on by these bullet trains, is enough , 
to impair many of our local businesses. Anecdotally, I am advised 
by an artisan that he will probably have to give up many of his home 
customers (located on both sides of the rails) because of the 
problems presented by grade crossing closures due to the number 
and length of the trains. I have seen other reports in the news media 
of similar hardships anticipated by businesses who expect a loss of 

··•· . customers who will not be able to get to their businesses as before. 
·· This is all unnecessary. Alternatives exist as noted below. 

• If All Aboard Florida wants to provide passenger service between 
Orlando and Miami, it can certainly do so on the rails that are 
located to the west of the city which would eliminate all of these 
problems involving the health safety and welfare of our citizens and 
businesses. In fact, Amtrack offers Orlando to Miami service along 
these westerly rails now. The tracks could be improved to 
accomodate the bullet train in this safer route. 

• Finally, it seems to be expected that the traffic of FREIGHT will grow 
and increase the frequency and length of the trains in the future, 
based upon the increased use of the Panama Canal. It will then 
become apparent that "All Aboard Florida" is really about the 

r rpovement of an ever increasing volume of FREIGHT and not about 
profitable passenger service. 

","' 

..•... · . tlerstand from media reports that the Fortress Hedge Fund 
effectively owns the ships, the containers, the docks, the trains, 
and the rails. I do not begrudge Fortress its opportunity for profit if 
it is done Without public funds. But the same profit can be made by 
using the rails to the west. They too can also be improved if desired. 
This would avoid the running of these bullets through towns and 
eliminate the substantial negative impact of the life of our 
communities. 

3 



Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts. 

Very truly yours, 

~s~~ 
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DON L. SCHULTZ, M.D. 
621 Lake Drive 

Vero Beach, FL 32963 

Telephone: (772) 231-5678 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Deportment 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

Comments: 

fo /)µ.7~0 

If you need additional space, please attach a second sheet to this page 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 ~.s.: Department 
of Trahsportotlon 

Federal Railroad 
Admini.str.ation 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at th is meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr . John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington , DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to : AAF comments@vhb .com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information : 

Name j>OV ?-,~'5 SL.!f /.Jros~ (. K 
Address 

V~a fB£A~ ff F'l , 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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231 INDIAN HARBOR ROAD 
VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32963 

Dec. 1, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

This letter is in strong opposition to 
"All Aboard Florida". The whole idea is a 
thoughtless, ill-conceived plan which will 
destroy the livability of many towns and 
cities along the route from Orlando to Miami 
with no benefits to these towns and cities. 

Many of these places where settled where 
they are because the quality of life would be 
pleasant and affordable. 

These new residents have brought many 
benefits to these towns and cities. 

The future of railroads is in freight 
not passenger service. 

"All Aboard Florida" is a selfish idea 
which would destroy much for very little, if 
any, benefit. 

Please reconsider what you are destroying. 

I know that those of us in opposition to 
"All Aboard Florida" are up against a selfish, 
thoughtless group in hopes of financial gain. 
I doubt very much it will even work. 

I come from a railroad family and know how 
much the railroads have done in developing this 
country, but this plan has nothing to offer. 

Very Truly Yours, 

ca.\ a-B..:... \--\. \,;;, \:; ~ 
Mrs. Thomas Royster 

TR/lk 



Federal Railroad Administration 

Attn: John Winkle, Room 38-31 

2100 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington, DC 20509 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to ask that the Administration withhold funding for the West Palm Beach-Orlando 
leg of the proposed high-speed train service intended to connect Miami and Orlando for the 
following reasons: 

1-The trains will be travelling thru our small town at speeds in excess of 100 MPH on tracks 
which divide our community into distinct East-West sections with the bulk of the businesses 
West and the Hospital and Medical Facilities East. 

2-People with life-threatening conditions may not be able to reach the hospital. First 
responders will be gravely hampered in carrying out their urgent duties. 

3-We have a large population living and working very close to the tracks. 

4--- Our Historrcally Landmarked Heritage and Community Centers are next to the tracks and 
won't fare well from all the vibration. 

5-An increase is expected in both the number and size of freight trains using these tracks 
causing even more noise and disruption to our community. 

There exists a parallel set of tracks West of I - 95. I feel that money would be better spent 
shifting train traffic to that set of more westerly tracks. 

Thank you for your attention, 

Sincerely, 

Margaret A Roc;:ke 
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Rebecca S. Richardson 

1325 Olde Doubloon Dr 

Vero Beach Fl.32963 

Federal Railroad Administration 

ATIN: John Winkle 

Room W 38-31 

2100 New Jersey Ave. SE 

Washington, DC October 6, 2014 

As a 20 year resident of Vero Beach who loves her community, I implore you to VOTE NO to the proposal for 

All ABOARD FLORIDA. As I drove to and from church yesterday, I commented to a friend just how many 

railroad crossings will be negatively affected by sending the train right through the center of Vero Beach. All 

major Vero Beach Streets go directly through the center of the city, requiring closings at all of them, 

interrupting access to businesses, health facilities( hospital and clinics), school routes and restaurants. These 

streets go east and west, the train tracks go north and south. Divert the tracks west where there is open 

space. Vero Beach has worked hard to build this community and maintain its beautiful, low key, friendly, 

accessible way of life. PLEASE don't spoil it. There are other options. 

Sincerely, 



HIGH SPEED TRAIN FOR FLORIDA 

John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 

Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Sir, 

This will be short as it must be mailed today. 

The pending plans for a high speed passenger train going through the heart of our quiet town of Vero 

Beach, need much more research. There are other routes that could be much better. It is imperative 

that there be a design system that would not damage the peace:., safety and pocket of the Treasure 

Coast. 

Have you ever been to Vero Beach? Come take a look. We would be glad to arrange a tour. 

/J 

$"3~ J- /~p--
William and Gertrude Reoch 

5010 Harmony Circle, #101 

Vero Beach, FL 32967 

2072290464 



WILLIAM J. REGAN, JR. 
895 BEACH ROAD 

VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32963 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Department 
of Tr.dns'pbrthtion 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 

If you nee I l / : '. 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 IJ.S: Deportment 
of Transportotlon 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and ,on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0 672). 
I ' ,· _; ·' . .. ,\ ; ' ' 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comment s@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: . 
Name o,w,fj Ref) ri{C)v J__ 
Address 11~ ~ FL- ~~1 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590. 

RE: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Page 1 of 5 

The DEIS is written in a way that makes pne wonder if the writers ever visited or .researched our 
Treasure Coast are~. It .uses inform,atio .n a_nd cqnc .lusions primarily bas.eel _on th~ earlier Phase 1 
EIS for th~ Miami to West Palm Beach .~one. It .is not ~Y:an.y m~asure. an ,a.ccurate DEIS for Phase ; 
2. Therefore it ·is an· invalid document for use in determining the environmental impact of the 
,P.h~,e 2 h,igh_ spe~d zone of ~Af: ,and needs to be completely re-done and issued for public 
co~men.t. ·. .';:. · · .. _ ~ : ··. : . , .... '",. ·. ,·.- .'. ·:; Li·,:·~: .... , ... ,.._ . . .. ; . -,_,. . . •1 • ... ·.' .,\,• 

\. · . "l., :i, ·, · , t, ; · !: .._ · • , · 

Tiler~ were n9 "s'cop,ing" meetings heid and no publi~ly advertised "scoping' !' meetings in Indian 
River County while there ";'er~. dozens of such public -notices in Ft, Lauderdale, Orlando and 
Miami. Tt,is oversight comph~tely .un_dermines this part of the Section 106 (National Historic 
Preserva _tion Act), Section 4(f) Federal Tr~nsp _ortation Act, an·d the EIS process. The DEl,S . 
specifically states there is no objection from Indian River County to the AAF project. That is 
profoundly untrue and ~asily verified by various resolutions and DEIS responses from Indian 
River County and au Treasure Coast authorities and the private sector. In particular, this outright 
lie does not indicate the passionate opposition Indian , River County Government, Sebastian City 
Government, Vero Beach Gov~rnment, and others have for this project which is not simply about 
"passenger" rail service but also to deliver increased freight services and ·the impacts of that 
freight ser;vice on the community. . , 

The subject of safety of ttie .general public isJnadequately addres~ed in -the DEIS .. Only very 
limited and casual unsubstantiated claims of . ENHANCING PUBLIC SAFETY or no impact to 
safety are. presented. The DEIS as written _is ·an· expression of hop~ and , ~ssurance . to "trust us", 
l~~_ki_r1g any technical detail or even accurate up to .date information cm· the. ri~ks, concerns ,an.d 
problems north of West Palm Beach. It contains many errors, omissions and inconsistencies and 
d~es not represent a true and accurate ass~ssment of the impact to public safety on the Treasure 
Coast_and.Space Coast of ~lori~ _a. :;c ;_, : ;·. '\·. , ;:_ ... ~,, . i .u- .. · · ·. o ·: '.,., :· :_ .. : : .. · .•, _: ;_ · .. , .. . _: 

, • ., t ' ·~ : , ~ • I i , I •' ~ • f ~ \ I ' I ~ t •' .• • J ' • \ i I • •' • • • •, I ~ ! • • 

Flo.ric;la East Coast and All .Aboard Florida are not _in the position to determine if pr~perty · values or 
pr~perfy taxes wo~ld decrease. Property values are,driven __ by the marketplace which will 
determine what ttie private .sector will be wjliing to pay for properties ne~r the tracks and that will 
have an impact on those privately owned properties. ·1n my gated upscale development there are 
currently 5 homes put on the market in the past 4 months, and the owners all stated that "the 

11/26/2014 





Page 2 of 5 

train" was the biggest factor in their desire to sell now. There is no way that expansion of HSR 
and freight in the FEC corridor through our area will do anything other than lower property values 
and quality of life. 

The DEIS justifies the benefits of AAF by reducing traffic congestion and reduced emissions, 
improved public transit, reduced highway accidents and other speculative ideas. Statements 
made in 5.4.1.2 only addresses issues from West Palm Beach through Miami. Statements made in 
5.4.1.2 do not reflect the northern Phase 2 part of the project. While this may be true between 
Palm Beach and Miami, it is not at all factual for Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin 
Counties. There are no stops in any of these four northern route counties. These four 
counties receive no benefit but will encounter tremendous loss of mobility, peace and quiet and 
quality of life with an additional 32-passenger trains and estimated doubling of freight. 

There was no effort made to collect information and concerns from local city and county 
authorities on our unique concerns and character. The Treasure Coast is NOT South Florida and 
the writers do not understand that point. Such information as the unique crossing and highway 
intersections, the unique development near the tracks, the archeological sites in Indian River 
County (Vero Man, Merceyhurst, Gifford Bones and others), our Indian River Lagoon national 
scenic byway and other historical sites is omitted. The very special areas of development such as 
Gifford or St Lucie Village, and ALL other local environmental impacts are completely missing. I 
suggest you start over and focus on how going from 14 to 52 trains and more per day instantly, 
with double and triple current speeds, will impact the people and environment between Jupiter 
and Cocoa. This DEIS seems to be the product of some college student's creative writing steeped 
heavily in AAF propaganda and speculation. It is not an honest assessment of the high speed 
zone of the AAF plan. 

Evaluation of traffic delays at crossings using only 8 crossings out of 143 in the high speed zone 
is ridiculous, as is the LOS methodology. AAF never consulted local authorities about traffic 
volume or concerns and the information provided is false. In fact, the AAF plan when combined 
with more freight traffic will increase delay times at all 349 crossings by 40 minutes in the peak 
hours and 60 minutes per day. Your analysis is designed to somehow homogenize that fact into 
some conclusion of insignificant delay at 8 crossings. That is simply not reality. 

The DEIS never even touches the real safety concern, that of 349 at-grade crossings of which 143 
are in the 110 MPH zone. There are ZERO comparable HSR operations in the US that operate a 
nearly 120-mile urban 110 MPH high-speed rail corridor with 143 at-grade crossings mixed with 20 
or more freight trains at the same time on the same tracks. None have anywhere near 1.8 
crossings per mile, and none operate with large numbers of concurrent freight. The only example 
of any HSR and mixed freight in the US is a 15 mile section in Illinois with 6 HSR per day and a 
total of 13 trains per day on that route. 

Freight track sharing occurs in many corridors, however not for 110 MPH speeds. In the Northeast 
and Keystone Corridors freight is limited to a very few per day, most on separate tracks or 
running at night over short sections. There is currently no similar experience comparable to the 
AAF plan in 2016 for 20 to 26 freight (Table 3.3-1) combined with 32110 MPH, with 10 or more of 
the freight sharing the same tracks at the same time. One recent study for mixing freight and high
speed passenger rail in the Pacific Northwest resulted in rejection of 110 MPH speeds. 
Specifically, based upon objections from Union Pacific Railroad regarding safety and service 
limitations, both Washington and Oregon will limit any passenger trains to 79 MPH. Furthermore, 
in the Empire Corridor CSX Railroad is vigorously opposing HSR expansion for safety and 
congestion reasons, even though in that corridor there are 4 tracks and freight is totally separated 
from passenger rail operations. Apparently they think even being next to a separate 110 MPH 
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track is a safety issue. Many railroads including Union Pacific, CSX, Norfolk Southern, BSNF and 
in the past ConRail all have fought to severely limit HSR on their tracks. Some have set standards 
that define speed and separation requirements or effectively block HSR all together. Obviously 
FEC cannot interfere with AAF because they are both owned by Fortress, so in the AAF corridor 
the public has no unbiased entity speaking for the safety of mixing FEC freight with HSR. 

The DEIS ignores the results of the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports, dated March 20 and 
September 23, 2014. Those reports say clearly that FRA themselves see major safety concerns 
with the AAF plan. AAF has resisted and for the most part refused to accept those minimum basic 
FRA mitigation features. 

In the past 15 years in the AAF corridor there have been 235 crossing incidents, with 50 fatalities 
and 70 serious injuries. In addition there have been 171 trespasser fatalities and 85 injuries. FRA 
has cited Florida for excessive rail crossing and trespasser accident rates. Florida is always near 
the top of the 10 worst states for crossing and trespasser accidents 

The DEIS has not presented either current similar operational experience, adequate detailed 
safety analyses, design mitigation features or any other substantiation to validate that the general 
population between Miami and West Palm Beach with 79 MPH trains, or the general population 
between West Palm Beach and Cocoa with 110 MPH trains, will not experience a significant 
increase in crossing and trespassing accidents, injuries and fatalities due to implementation of 
AAF. Those corridors are simply not suitable for such high speed operations. 

Regarding freight expansion, the DEIS states that by 2019 freight will increase to an average of 22 
per day (Table 5.1.2-4), and says the growth is 3% per year. I believe that is a VERY low and 
unrealistic projection. According to a recent FEC freight operations presentation by Robert 
Hatfield, the Port of Miami cargo will double in the next 10 years. How much beyond that? Then 
add Port Everglades growth to that projection. There is documented potential for around 10% per 
year freight growth for a very long time into the future. Several FEC and Florida trade 
presentations indicate that FEC intends to capture much of that additional freight. The EIS should 
use the worst case intentions of FEC for freight traffic growth over a period of 25 years, not 
understated 2016 or 2019 estimates. Regarding passenger rail expansion, in the FRA On-Site 
Engineering Field Report, Part 1, dated March 20, 2014, Mr. Frey states that the rail traffic in South 
Florida will increase by 7 4 additional trains due to the future inclusion of Tri-Rail Commuter 
service on the AAF track. So, in a route Miami to Jupiter it is predicted using FRA and AAF 
information that there will be 32 AAF express trains, plus 22 (and more and more) FEC freight 
trains and 7 4 Tri-Rail on the same tracks with well over 200 at-grade crossings. A reasonable 
question seems to be how many trains can they ultimately pack onto this coastal rail corridor? 
Perhaps 128 from these published sources. But wait, AAF has publicly discussed adding 32 more 
of their own commuter rail trains in addition to the Orlando Express. This is a quote from a 2014 
published source: "A presentation made at a recent meeting of the South Florida Regional 
Transportation Authority reveals that All Aboard Florida wants the right to build six stations in 
South Florida, along with 64 trains per day running every 30 minutes (with the possibility of trains 
running even more frequently)." This is not speculation; this is a plan revealed in public. When 
does the expansion of FEC rail reach a point of irrationality? How about safety? How about public 
disruption? The DEIS speaks of none of these likely future growth plans. AAF knows what 
expansion plans are possible; they are being concealed so as to drip feed the public on planned 
major expansion of our coastal rail. I believe the EIS should address all POSSIBLE planned rail 
growth scenarios on this corridor and the safety effects that look forward at least 25 years. If the 
plans are not firm, then discuss the several alternatives. Please address in the EIS the public 
safety implications of over 100 trains per day between Miami and Jupiter, and freight growth using 
the FEC information that doubles freight in 10 years. 
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I believe that the following new risks combine in their totality to create an unprecedented risk of 
grave harm to the general population. 

1) Increase of 370% and more in numbers of trains in 2016 

2) Planned freight growth around 10% per year well into the future 

3) Doubling and tripling of train speeds at crossings 

4) Extremely large numbers of high speed passenger trains greater than any other passenger rail 
service in the US 

5) Doubling freight train speeds 

6) Two and one-half mile long freight trains more that doubling current lengths 

7) The combination of freight and HSR on the same tracks at the same time 

8) High continuous population density consisting of greater than normal numbers of seniors and 
tourists 

9) The extremely large number of at-grade crossings (349) in the entire corridor between Miami 
and Cocoa 

10) The close proximity of tracks to highways, intersections, businesses, residences, schools, 
recreational facilities and other dense urban development 

No current HSR in the US is comparable in terms of cumulative risk factors. No HSR operation 
between 80 and 110 MPH exists in the US, with the exception of 15 miles in Illinois, where 
concurrent freight operates. I believe that the AAF plan is completely unprecedented in 
introducing new, severe and compounded threats that create in their totality significant potential 
to cause grave harm to the general public along the entire AAF route. The only comparable HSR is 
Acela, which has no grade crossings and no freight mixed with Acela trains. 

I have attached a summary of all HSR operations in the US today, which proves that the AAF plan 
is far beyond any current experience and represents a unique increased threat to public safety. 

I believe that the vast majority of reasonable people on the Treasure Coast recognize the AAF 
plan as a major threat to their safety, quality of life and their environment, and this DEIS has 
presented nothing to alter that opinion. If AAF and the Federal Government are certain that a good 
business case exists, then build a real bullet train west using the turnpike or CSX route. 

Please go and talk with the county officials, city officials, community organizations and others. 
Please collect real applicable data from the region affected, not from Miami to West Palm Beach 
but north where there is no benefit and all pain and risk. 

In order to complete the EIS, AAF should conduct extensive scientific safety, hazard and risk 
analysis commensurate with the inherent risk produced by our unique 110 MPH 
zone environment, and should produce and release that information to the public. AAF MUST 
respond in the final EIS to every recommendation made in the FRA On-Site Engineering Field 
Reports Part 1 and 2 with details on how they will comply. AAF simply must comply 100% to each 
recommendation and release engineering details as evidence of compliance. Those of us who live 
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on the Treasure Coast are being "railroaded" into an unsafe and unreasonable expansion of a 
single track small rail line into a planned 1-95 of rail traffic that passes dead center through our 
most developed and attractive cities and towns. 

Then after you do what you will for the Miami to West Palm 9each zone, please do a REAL 
HONEST AND UP TO DATE PHASE 2 DEIS which deals with what this DEIS was advertised and 
intended to do. That is, do a real DEIS for the high speed segment from West Palm Beach to 
Cocoa, and then put that out for public comment. At least we will know what AAF is doing to our 
environment and can properly respond. The current DEIS is simply not complete, not relevant , 
not up to date and not acceptable for it's intended purpose of determining environmental impact 
to the high speed zone. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Ream 

6570 Caicos Ct 

Vero Beach, FL 32967 
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Summary of Current 110 _ MPH Rail Operati<>ns in the US 

Corridor Operator Number Freight Crossings Length Development Track 

Northeast Amtrak 16 to 32 None (3)(6) None Segments(2) Urban 2 to 6 

Keystone Amtrak 26 None (3)(6) None 20 Miles Rural 2 

Empire Amtrak 25 None (7) 10 (8) 67 Miles (5) Rural 2 

Wolverine Amtrak 6 None (6) 49 80 Miles Rural 1 

Blue Water Amtrak 2 None (6) 49 80 Miles Rural 1 

Lincoln Amtrak 6 5 (4) 10 15 Miles (1) Very Rural 1 

And Then There Is AAF: 

FEC AAF 32 20+ 143 120 Miles Urban 2 

NOTES: 

1) Expansion planned in 2015 to 2017 timeframe may increase to 180 miles with 137 public grade crossings 

2) Significant segments between Washington and Newark, and east of New Haven to Boston (28 miles up to 150 
MPH) 

3) Almost no freight runs concurrent with Amtrak operations, a very few freight run at night over very short distances 

4) 5 Union Pacific freight plus 2 Amtrak Texas Eagle passenger, total 13 trains per day. Information on freight trains 
taken from IDOT Environmental Assessment dated April 2011 

5) Future planning for expansion of HSR on separate track in CSX ROW west of Albany being contested by CSX 

6) Amtrak owned ROW. Note that Amtrak owns 363 miles of the 457 mile Northeast Corridor 

7) Amtrak leases Empire route from Poughkeepsie to Schenectady from CSX (NO FREIGHT) 

8) All crossings are local dead-end access roads to river, none on major public roads 

Other US High Speed Passenger Rail Corridors 

There are 11 US defined High Speed Ra11 Corridors. Four were discussed.above. The other 7 are in remote stages of 
planning and dreams. 

1) Pacific Northwest: No HSR, planning limited to 79 MPH due to Union Pacific objections to 110 MPH operations 

2) California: Planning, studies, delayed indefinitely by financing, public protest, and political issues 

3) Los Angeles to San Diego: Speed limited to 90 MPH in short segments, average speed 47 MPH 

4) South Central: Proposed, no action other than studies Ft Worth to Austin by 2021 

5) Gulf Coast: A distant dream 

6) Southeast: Planning, studies, the section Washington to Charlotte working EIS since 2010 

7) Northern New England: Just a "Vision". J. Ream Nov.10, 2014 





John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C.20590 

Dec. 2, 2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am sending you a copy of the comments we have sent to All Aboard Florida 
with just a few of our concerns about the proposed project of sending 32 
110mph trains through Vero Beach, Florida. 

"Are you KIDDING ME?!? 32 HIGH SPEED trains racing from Orlando to 
Miami at 110 MILES PER HOUR every day?!? And what's with this "ALL 
ABOARD" nonsense with NO STOPS in ANY of the numerous cities and towns 
which it will ROAR through, causing traffic jams (including blocking access to 
the hospital in Vero Beach), noise and rr crossing dangers. 
#2 - And then there's the "hidden" agenda of adding heavy-duty freight 
traffic - OMG! 
#3 - And finally, why should the American taxpayers foot an outrageous 
($1.6 BILLION DOLLAR) loan for this project? 
Why not be realistic and move the project onto the tracks in the less 
populated middle of the state? 
We could go on and on, but think you get the drift ..... WE DO NOT SUPPORT 
THIS FIASCO!" 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS TO HEAR OUR CONCERNS. 

Sincerely, /' ,/_~.[ ... · 

0~/~ ~~·· 
• 

Dan + Susan Rankin 
1870 Bay Rd #213 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 
(sudan ran@gmail.com) 



Mr. Winkle, 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want The All Aboard Florida and the additional 
freight trains, for many reasons. PLEASE WITHHOLD THE FUNDS FOR TIDS PROJECT. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND HOW FAR 
AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE TRAIN TRAVELING THAT 
FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN FOLD. TIDS WILL NOT ONLY BE 
PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be able to get to the 
hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police, fire fighters even the Coast Guard are all against this plan. Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with trains running all the time. 
Traffic will be backed up for long periods of time. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the Home Owners living near and west of the 
tracks. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption will totally ruin our 
community . 

Almost all of our SHOPPING AND SERVICE BUSINESSES are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for 
the beach population to support. These businesses are our tax base . . 

The AAF wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then maintain them. There are 
worries because the history of Bullet Trains shows they have not been profitable . Then who pays? 

Mr Anthony Quinn 
1932 Westhampton Ct 
Ve:·o Beach FL 32966-5125 



Mr. Winkle, 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want The All Aboard Florida and the additional 
freight trains, for many reasons. PLEASE WITHHOLD THE FUNDS FOR THIS PROJECT. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND HOW FAR 
AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE TRAIN TRAVELING THAT 
FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN FOLD. THIS WILL NOT ONLY BE 
PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be able to get to the 
hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police, fire fighters even the Coast Guard are all against this plan. Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with trains running all the time. 
Traffic will be backed up for long periods of time. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the Home Owners living near and west of the 
tracks. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption will totally ruin our 
community. 

Almost all of our SHOPPING AND SERVICE BUSINESSES are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for 
the beach population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The AAF wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then maintain them. There are 
worries because the history of Bullet Trains shows they have not been profitable. Then who pays? 

f'-..- 7 •, .. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Edna Pym 
4320 Summer Breeze Terrace 
Vero Beach, Florida 32967 

I protest the Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida and request denial of the RRIF loan since every bit of evidence points to failure, 

profound safety and environmental issues and lack of any discernible benefit to local communities. Promises from All Aboard 

Florida are not enough. They've been anything but transparent up to now and in the EIS they have hidden behind "mitigation" claims 

rather than openly addressing potential negative impacts with clear action steps. Their loan request should be denied. 

Taxpayer dollars are being loaned to a private enterprise and this proposed loan will incur significant risks of default. As our 

custodians of these funds, you are responsible to your constituents to be certain that taxpayer monies are being properly and 

prudently spent and irwested. It is your duty to be totally informed on matters as large as a $1.8 billion dollar loan. Nor are we in 

favor of the alternative, corporate welfare in the form of Private Activity bonds for a Junk Bond investment company. The Federal 

Railroad Administration should not sign off on this ill-advised high-speed passenger rail project. History dictates that it is unlikely 

ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer obligation, and it is clear the benefits are not worthy of the burden on 

taxpayers. 

1. THERE ISA COST TO TAXPAYERS FOR THE RIFF LOAN APPLICATION THAT IS STILL PENDING. This 

approach is deeply inappropriate, as it would force taxpayers to pay huge subsidies to support AAF's $1.6 billion request. This RIFF 

loan, if granted, would be a direct payment of taxpayer's dollars by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to AAF. If this loan' 

goes into default, United States taxpayers assume all liability. 

2. PRIVATE ACTIVE BONDS (PAB) ARE A FORM OF TAXPAYER SUBSIDY. AU Aboard Florida has filed an additional 

application with the Florida Development Finance Corporation (FDFC) for an allocation to sell tax-exempt bonds to finance their rail 

project. AAF IS PUSHING BREVARD FOR AN IMMEDIATE VOTE. So what is the hurry? AAF is afraid of the impending election 

next month and with it the possibility that election results may reduce state and local support. In this bond application to the FDFC, 

All Aboard is asking that its interest payments be exempt from Federal taxes. Income from these bonds would be tax free to the 

bondholder. Normally, these types of bonds are issued from a clear, transparent and definable public benefit such as hospitals, 

schools, municipal buildings, roads and similar projects. Recently, select companies are enjoying tax breaks normally reservedfor 

public works. These unusual projects come at the expense of taxpayers. Budget analysts quoted by The New York Times state that 

these PAB bonds amount to a concession in the form of a government subsidy by reducing tax revenues. When these programs are 

taken as a whole nationwide, lost revenues to our government run into the billions. For example, if All Aboard Florida were to issue 

taxable bonds instead, then the Federal government would receive tax revenues on these bonds. The P AB approach is a concession to 

project promoters, a disservice to Florida citizens, and represents a cost to all taxpayers. 



,/ j 

3.,THE~ IS NO TRANSP AR.ENCY. Taxpayers (Florida and U.S.) have not been presented with complete information detailing 

how much P AB funding would cost in terms of lost tax revenue, which is the natural byproduct of any tax-exempt bond. Nor it is 

clear how taxpayers would be impacted if AAF defaults on the PAB andfails to repay - and given that passenger trains, historically, 

don't make money that is a very real possibility. IN ADDITION, it is common for these select companies to ask for a waiver of sales 

taxes on any activities or products they buy. In some instances, they have also asked to be exempt from real estate taxes. It is not 

known if All Aboard Florida has asked the FDFC for either of these two additional concessions or additional subsidies in it's loan 

application. 

We, the tax-payers, lookforward to your accountability and response to our concerns. 

Sincerely, 
Edna Pym 



TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Edna Pym 
4320 Summer Breeze Terrace 
Vero Beach, Florida 32967 

I protest the Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida and request denial of the RRIF loan since every bit of evidence points to failure, 

profound sqfety and environmental issues and lack of any discernible benefit to local communities. Promises from All Aboard 

Florida are not enough. They've been anything but transparent up to now and in the EIS they have hidden behind "mitigation" claims 

rather than openly addressing potential negative impacts with clear action steps. Their loan request should be denied. 

Taxpayer dollars are being loaned to a private enterprise and this proposed loan will incur significant risks of default. As our 

custodians of these funds, you are responsible to your constituents to be certain that taxpayer monies are being properly and 

prudently spent and invested. It is your duty to be totally iriformed on matters as large as a $1.8 billion dollar loan. Nor are we in 

favor of the alternative, corporate welfare in the form of Private Activity bonds for a Junk Bond investment company. The Federal 

Railroad Administration should not sign off on this ill-advised high-speed passenger rail project. History dictates that it is unlikely 

ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer obligation, and it is clear the benefits are not worthy of the burden on 

taxpayers. 

1. THERE ISA COST TO TAXPAYERS FOR THE RIFF LOAN APPLICATION THAT IS STILL PENDING. This 

approach is deeply inappropriate, as it would force taxpayers to pay huge subsidies to support AAF's $1.6 billion request. This RIFF 

loan, if granted, would be a direct payment of taxpayer's dollars by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to AAF. If this loan' 

goes into default, United States taxpayers assume all liability. 

2. PRIVATE ACTIVE BONDS (PAB) ARE A FORM OF TAXPAYER SUBSIDY. All Aboard Florida has filed an additional 

application with the Florida Development Finance Corporation (FDFC) for an allocation to sell tax-exempt bonds to finance their rail 

project. AAF IS PUSHING BREVARD FOR AN IMMEDIATE VOTE. So what is the hurry? AAF is afraid of the impending election 

next month and with it the possibility that election results may reduce state and local support. In this bond application to the FDFC, 

All Aboard is asking that its interest payments be exempt from Federal taxes. Income from these bonds would be tax free to the 

bondholder. Normally, these types of bonds are issued from a clear, transparent and definable public benefit such as hospitals, 

schools, municipal buildings, roads and similar projects. Recently, select companies are enjoying tax breaks normally reserved for 

public works. These unusual projects come at the expense of taxpayers. Budget analysts quoted by The New York Times state that 

these PAE bonds amount to a concession in the form of a government subsidy by reducing tax revenues. When these programs are 

taken as a whole nationwide, lost revenues to our government run into the billions. For example, if All Aboard Florida were to issue 

taxable bonds instead, then the Federal government would receive tax revenues on these bonds. The PAE approach is a concession to 

project promoters, a disservice to Florida citizens, and represents a cost to all taxpayers. 



3.Jt:rERk IS NO TRANSPARENCY. Taxpayers (Florida and U.S.) have not been presented with complete iriformation detailing 

how much P AB funding would cost in terms of lost tax revenue, which is the natural byproduct of any tax-exempt bond. Nor it is 

clear how taxpayers would be impacted if AAF defaults on the PAB andfails to repay - and given that passenger trains, historically, 

don't make money that is a very real possibility. IN ADDITION, it is commonfor these select companies to ask for a waiver of sales 

taxes on any activities or products they buy. In some instances, they have also asked to be exempt from real estate taxes. It is not 

known if All Aboard Florida has asked the FDFC for either of these two additional concessions or additional subsidies in it's loan 

application. 

We, the tax-payers, lookforward to your accountability and response to our concerns. 

Sincerely, 
Edna Pym 



JOHN EDWARD PRESCHLACK 

IOI OYSTER CUT 

VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32963 
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December 2, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing to protest the All Aboard Florida plans to beef up and expand the existing railroad tracks 

from Cocoa to West Palm Beach with the goal of increasing train traffic along the existing Florida East 

Coast corridor. The proposed increases are not small increases; adding 32 passenger trains while also 

increasing the number of freight trains is totally unacceptable through an already congested route that 

passes through so many busy historic downtowns. Since this route is the most economically feasible 

and will most likely be the most profitable for the privately owned and managed All Aboard Florida it 

appears to be the only route being seriously considered for the increased traffic. This is not fair to the 

taxpayers who will be asked to finance the loans to build this boondoggle. This is not fair to the people 

who live in and are proud of these historic towns. This is not fair to those who live on the opposite side 

of the tracks from their local hospital. I can go on and on. Why not use the existing CXS railroad tracks 

that run down the unincorporated center of the state where the only thing the trains will endanger is 

wildlife, not humans? 

This proposed project has not been fully or properly vetted. As with so many government-approved 

projects, the approval and money goes to the business with the most government connections, NOT the 

business that is doing its due diligence to benefit the area and the people it is supposed to serve. 

Shame on you for even considering All Aboard Florida's expansion down the Florida East Coast corridor! 

Sincerely, 

CJiwv Peru-
Chris Pope 
2305 46th Ave. 

Vero Beach, FL 32966 
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Petition to have All Aboard Florida change course! 

Petition summary 
and background: 

Action petitioned 
for: 

L Prjnted N.a,m~ 

I 

www.floridaNOTallaboard.com 
Florida NOT All Aboard, P.O. Box 2043, Palm City FL 34991 

If AAF is allowed to utilize the coastal rail tracks as planned, there will be an 
additional 32 passenger trains per day through our coastal towns and over our old 
bridges, including three major marine bridges; The New River, Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie River. There will be an increase in noise pollution, traffic congestion and 
major safety concerns in our coastal towns. It is predicted many homes and 
businesses that are impacted by the train will have a decrease in value. AAF will 
cause longer commutes to work and could affect emergency response times. The 
projected number of trains is up to 50 freight and passenger trains per day! Freight 
is projected to increase with longer trains/more freight trains. AAF=AII About 
Freight! AAF should not use any taxpayer money for this "private" venture. AAF 
needs to change their course from Miami to Orlando! 
Stop All Aboard Florida from using the FEC train tracks. They should build new tracks west of 

our towns without the use of U.S. Government backed loans or funds. 
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27 October 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
Attention: John Winkle 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Subject: Public Comment regarding "All Aboard Florida" 

Dear Sir: 

Recognizing what, if any, influence this short letter will have on halting the All Aboard Florida 
campaign and development, the effort is compelling. 

All of North America owes more than gratitude for what the railroads did to help develop the 
whole of our nation. For this effort, the industry has been amply rewarded, i.e., land easements, 
land ownership, special government subsidies, and "favors," rewarding returns on investments 
(greatly enhanced by favorable lobbying activities), and on and on .... 

To totally disrupt, displace and disregard entire communities in the name of "progress" is, at 
best, pretentious and preposterous. The entire length of the Florida Ridge connecting Miami to 
Orlando is geographically and commercially effective; more importantly, it is away from coastal 
communities that are loaded with infrastructures that would / will be greatly compromised by 
this project. 

To wit: Build in the "wilderness" as in the past! 

Having been in the import / export business throughout all parts of North America for many 
years, I can assure you there is well awareness of the port enlargement in Miami and the 
implications thereof. Suspicion runs rampant on just what the railroad intentions, motives and 
utilization will ultimately be, with the astounding "front" of an endangering passenger rail 
service from South Florida to Orlando. 

PLEASE take the overwhelming public outcry against this unwarranted project and PLEASE 
reject the railroad's proposal for "passenger" rail service that serves ONLY the railroad while 
destroying entire communities, depressing property values, disrupting surface as well as 
waterway travel; and, most importantly, creating undue public safety hazards while enhancing 
railroad commercial tonnage. 

606 Bridgewater Lane S , 2 



December 3, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle, 
Federal Railroad Administration, 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, 
SE Room W38-311, 
Washington, DC 20590 
AAF _comments@vhb.com 

P.O. Box 1833, Vero Beach, FL 32961-1833 

772-567-3520 - piaudubon@bellsouth.net - www.PelicanlslandAudubon.org 

RE: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Pelican Island 'Audubon Society (PIAS) welcomes the opportunity to' submit c'omments on the · 
Draft EIS for this proposed project. We havereviewed :the EIS arici'appendices and ate especially 
concerned with issues related to the objectives of our Audubon chapter: potential impacts to 
w~tlands ' and :wildlife, particulariyllst:ed ·species and their habitats: We ·beli~ve that this .Draft EIS 
fails to deal aci'equately with w~tland impacts, especially th6se associated 'with the St.. johns River 
and Taylor Creek, and st: Sebastian River crossings. We also note insufficiencies related to . 
addressing potential adverse impacts to Scrub Jays, Gopher Tortoises, and aquatic species such as 
Manatees. 

Wetla'nd Impacts 

The north-south corridor of the All Aboard Florida route is 128.5 miles long and impacts 
approximately 2 acres of wetlands. This north-south portion of the route is also sandwiched 
between highly developed coastal residential areas, and the existing north-south alignments of 
Highway U.S. 1 and Interstate 95. Relatively little wetland mitigation would therefore be required 
for this part of the project. 

The 32.5 mile long east-west corridor of the All Aboard Florida route parallels State Road 528, 
which is planned by DOT and the Central Florida Expressway Authority to becotne a 
"supercorridor" between Orlando and the Port Canaveral area. This Draft EIS analyzes three 
options 'for this corridor, and they entail wetland impacts in the range of 128 to 165 acres. 
Therefore, substantial mitigation Would be required : for the east~west ·portior-i' of the project. ' 
! l . ! ' 1 I ' I ~ :• ' l ; I 

We concur with comments pretiousiy submitted by Audubon ·Florida (letter · dated Octobe:r'2 7,' · 
2014): · " . .:.that the Draft EIS has significantly understated the opportunity associa't~d 'with the All 
Aboard Florida project to improve connectivity of wildlife corridors in the north/south direction 
crossing SR 528. The original design of this highway occurred prior to any cognizance about the 
importance of wildlife corridors. The "Florida Wildlife Corridor" 
(http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps /) constitutes one of the wildlife corridors crossing SR 



528 and the prospective All Aboard Florida route. While the proposed design of the All Aboard 
Florida project will not necessarily result in a significant reduction of connectivity, properly 
focused mitigation measures for the wetland losses documented in the Draft EIS could 
substantially aid in improving connectivity. We recommend that the Final EIS assess the potential 
of using the mitigation requirements arising from wetland loss to re-establish better connectivity 
across the All Aboard Florida rail line and SR 528. The construction of additional wildlife crossings 
and wetland connections at numerous locations on the east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida 
route would be the highest value outcome for mitigation associated with the All Aboard Florida 
project. In addition to the All Aboard Florida Project, the reconstruction of SR 528 over time as a 
multi-modal "supercorridor" will provide opportunities for wildlife corridor enhancements. An 
integrated plan for such enhancements should be developed." 

PIAS also joins Audubon Florida and others in noting that the AAF plan to use a series of bridges 
and a filled causeway to cross the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek misses an important 
opportunity to restore the broad and braided flow of these channels by lengthening the bridge 
spans and removing the filled causeways. We believe the Final EIS should include such 
recommendations, perhaps as mitigation for wetland impacts. The future reconstruction of SR 
528 as a "supercorridor" could add similar long-span bridges and removal of filled causeways to 
further enhance the stream restoration. 

Scrub Ecosystem Impacts 

The north-south corridor of the proposed AAF project runs through or is adjacent to numerous 
public scrub conservation areas in four counties. These scrub locations include: 

Helen and Allan Cruikshank Sanctuary, Brevard County 
Jordan Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 
Valkaria Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 
North Sebastian Conservation Area, Indian River County 
Vero Beach Municipal Airport Conservation Area, Indian River County 
Indrio Scrub Preserve, St. Lucie County 
DJ Wilcox Preserve, St. Lucie County 
Savannahs Outdoor, St. Lucie County 
Savannahs Preserve, St. Lucie County 
Walton Scrub, St. Lucie County 
Seabranch Preserve State Park, Martin County 
Jonathan Dickenson State Park, Martin County 
Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Martin County 

One can reasonably expect direct and secondary impacts to scrub species, including Scrub Jays, 
Indigo Snakes, and Gopher Tortoises, resulting from strikes owing to the increase in speed and 
frequency of train sets. Incidental take of federally protected Scrub Jays and Indigo Snakes must 
be avoided, and the only solution to reduce risk of such strikes discussed by the Draft EIS was to 
fence these portions of the corridor (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15967). This 
structural approach to avoidance and minimization of adverse impacts seems unlikely to succeed, 
especially in the case of Scrub Jays. Rigorous assessment of potential adverse impacts to scrub 
species owing to noise and vibration from increased speed and frequency of rail traffic is also 
lacking in the Draft EIS. 



We believe the final EIS must more fully assess direct, secondary, and cumulative impacts to at 
least these protected species, and provide credible alternatives for avoidance and minimization of 
adverse effects. Isolating sections of the corridor that pass through these environmentally 
sensitive areas, modifying train set operation, and exploring alternate north-south alignments 
should all be pursued before causing irreversible harm to protected species and their habitats. 

Establishing an ongoing scrub habitat mitigation fund to support augmented land management of 
those public scrub conservation areas adversely affected by AAF, as recommended by Audubon 
Florida, may be the most effective mitigation strategy available, but avoiding these impacts is far 
preferable. 

Manatee and Other Aquatic Species Impacts 

Pelican Island Audubon Society disagrees with the Draft EIS assessment that the proposed project 
"may affect, but is unlikely to adversely affect" manatees. Indeed, it can reasonably be expected 
that adverse impacts to manatees will result from St. Sebastian River bridge 
demolition/construction, as well as the increased frequency and speed of proposed AAF rail 
traffic. The C-54 canal (historic West Prong of the St. Sebastian River) is a major warm water 
aggregation area for manatees; thus, the bridge site is in an area of high manatee use. The Draft 
EIS states that during demolition and construction of the St Sebastian Bridge, siltation barriers 
will be used around the construction site that would not impair manatee movement. Additional 
mitigation and caution should be required to allow the manatees to access warmer water in the 
event of cold weather. The Final EIS should include additional provisions for avoidance and 
minimization of adverse impacts to manatees. 

When noise and vibration source levels from bridge construction and train operation are greater 
than the tolerance thresholds of aquatic organisms, there are adverse impacts to those organisms. 
These can be calculated and should demonstrate the distances to which those effects may extend. 
PIAS wonders how noise vibrations carried through water will be assessed and mitigated for in 
regard to potential harm to manatee, turtles and fish species within the Indian River Lagoon and 
its affected tributaries? What are the levels of noise and vibration that will be carried from the 
bridge construction areas in the St. Sebastian River into the Indian River Lagoon? How will AAF 
monitor and mitigate for cumulative exposure of manatees and fish to pile-driving noise and 
vibration during construction of the new bridge? How will AAF determine if noise from the 
installation of piles has the potential to adversely affect fish, turtles, and manatees? How will 
these source levels be compared to known thresholds? How far will the harmful noise and 
vibration travel before attenuating below threshold values? How will AAF monitor and mitigate 
for cumulative exposure to noise and vibration resulting from the operation of its 110 mph trains? 

Conclusion 

If All Aboard Florida resolves the issues outlined above, Pelican Island Audubon Society believes 
its proposed project will be less harmful to the environment. But will it be beneficial to the public 
and the environment of the Indian River Lagoon region? We think not. 

The chief benefits will result, according to the Draft EIS, from reduction of greenhouse gas 
emissions that contribute to climate change and sea level rise, and avoidance or delay of highway 



construction projects owing to the provision of an alternative public transportation system. It 
must be noted, however, that these purported benefits are speculative in nature, and depend on 
projections that are the source of considerable controversy. 

Since the proposed AAF rail service makes no stops between Orlando and West Palm Beach, no 
benefits and only costs accrue to the Indian River Lagoon region (the "Space Coast" and "Treasure 
Coast"). This viewpoint is shared widely throughout this region. For example, in Indian River 
County not a single municipality officially supports the AAF project. Neither does the Indian River 
County Commission. Even the Indian River County Chamber of Commerce opposes this project, 
stating that it will bring only costs and no benefits to our communities. 

Pelican Island Audubon Society shares the concerns voiced by communities along the Indian River 
Lagoon portion of the AAF north-south corridor, and therefore opposes the proposed high-speed 
rail project as it is currently planned. 

Sincerely, 

Richard H. Baker 
President 
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November 26, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Attn: John Winkle 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Old Vero Ice Age Sites Committee 
P.O. Box 351 
Vero Beach, FL ea§.:t.. 3 a 9 0 I 
Randy Old President 
rbold@rbold.com 
772-584-3424 

Response to and Request for Reevaluation of: 2013 Cultural Resource Assessment Report for 
the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach. Janus 
Research, Tampa. Survey #20495, on file with DHR. 

The Old Vero Ice Age Site Committee (OVIASC) herein submits its comments on the 

Janus Inc Cultural Resource Assessment Report (CRAR) concerning this project and offers the 

following recommendations concerning issues important to the preservation of knowledge of the 

historical and archaeological resources of Florida. After review of all sections of the CRAR and 

its appendices, we believe it inadequately addresses the impact to these cultural resources, 

especially along the North-South FEC Railway Corridor, and seems to offer no resolution to 

mitigating impact on any previously reported sites beyond ignoring them, nor allow for the 

possibility of the discovery of unreported sites along the railway. We understand that Janus 

Research has reconsidered initially overlooked data in past reevaluations of projects (Streelman 

& Pepe 2011) and we hope and expect they will perform the same in this case. We feel the need 

for archaeological field testing as such designed for the E-W Corridor to also be performed to a 

lesser, though more targeted, extent along culturally important areas of the N-S Corridor, outside 

of the Right of Way (ROW) for obvious practical reasons, but within the defined indirect Area of 

1 



Potential Effect (APE), especially at the "Vero Man" archaeology site, 8IR9, and other such sites 

and potential areas of interest discussed below. We are aware that this indirect APE, a 150ft 

buffer margin, typically only applies to historical architecture, but beseech the DHR and SHPO 

to make a special consideration for key sensitive areas such as bridges spanning canals and 

streams, also discussed below. 

1) Geography/geology/archaeology background: 

The Terminal Pleistocene and Early Holocene epochs, specifically the Tardiglacial-

13,000-10,000 years before present (BP), greatly changed the Florida landscape through sea 

level rise and significant climatic change which had an enormous impact on the flora and fauna 

of the time (Bader & Parkinson 1990). It was during this era that the earliest humans, known as 

Paleoindians, also inhabited Florida in bands of hunter/gatherers and continued to make a living 

while adapting to these changes. One of the prime locations for Paleoindian camps, as well as 

settlements of later inhabitants from Archaic to Malabar to the historic/colonial era, was along 

the Atlantic Coastal Ridge, a narrow stretch of high ground running along much of the east coast 

of Florida. Streams, springs, and wetlands along or coursing through the Atlantic Coastal Ridge 

are areas of specific interest, and many former streams have been converted into canals in the 

last century. The natural high ground of the Atlantic Coastal Ridge, coupled with the long 

history of human use creating shell middens, burial mounds, and other structures, created the 

perfect cut on which much of the N-S FEC Railway Corridor bed has been built, with bridges 

over the streams and converted canals. 

The traditional soil sequence of the area was defined over a century ago (Sellards 1912; 

Gunter 1929) as an Anastasia layer overlaying the water table followed by a Melbourne horizon 
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and Van Valkenburg horizon, but these established designations, long a controversial topic of 

debate for dating (Rouse 1950), have also been found wanting when blanketed across a larger 

area as research and excavations in more recent years reveal a more complex picture of the 

stratigraphy while simultaneously helping to better date the soil sequence of the region. For this 

reason, excavations and surveys of past decades may have stopped short of, or altogether missed, 

buried artifacts due to misunderstood stratigraphic sequences, especially in areas with heavy 

historic and modem depositions of disturbed and inverted layers. 

2) Railroad Site 8IR846: 

The only Indian River county site mentioned in the Janus CRAR is 8IR846, a Malabar 

shell midden uncovered during survey work by David Dickel (1992), as it is the only site 

designated to encompass the Railway ROW. Dickel had the following comments: 

"The site is located on the eastern down slope of the Atlantic Coastal ridge. The 

site may have continued further to the west into higher ridge elevations, but access to this 

area was blocked by a tall chain-link fence edging the John's Island West Golf Course, 

which effectively denied access. 

The vegetation is small scrnb oaks, a few taller oaks, and mostly nicker bean, 

vines with thorns, saw palmettos, and large to small thickets of scrnbby hog plums. The 

site area is 'trashy' and near railroad tracks, and appears to have been used as an informal 

dump for car parts, old pop and beer bottles. etc. Informants suggest there was a larger 

site with abundant ceramic further west, but this was seen during golf course 

construction, and it appears what is left is peripheral deposits, not the main site." 

That same survey goes on to not recommend further excavation, testing, or preservation 

of the site mainly because it has become too disturbed by construction and modem activities. 

This is a case study for the need to prevent this same disturbance from happening at other.sites 

3 



before archaeologists can properly excavate, document, and record the invaluable and 

irretrievable scientific data and knowledge that would otherwise forever be lost and which has 

the potential to inform us in new ways about Florida prehistory. Local lore and satellite imagery 

coupled with groundwork has already confirmed the existence of other middens and sites in the 

area, especially in Brevard and Indian River Counties and especially near streams and former 

water sources. It would be a travesty to tell the same story of loss about these undiscovered 

mines of information. Dickel's 1992 survey itself uncovered 26 new sites, several of which are 

labeled eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

3) Vero and other known sites surrounding, bordering, and/or in close proximity to rail: 

The Janus CRAR notes an area of indirect APE up to 150ft outside of the ROW for 

historical architecture, but disregards archaeology sites which fall into that zone, and indeed 

neglects to include some others on its otherwise extensive and exhaustive maps. A cursory 

glance at these maps reveals that the "Vero Man" site, 8IR9, touches the ROW and so is well 

within l 50ft and stands to accrue yet more unnecessary disturbance to areas of the site that have 

not been thoroughly excavated. This site surrounds the Main Relief Canal built in 1913 through 

what once was Van Valkenburg Creek. The digging of said canal revealed fossils and bones of 

extinct megafauna and other creatures, including human remains. Recent excavations through a 

partnership with OVIASC, Mercyhurst University, and Harbor Branch at this site have begun to 

yield extremely valuable data to our understanding of the early human occupation of Florida, and 

any disturbance to this site without proper prior investigation would surely be a mistake in 

violation of the state goals of historic and cultural preservation. OVIASC was instrumental in 

renewing interest in archaeology in the area after a water treatment system was proposed within 
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the boundaries of the site (Penders 2005, Doran et al 2008), and succeeded in postponing such 

plans in lieu of modem detailed excavations which have garnered the support of the local 

community. Key artifacts, data, and evidence that could aid in settling the century long debate 

(Sellards 1917) over the Vero site could be destroyed, damaged, or disturbed if it now lies 

waiting in the impact zone. This site is also eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. 

The "Gifford Bones" site, 8IR7, falls within this archaeology-sites-excluded indirect APE 

as well, though it is omitted from the Janus CRAR map. A survey by Kelly Driscoll (2007) 

redefined and expanded the extent of SIR 7 to the southeast due to construction in that area, 

which was confirmed by Matthew White (2010) in a Phase I Survey. We expect that more of the 

site holds artifacts waiting to be uncovered to the west, south, and southwest surrounding the 

canal and railroad. The Gifford Bones site is located along the North Relief Canal, also a former 

creek known as Houston Creek, and excavations there in the early 20th century recovered 

projectile points, megafauna, and other bones near a drainage ditch adjacent the current railway 

bridge. OVIASC is extremely interested in this site and intends to carry out excavations at 

Gifford in the future, and so this sensitive area is also emphasized as an area from which to 

mitigate destruction as much as possible. 

Other unreported sites within the indirect APE in Indian River and Brevard counties 

show signs of midden and mound formations, especially near canals and streams. These hold a 

world of potential, and so their potential destruction or disturbance are also hoped to be mitigated 

in some fashion. Indeed, there is a history of following an existing historic railroad corridor, 

testing for, and discovering yet unknown archaeological resources in front of a rail project within 

Indian River county (Wallace 2012), and we believe this local example makes an excellent 

guideline for exercising a similar project along the N-S FEC Railway Corridor before the railway 
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and bridge upgrade construction is commenced. Allowing such a project to proceed, even only 

in select areas of concern, could perhaps avoid another "Railroad Site" 8IR846 repeat and 

salvage some history and archaeological data from midden or mound with a railroad build 

through/atop it before such unrecorded sites are further damaged beyond recoverability. 

4) Bridges/Canals/Streams 

All bridges along the railway will have more intense construction at those sites, whether 

they are listed for replacement or "upgrade". The Vero and Gifford sites mentioned above 

border canals that were once natural streams. In addition to these known sites, other canals and 

streams are also very likely locations for yet undiscovered sites, from the South Canal in Indian 

River county to the Sebastian Bridge on the border of Brevard and Goat Creek, Turkey Creek, 

etc. These areas have great potential to reveal new discoveries, data, information, and 

revelations about prehistoric Americans and the cultures they produced. 

Conclusion 

OVIASC and concerned citizens of Indian River County and surrounding counties 

implore the agencies involved in the coming construction for the AAF Passenger Rail Project to 

insure due diligence is undertaken in preserving our cultural and historical heritage. It is our 

sincere hope that the above recommendations are seriously considered to avoid losing scientific 

data for all time and confusing the archaeological record for future generations. 
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FRANCES D OLDACH 
2150 INDIAN CREEK BLVD E 

APT B 314 

John Winkler 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue se 
Room W38-31 
Washington DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkler: 

VERO BEACH FL 32966 

I am in support of passenger rail service. But, not along the small towns on the East Coast of 
Florida. The proposed All Aboard Florida system of running passenger trains through the local 
communities will be a detriment to those of us who live on the Treasure Coast of Florida. 

I cannot imagine the disruption caused by thirty-two trains a day running through our community at 
excessive speeds or even at slower speed! These trains will be a hazard to local traffic up and 
down the specified route. Boat traffic will be interrupted at the rail crossings over the Indian River 
and other bridges along the route. 

I welcome a rail station at the Orlando Airport if it were connected to an inland rail route, but not 
the coastal route proposed by All Aboard Florida. 

I would not support AAF, even if there were local stops in our county. The proposed high-speed rail 
traffic through downtown communities will create hardships for local residents and businesses. 
Passenger service would be supported if the commuter lines were running in the vicinity of the 
Florida turnpike. 

One further note on the released study by the federal government. How can anyone support a 
biased report paid for by FEC that was supposed to be impartially prepared by the Federal Railroad 
Administration. 

Frances D Oldach 
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THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IT IS NOT A DONE DEAL 

Throughout our community, you hear people say "It's a done deal" "To late to do anything 
about it " Well, IT IS NOT TRUE. The All Aboard Florida Railroad has not 
received the 1.6 BILLION dollar loan from the Federal Railroad Administration for 
the leg between West Palm and Orlando. 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want this, for many reasons. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND 
HOW FAR AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE 
TRAIN TRAVELING THAT FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN 
FOLD. TIDSWILLNOTONLY BEPASSENGERCARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be 
able to get to the hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police, fire fighters are all against this plan. Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with trains running 
all the time. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the people living near and 
west of the track. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption 
will totally ruin our community. 

Almost all of our service businesses are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for the beach 
population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The Railroad wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then 
maintain them. There are worries because the history of the Bullet Trains shows they have 
not been profitable. Who pays then? 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed' in the Final·· 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its' decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 
3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com. 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 



183 Buck Hill Road 
Canterbury, CT 06331 
September 29, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

We have read with increasing alarm that All Aboard Florida is planning to build new rails and provide 
passenger train service from Miami to Orlando which will involve passage of 32 trains a day. The new 
rails and Miami's plan to become a deep water port will most likely increase freight train passage. 

_.) 

We are the owners of two condos at Vista Roya le on Route 1 · Vero Beach, lorida. One of the many 
reasons we chose to buy a condo in Vero Beach is because it· 1et, and we are able to take 
advantage of beautiful weather and spend a lot of time outdoors. However, no matter where your 
condo is located within the grounds, you are able to hear the trains which are presently running through 
Vero Beach. Any additional trains and noise associated with them will only increase this level of 
disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy . 

More importantly, there are presently three railroad crossings which will be directly affected by the 
planned tracks and tra ins, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping and daily travel as well as 
the safety issues associated with the additional trains . 

. We are very concerned that Vista Royale's properties will decline in value because of the limited access 
to our community ·and the increased noise generated by the high speed trains. 

We are strongly urging you to stop this train project from going forward. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 
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December 3, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 

The Chalmers I. Morse Family 
9670 E. Maiden Court 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 
debramorse@gmail.com 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W-38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Our family lives in Vero Beach, FL and we are vehemently against All Aboard Florida's plans 
for the train. 

The proposal for the location of the train in our community is a travesty. The current location is: 

1. In a high traffic area for both cars and pedestrians, presenting an incredibly dangerous 
situation! 

2. The proposed location divides 2 very populated residential areas. The local hospitals in Vero 
Beach is accessed by residents on either side of the tracks. HOW DARE YOU make the hospital 
inaccessible, with additional trains and wait time, to emergency vehicles coming from either side 
of the tracks. Those who don't make it to the hospital because of the wait will be because of 
YOU and your ridiculous, selfish plan. 

3. About 10 years ago, a plan was proposed to nm tracks along the FL turnpike. That is without 
a doubt a much more logical place to run a high speed train without stops. There is NO 
REASON that we can see, except money, for you to consider using the existing tracks which are 
running right through our beautiful town, especially since the train will not stop in Indian River 
County! And please rest assured, we have NO INTEREST in using a train that stops in West 
Palm or even in our town. We are happy to drive to Orlando, where we need our car, or to West 
Palm for airport service. We might consider driving west to the highway/turnpike to pick up a 
train someday. 

4. The residents of Vero Beach are 100% against this train running through our city in the 
proposed location. I can't imagine anyone who would be for it in our community. Move the 
train tracks AW A Y from residential and commercial areas or you will be violating the 
commandment Thou Shalt Not Kill. 

Sincerely, 

Debra Morse 
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The Moorings of Vero 
Property Owners' Association, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 610278 
Vero Beach, FL 32961-0278 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

December 2, 2014 

The Moorings of Vero Property Owners' Association, Inc. 

Dear Sirs: 

The Moorings of Vero Property Owners' Association, Inc. (MPOA) represents over 1,150 
families in The Moorings community of Vero Beach, Florida. I am the President of the 
MPOA. 

Members of the MPOA have listened for many months to the arguments- pro and con -
advanced by Florida East Coast Industries (FEC) in connection with its proposed All 
Aboard Florida high-speed passenger train service (AAF) between Miami and Orlando, 
Florida. As you know, AAF will use the FEC's trackage along U.S. Route 1 throughout the 
entire width of Indian River County (IRC), Florida. The MPOA has also viewed the 
comments from IRC, Vero Beach and other IRC municipalities in opposition to AAF. 

Over 40,000 Floridians have signed petitions in opposition to AAF. Similarly, over 30 
municipalities have joined IRC in opposing AAF. 

Based on the foregoing, members of the MPOA have nearly unanimously expressed 
concern about AAF's projected 32 additional, high-speed passenger train trips (at speeds 
in excess of 100 m.p.h.) over the FEC trackage, as well as the expected long, additional 
freight train traffic over that trackage. That additional train traffic is discussed in the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Statement) prepared by the Federal Railroad 
Administration. 

Section 5 of the Statement purports to address the Environmental Consequences of AAF 
and FEC's related increased freight train traffic. However, the Statement speaks mostly in 
unsupported conclusions, and does not address the safety, property values, marine traffic 



and quality of life concerns of residents of Indian River County, including residents of Vero 
Beach, Gifford and Sebastian, Florida. 

• Safety. There is no way that trains traveling at speeds in excess of 100 mph 
through our small communities can be safe, even with the additional safety 
features planned at grade crossings. Grade crossings are inherently more 
dangerous than tunnels and overpasses. 

• Emergency response time is essential. Fire equipment, emergency 
response vehicles and law enforcement vehicles are certain to encounter 
traffic buildup delays at grade crossings that could make the difference in 
life or death situations. FEC has admitted that its freight trains may grow 
in length to 14,000 (2.65 miles) in length. Trains of that length will take 
substantial periods to pass each grade crossing on FEC's tracks. 

• Several of Indian River County's hurricane emergency evacuation 
routes, including, but not limited to, the Alma Lee Loy (17th Street) 
Bridge and the Barbour Bridge in Vero Beach and the County Route 510 
Bridge to Wabasso, run through these grade crossings, which could result 
in massive traffic backups and defeat the purpose of these emergency 
evacuation routes. 

• Property Values. Those property owners who reside next to or close by the train 
tracks will see a reduction in their property values. No one wants to live beside or 
close to a noise and vibration nuisance, that the proposed passenger and freight 
traffic will unavoidably create through the frequent whistles and other sounds and 
vibration from those passing trains. The Statement's unsupported declarations 
(pages 5-39, 5-48, 5-123 and 5-127) to the contrary defy all logic. Local business 
establishments will see a reduction in customers and many (such as Cindi's Pet 
Center near the FEC tracks at ih Street and U.S. 1, for example) will likely be 
forced to move to less desirable locations because of the noise pollution, vibration 
and frequent traffic buildups at grade crossings. One study confirms that real 
estate values decline by about 20% if a property is located within 400 feet of a 
busy railroad. A reduction in property values will result in a reduction in municipal 
tax bases, which means municipalities will have to make up lost revenues in other 
ways, which probably means other property owners will see an increase in their 
property taxes. The Statement (page 5-127) fails to support its conclusion to the 
contrary. 

• Marine traffic. There are several places along the Indian River Lagoon where a 
drawbridge has to be raised in order to permit boaters to pass through. The 
delays to boaters because of these additional passenger and freight trains will 
create a backup and a nuisance to recreational boaters and a loss of revenue to 

2 



commercial boating traffic. Such traffic is a major source of income in IRC. Bridge 
closures will add up to many hours of the bridges being closed in each day. 

• Quality of Life. Lifelong residents of Indian River County, as well as those who 
have come here from elsewhere to enjoy its quality of life, will see that quality 
adversely impacted by the proposed passenger and freight train service. To add 
insult to injury, no stops are planned for the small cities along the FEC trackage 
from Miami to Orlando. As a result, there are no benefits to those of us living and 
working in Indian River County, and, on the contrary, there will be numerous 
adverse impacts on our quality of life. 

There are several less damaging routes for both AAF's passenger and freight traffic: first, 
along the CSX trackage in the middle of Florida, second, along Florida's Turnpike and 
third, along 1-95. In addition, financing proposals for AAF (first it was federal funding, now 
it is private activity bonds) seem to appear and disappear with a regularity that suggests a 
lack of planning to formulate a workable course of action. All of these proposals are 
ostensibly intended to implement long distance passenger service that has seldom, if 
ever, been independently profitable in the United States. 

The MPOA cannot understand how any rational person not guided by personal profit 
motives could possibly support AAF and its related increased freight traffic over the FEC's 
trackage. 

Very truly yours, 

THE MOORINGS OF VERO PROPERTY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION, INC. 

George Bryant, President 

BY EMAIL AND PRIORITY MAIL 

3 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

Jan Mooney 
555 6th St. 

Vero Beach Fl 32962 
704-519-8448 
November 10, 2014 

Last Wednesday, Nov. 5th, I would have liked to have attended 
the All Aboard Florida presentation at IRSC in Vero Beach, but 
my adopted father turned 95 and that was my priority that 
afternoon and evening. 

If I reach the age 95, I doubt that I will be wanting to live here, 
in Paradise, with the 32 high speed trains coming through, not 
only Vero, but in the heart of so many lovely towns here on the 
Treasure Coast. 

Of course, not only will it negatively effect residents, businesses, 
schools and marine traffic but also the tourism industry, that 
this area relies on so much. Tourists won't to be coming to 
"TRAIN CITY". 

After reading about the forum in the paper, I was not 
disappointed in not being able to attend. 

What is the reason that AAF did not allow time for anyone in 
attendance to speak via the microphone to share their views? 
Isn't this the democratic way; one of the reasons why this 
country was founded? 
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I am a 72 year old grandmother in Vero Beach, Florida. I am 
putting my 2 cents in to support this beautiful community to 
stay safe and a welcome for future generations. 

Your plan of this "high speed" rail service coming through the 
downtown areas of so many of these lovely, quaint communities 
is absolutely a STUPID AND AN IRRESPONSIBLE DECISION. 

It will create pandemonium at each crossing 32 times each day 
(more with the freight tracks adjacent to the new tracks). I 
don't care that the display at the forum showed how fast the 
trains go through the crossings, and the delay time, but for 32 
times a day at those speeds, it is a dangerous threat and also a 
nuisance. 

Emergency vehicles and school buses are of my utmost 
concern. Wouldn't you be a bit leery if your child was on a bus 
that crossed these tracks with these speeding trains coming 
through 32 times a day? 

I'll bet you wouldn't want your mother waiting in an ambulance 
for a high speed train to pass in order to get to the hospital 
ASAP in an emergency situation. I agree, they are fast, but it 
takes time for the vehicles that are backed up to get across the 
tracks after the gates are up. That will increase the wait time in 
a critical situation. 

Of course, we must not forget of the potential deaths that may 
occur do to the speed of these trains (both humans and 
animals). This too, is a concern of the residents here. Why not 
yours? 

Why have you not considered putting these tracks west of these 
communities where there is more space and less density, or 
better yet, why not above ground? 
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There is no public benefit to communities north of Palm Beach 
county or south of Orlando. It will only be detrimental to these 
areas. It will have an impact on local businesses, marine 
industries and further damage to our local rivers and the already 
"sick", Indian River Lagoon. 

I certainly hope you reconsider this AAF before you put the last 
nail in the coffin. 

I have read that AAF has decided against getting Federal 
funding. That was about the only brilliant idea that AAF has had 
regarding this mess. To expect tax payers to fund this project 
either along the projected site or even if it were in a less dense 
area is another STUPID idea. This is supposed to be private 
enterprise, not a government project. 

I invite you to come to the Treasure Coast and visit these 
communities (Sebastian, Vero Beach, Ft. Pierce and Stuart, to 
name a few) that have the tracks coming through their 
downtown areas and so close to residences and historical 
buildings. After seeing with your own eyes, perhaps you will 
understand our concerns. 

God be with you in your decision. 

A very concerned citizen, 

~YPdY/o 
Jan Mooney 

PS. In a poll by the Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers, 87°/o of 
the people said AAF did a lousy job hosting the public meetings. 



September 26, 2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida project. 
This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by reintroducing 
passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, creating 
thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts. 

All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida's 19 million residents and more than 95 
million tourists. Florida's roads are already some of the most congested in the 
country, and the expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population 
continues to grow, we must look toward alternative mobility options. 

There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida's landscape and economy 
and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail 
system will become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state. 

_f:}ncerely,~ 

-~~ ule 
Winter Park, FL 



~· 
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I reside one block from the downtown rail system and put up with the warnings and rail noise. I waited 10 
minutes recently before 100 freight train cars would allow me to proceed. Now add 32 passenger trains 
and additional freight trains and we have lost our small city charm. City residents value this charm and 
relatively quiet. PRO TITS? Local Tri-Rail receives over $40 million per year in subsidies from local taxes 
and state funding. I have a collection of facts that negates the All Aboard agenda, both financially and 
quality of life issues. 

Ella F. Tellaird 
410 Evernia Street, #701 

. est Palm Beach, FL 33401 
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550 Okeechobee Blvd. 

Apt. 602 

West Palm Beach, FL 33401 

November 18, 2014 

JOHN WINKLE 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue 

SE Room W38-311 

Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

The following remarks are written to be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

regarding the FEC Railroad's "All Aboard Florida" project: 

As residents of the largest residential modern luxury apartment building literally sitting on the FEC 

freight tracks, we urge you and those responsible to reject any further rail construction and traffic -

passenger or otherwise on the existing FEC corridor. The complications and hazards attached to this 

project are so obvious that it astounds the tens of thousands of residents in the downtown West Palm 

Beach area that any government agency entrusted with the safety of its citizens, and the success of a 

newly created and thriving business/residential/entertainment district could even consider such an 

irresponsible project. 

"South Tower" alone with 425 residential condominium units is barely 50 feet from the FEC tracks! 

We all purchased our homes in the last 4 years. We were willing to adjust to just a few freight trains 

rumbling through on a daily basis as long as we could exercise our rights to some peace from this 

ridiculous juxtaposition, to institute QUIET ZONES. Ours is a new building situated in the midst of some 

of the highest priced real estate in West Palm Beach, situated on an impressive row of the new Hilton 

Hotel and the existing Palm Beach Convention Center. At the intersection of Okeechobee Boulevard and 

Rosemary Avenue is the very recently mixed use development of retail shopping, the Cleveland Clinic, 

various residences - town homes and apartment buildings, professional offices, restaurants, 

entertainment venues, the regional Kravis Performing Arts Center, etc. The aforementioned "City Place" 

is a resurrection of what was once a degraded and run down ramshackle slum! This outstanding rebirth 

and gentrification of a failing downtown has in the last 10 years, inspired thousands to move to City 

Place and to contribute to the success of a burgeoning down town.( It was 20 years in its planning). We 

invested in resurrecting a downtown with our personal fortunes! We don't want to jeopardize our most 

precious investments - OUR HOMES!!!! 

Suddenly, we are told that the FEC wants to run 32 bullet trains daily on a second track which they 

intend to build in closer proximity to our building. What is worse is that this track could be utilized for 

other local commuter trains, while at the same time, the FEC has plans to increase the freight traffic as a 



result of the widening of the Panama Canal, and the increased docking facilities to accept freight in the 

Port of Miami. 

The ramifications of this private enterprise seeking additional revenue are almost mind boggling! 

Automobile traffic is already at a bottleneck at several intersections along the downtown Okeechobee 

corridor - most notably at City Place. Emergency vehicles would be backed up from the east bridges, 

(Palm Beach Island) and west to 195 attempting to reach the nearby Good Samaritan Hospital. 

Pedestrian pathways are already non-existent. One has to literally jog across (2) 5 lanes wide 

Okeechobee Blvd. in the few seconds allowed by a confusing pattern of traffic lights thrusting every 

pedestrian in harm's way. There are no sidewalks leading to a new passenger train station that the 

authorities have approved at Evernia Avenue and the railroad. The city of West Palm Beach has paid a 

half million dollars to offer a plan for pedestrian traffic, but no improvement has been enacted. The 

train horns' high pitched screech at all hours of the night disturb citizens' sleep. The filth from the smoke 

spewing freight trains pollutes our air. Each mile plus long freight train carries at least 20 fuel tankers -

none of which is modernized to prevent conflagrations similar to multiple disasters across the United 

States. The recent explosive disasters that come to mind occurred in Japan in 2007 where both Osaka 

and a suburb of Tokyo experienced major crashes into apartment buildings where almost 300 people 

lost their lives. And, these examples were of passenger trains alone - not a lethal combination of high 

speed passenger trains coupled with increased piggy backed freight traffic carrying fuel! 

The only remedy for the FEC project is their willingness to move all their freight traffic to tracks WEST of 

the City of West Palm Beach away from the concentrated activity and residential areas of the 

downtown. Until the FEC dramatically alters its plans, we urge the FRA to deny any application for funds 

or for approval. 

Respectfullys:~ a/'~ /t,J~ 12~~ 
ANDRA AND MICHAEL ROSALIA 

Residents of City Place South Tower 

West Palm Beach, Florida 

Tel. 561-623-1800 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S; Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
•dministration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot.gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to : 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to : AAF comments@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email Please provide your email address if you would like t 
the FEIS is available 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 U.S. Deportme nt 
of Transportat ion 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www.fra .dot .gov/Page/P0672 ). 

There are 4 ways t hat you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be subm itted to night, in t he boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at t his meet ing (to t he court recorder) 

3) Wr itten comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administ ration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4} Written comments may be emai led to: AAF comments@vh b.com. 

Comme nts on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Dr. & Mrs. Howard E. First 
Address 13797 Le Havre Dr. I 

West Palm Beach, FL 33410-1249 

email Please provide you r emai l address if you wou ld like to rece ive not ificat ion when 
the FEIS is available 



LAUREL BAKER 
1909 SOUTH OLIVE AVENUE 

WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33401 
561.833 .5820 home 
561.358.5119 cell 

October 31, 2014 

. Mr . John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

561.655.3282 work 
laureltbaker@bellsouth.net 

As a resident of nearby Downtown West Palm Beach, I am pleased to hear about the progress being made for All 
Aboard Florida and the positive impact it will have on the variety of retail businesses both in West Palm Beach and 
Palm Beach. As executive director of the Palm Beach Chamber, efforts to retain local businesses are dependent 
upon providing ready access to visitors from all over Florida . The train is the ticket! Our planned initiative of a 
'Shop Locally, Shop Palm Beach' will be enhanced over the years with the addition of the train. 

The key to building a balanced transportation network rests in healthy intrastate cooperation . All Aboard Florida is 
a welcome relief to the growing challenges we face in mobilizing people to and from some of our most populous 
cities. It will provide tourists, business and leisure travelers alike with a convenient, cost-effective travel solution. 

I want to add my voice to the growing support of many Floridians who understand the importance of this project 
and what it means for Florida's economy: $6.4 billion in direct economic impact in the next 8 years; $653 million in 
federal, state, arid local government tax revenue through 2021, over 10,000 jobs on average through rail line 
construction (mid 2014- 2016), and over 5,000 jobs on average per year after rail line construction is completed 
through 2021. 

Thank you for believing in the area and contributing to its growing dynamics. 

cc: Don Robinson 
The Honorable Rick Scott 
The Honorable Bill Nelson 
Secretary Ana nth Prasad, P.E. 

ll Page 



~ liannett F/e,ning 
Excellence Delivered As Promised 

October 1, 2014 

Mr. John Winkle 
FRA Environmental Specialist 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

Gannett Fleming has reviewed the September 2014 All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and believes that this is a very important transit infrastructure project for the 
State of Florida . We strongly support transit projects that provide efficient mobility options to 
our auto-oriented State; the project will contribute to economic advancement, achievement of 
state and local sustainability goals, and improve our quality of life. 

The DEIS has done a thorough analysis of potential impacts and has identified reasonable 
mitigation. Gannett Fleming believes the benefits derived from this project outweigh any 
potential negative effects. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the document. 

Sincerely, 

GANNETT FLEMING, INC. 

\j: breu 
Senior Vice President 

cc: Mr. Husein A. Cumber, All Aboard Florida 

Gannett Fleming, Inc. 

7300 Corporate Center Drive, Suite 701 • Miami, FL 33126-1233 

t: 786 .845.9540 • f: 786.845.6802 
www.gannettfleming.com 



NORTH BEACH CIVIC ASSOCIATION 

10/31/14 

Mr. John VVinkle 

PO Box 700969 
VVabasso, FL 32970-0969 

Federal Railroad Commission 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room VV38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

RE: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

Enclosed is a resolution unanimously passed by the North Beach Civic 
Association of Indian River County, Florida on 4/26/14. It speaks for itself. 

We urge you to reconsider both the safety and cost to the taxpayers in Indian 
River County of this debacle. Many of us are aware of the "hidden" agenda of the 
project, one that exhibits all the signs of back room "cronyism". Knowing that the 
passenger line is guaranteed to fail (no passenger line in the US pays for itself), 
we see the federal money ultimately being used for an increase of freight 
transportation on the high-speed line as more products come into the Port of 
Miami from the expansion of the Panama Canal. 

This will be an egregious burden on our residents having irreparable and un
col"lscionable effects as noted in the resolution. VVhile being touted to our County 
Commission and us as "privately financed", Fortress and its partners have lost 
credibility now that we know they're seeking government secured loans. 

Let them build their railroad further west where it won't affect the safety of our 
community. 

Respectfully, 

f ?~ 
Peter M. Fallon, D.M. 
Vice-President 
North Beach Civic Association 
Indian River County, Florida 



PO Box 700969 
VVabasso, FL 32970-0969 

Tel: 772-589-1552 
Fax: 772-589-9425 

4/26/14 

N 

Resolution Against the All Aboard Florida high-speed train from Miami to 
Orlando 

Be it known that the North Beach Civic Association is adamantly against the All Aboard 
Florida (AAF) high-speed train and its associated track up-grades proposed to run from 
Miami to Orlando due to the severe and egregious hazards it presents to Indian River 
County residents, not the least of which are: 

1. Lack of safe RR crossings, guard gates, and most importantly, unsafe 
existing rail lines not designed to carry high-speed trains at 100-110 MPH. 

2. Disruption of traffic and emergency vehicles by the minimum 32 trains per day. 

3. Excessive uncontrolled high levels of noise and lack of noise barriers. 

Irreparable damage to real estate values. 

5. Federal, state, and local funding not approved by the taxpayers. 

The North Beach Civic Association sees this bureaucratic move by AAF as unsound, 
unsafe, and eminently, an unconscionable burden to the residents of Indian River 
County and unconditionally urges all residents to voice their opposition to All Aboard 
Florida in any shape or form. 

The North Beach Civic Association's membership includes residents and 
businesses on the barrier island in Vero Beach, Florida from Beachland 
Boulevard (State Road 60) to the South all the way North to the Sebastian 
Inlet, an area of over 5000 people. 

Peter M. Fallon, D.M.D 
Vice-President 
North Beach Civic Association 
Indian River County 
4/26/2014 
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Mr. John Winkle November 10, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave S.E., Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I am a longtime resident of the Treasure Coast area, over 60 years and can remember when the Florida 

East Coast Railroad provided passenger and freight service to almost all of the communities along the 

Eastern seaboard of Florida. I also am aware that the original reason Mr. Flagler pushed his railroad 

South was to provide transportation for Florida vegetable and fruit to the North of the country during 

the winter months. The reason I am making these points is to bring to the forefront the fact that the 

proposed All Aboard Florida project makes no plans to provide this type of service to most all of these 

communities. 

In fact in its presently proposed format it will divide many of these communities by running numerous, 

minimum of 32 high speed trains and 20 plus long freight trains through very congested downtown 

areas at grade level crossings. There is no current example of a train service operating in Europe, Asia or 

North America, of the same frequency and high speed, which predominantly uses minimally protected 

at grade crossings as is proposed by All Aboard Florida. Over 95% of these proposed crossings are at 

grade, versus over 95% of the existing crossings in the Northeast sector of our country are not at grade. 

This along with the increased traffic congestion will only lead to more needless accidents and deaths 

throughout the communities of proposed project service area. Not to mention the increased noise and 

air pollution. 

The proposed project makes numerous ridership projections which upon careful examination do not 

reflect the facts of the service area needs. Considering the fact that driving to and from the South 

Florida area to the greater Orlando area currently can be accomplished much easier and in the same 

amount of time as is proposed by the All Aboard Florida project. Using the Florida Turnpike or 1-95 

greater Orlando is 2 hrs 15 minutes from Ft. Pierce, 4 hrs from Miami, 3 hours and 35 minutes from Ft 

Lauderdale and 3 hours from Palm Beach. There also is no time consuming requirement to drive to the 

nearest train station nor to rent a car or take a taxi at both ends of the journey. 

Most of the business and private traffic doesn't start or finish at the Orlando airport or the downtown 

areas of Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, West Palm Beach which the All Aboard Florida project plans to service. 

Almost all of the tourist traffic into Florida is either from the Northern United States, European and 

South American drivers who are used to US driving requirements and currently rent vehicles while 

visiting numerous destinations within Florida. These people should not be considered as potential All 

Aboard Florida customers and this fact is not addressed in the project study. 



There currently is Am Track passenger rail service between Miami ,Ft. Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and 

Orlando which is operated by CSX. This rail service also provides connections to the rest of North 

America, current use is not anywhere near capacity. It would be provident to examine this existing 

ridership as an indicator of the future demand for this type of rail service. Taking all of these facts into 

consideration I question as to who is the actual target market segment of the proposed All Aboard 

Florida rail service project? The All Aboard Florida project definitely is not for the current residents of 

Florida. 

Given the questionable financial results of spending billions of dollars on the All Aboard passenger 

service, many knowledgeable people believe its main purpose is to improve FECI railroad tracks for 

increased freight traffic in the post-Panamax era. I understand shipping in this region well from my 

business experience and believe this will not be the case. The Port of Miami along with Port Everglades 

(Ft. Lauderdale) recently have undergone improvements to facilitate the servicing of deep draft Type E 

cargo vessels. Although these improvements are welcome they will not be enough to induce the large 

shipping companies to use these Ports as the cargo access point to the North American continent. In 

almost all situations it is much more economical to ship by water into the ports along the Eastern 

Seaboard and Gulf of Mexico which are closer to the major Mid West and North Eastern Markets. 

If speed of delivery from the Far East was so important than why have Maersk and other major shippers 

gone to the slower moving more economical Type E ships? South Florida has traditionally been 

recognized as being in the wrong place for shipping to and from anywhere except the surrounding 

Bahamas and Caribbean Islands, a very limited market. In fact most of these islands currently are very 

efficiently serviced by large barges from Jacksonville, New Orleans, and other Northern Ports. The US 

Government, IWR White Paper of December 2008, "The Implications of Panama Canal Expansion to US 

Ports and Coastal Navigation Economic Analysis", US Army Corps of Engineers, www .iwr .usace.army.mil , 

reflects these long known facts, nothing has surfaced to date which contradicts the findings of this 

study. Both Miami and Ft. Lauderdale, as are almost all Ports in Florida, are in the wrong place to 

efficiently facilitate expanded shipping except within the surrounding small islands of the Caribbean 

Basin. 

There currently are transshipment facilities under construction around the Caribbean and Panama 

Canal area which also will be competing for this Caribbean shipping business. These facilities will 

alleviate any need to ship into Miami to service Cuba should it open up, also these offshore facilities are 

not subject to the restrictive US Jones Act. regulations which do not allow foreign flagged vessels to 

participate in shipping between US ports. CSX railroad also currently services all of the major South 

Florida Ports and there is not any reason to expect the increase in commerce to justify the proposed 

improvements to the FECI railroad. I suspect the loss of freight and passenger service by the FECI 

railroad would not significantly affect the cost or use of freight in and out of Southern Florida. There is 

no current nor foreseen overriding economic reason to build the All Aboard Florida -FECI project. 

Pg 2 of 3 



The additional rail traffic will cause disruption and service problems to the existing commercial shipping 

and other commercial and private marine interests which have to cross under the existing railroad 

bridges. All Aboard Florida passenger service and additional freight will more than double the closure 

times of the New River, Loxahatchee, and St. Lucie Rivers and interfere with proposed and existing 

intra-coastal shipping along and across the State of Florida. There currently is another Federal 

Government program, which precedes the All Aboard Florida by many years, called American Marine 

Highways or M-95, which promotes the use of barges for shipping containers between US Ports and 

along the US coast. 

For all of the above reasons I feel it is not in the best public safety or economic interest for the Federal 

Government to be involved in the approval and financing of the proposed All Aboard Florida/ Florida 

East Coast Industries project. It will cause much disruption to existing industries and communities 

within the proposed service area with little if any real economic benefit. I therefore ask that you with 

hold approval and financing assistance for the proposed All Aboard Florida rail project in its current 

form. According to newspaper reports All Aboard Florida, Florida East Coast Industries and associated 

entities have contributed over $2,500,000 to lobbyists and political campaigns in Florida alone, this does 

not include promotional advertising etc. This is a very large dollar amount for Florida. The proposed All 

Aboard Florida project has long crossed the threshold of government welfare to private business. It is in 

the public's best interest that you with hold government financing and approval of this unneeded · 

project. 

Sin;:;_~u 
Hans Van Zon 

281 Sabal Palm Lane 

Vero Beach, Florida 32963 

Ph: 772-231-4000, email hans.vanzonneveld@gmail.com 
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THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IT IS NOT A DONE DEAL 

Throughout our community, you hear people say "It's a done deal" "To late to do anything 
about it" Well, IT IS NOT TRUE. The All Aboard Florida Railroad has not 
received the 1.6 BILLION dollar loan from the Federal Railroad Administration for 
the leg between West Palm and Orlando. 

The residents and business people in our communities DO NOT want this, for many reasons. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour, 32 times a day. HOW MANY STREETS AND 
HOW FAR AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE 
TRAIN TRAVELING THAT FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT WILL BE INCREASED TEN 
FOLD. TIDS WILL NOT ONLY BE PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be 
able to get to the hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police, fire fighters are all against this plan. Lives will be lost. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... two sets of tracks with trains running 
all the time. 

Our Real Estate values will plummet for all businesses and for the people living near and 
west of the track. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption 
will totally ruin our community. 

Almost all of our service businesses are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for the beach 
population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The Railroad wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then 
maintain them. There are worries because the history of the Bullet Trains shows they have 
not been profitable. Who pays then? ~-~ 

----------------------------------------------f'.11t l.:fprP-------------------------------------------------------



All Aboard Florida 10/29/2014 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

When one first hears about All Aboard Florida it sounds lfke a grand idea. But upon learning facts it has 

become a nightmare. I will list a few facts that I find negative. 

Delays in emergency vehicles may result in deaths. 

Motorists being held up for longer times at crossings making them late for various life events. 

The noise and vibrations generated will have an impact on people in their homes and businesses. 

Navigation: bridge closures would increase in time daily, holding up motorists, emergency vehicles, and 

boats. 

And the most fmportant fs the negative impact on our Florfda wfldlife and wetlands. 

ff your conscience allows, please, please at the very [east move the tracks way west or abort the entire 

project. 

Thank you for your consideration fn thfs matter. 

Susan C Yount 

~Cl~/JCL_ 
4180 70 th Ave (! 

Vero Beach,FI 32967-8802 



2014 

Mr. John Winkle, 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

September 21 , 

Allowing over 30 or more passenger trains going up to 100 miles an hour, in 
addition to a comparable number of freight traffic currently going through Vero Beach, 
almost in the middle of our community, would cause us untold havoc. 

We live in Vero Beach about a mile away from the railroad tracks. On a clear day 
the noise is deafening. You can only imagine what it would sound like to our residents 
living close by the tracks. The freight trains now go less than half the expected speed of 
the proposed passenger traffic. 

Add to the above problems: more time wasted for cars at railroad crossings, 
increased possibility of fatal accidents, the hampering of emergency vehicles and the 
extra cost of new safety equipment. 

If you all insist on developing express railroad passenger service between Miami 
and the Orlando airport, why not develop a railroad system west of the heavy traffic 
areas on the east coast. 

Sincerely, 

fu~ l~f 
Marshall Wolf 
4708 St. Elizabeth's Ter. 
Vero Beach. FL 32967 
Tel. 772 567-1380 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 !-J.S.: Departrnent 
.of Transportotlpn 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra .dot .gov/Page/P 0672). 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb .com . 
..... 

•,I 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 

Optional Personal Information: 

Name 

Address 

email Please provide your email address if you would like to receive notification when 
the FEIS is available 
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/21/2014 

John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W-38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

RE: DEIS for All Aboard Florida Sec. 5.4 

The DEIS does not address Indian River County. The population of Indian River differs from Ft. Lauderdale, 
Miami and Orlando. There are no stops planned for Indian River County, therefore, I see no economic benefits to the county 
with no stops, no stations, or even economic development hubs. Cost for upgrading and maintaining crossing will be a burde111 
to the taxpayers of the county. 

I believe this DEIS study is flawed by not also addressing safety, noise, railroad vibrations, environment and historic and 
cultural resources of this county. 

Furthermore, this is the largest RRIF loan that has been requested and AAF has no experience in the passenger rail business .. 
To date, AAF has not answered the many questions that our local and county officials have asked of them. 

I urge you to not grant this loan and to ask that the DEIS be done over again and to include Indian River County. 

~

. rely, 

::i t,._J,{ v lz---1 ;I (/ ;;21 ;;,.,,,' 

Rosemary hite f 
506 Fiddlewood Road 
Vero Beach, Florida 32963 



Vista Villas Homeowner's As 
220-376 Vista Court 

Mi. Joseph C. Szabo, Administrator 
Federal Railroad Administration 
U. S. Department of Transportation 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Szabo: 

The Vista Villas Board of Directors represents a community of homeowners in Indian 
· River County that borders U.S. Route 1 and the cmTent railroad tracks. We are 
overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks which would allow 
up to 32 passenger trains a day to travel at high speeds so very close to our community. 
There are presently 3 railroad crossings near us (at Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) 
that will be directly impacted by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to 
emergency services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County -- as well 
as the safety issues associated with the additional trains. 

As residents of Vista Villas, we are already disturbed by the existing train noise 
throughout the day and night, and the proposed additional trains and noise associated 
with them will only exacerbate this level of disturbance by destroying the peaceful 
serenity of our neighborhood and severely limiting use of the many outdoor activities we 
cmTently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Villas' prope1iies will decline in value 
because of the diminished access to our community and the increased noise generated by 
the high-speed trains. 

We therefore urgently and sincerely request that you utilize all of your efforts to 
prevent this All Aboard Train project from moving forward. 

Respectfully yours, 

()cddl~ 
Judith Stine, President 
Board of Directors 
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Mrs . Richard Barclay Tullis 
4690 Hamilton Terrace 

Vero Beach Florida 32967 
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Mr. John Winkle 

George D. Todd 
560 J01h Place 

Vero Beach, FL 32960-6823 
772- 770-4360 

e-mail - gdt82828@hellsouth.net 

September 22, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue. S.E., Room W38-31 
Washington, DC 20590 

Subject: All Aboard Florida application 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

I understand that All Aboard Florida - Operations, LLC (AAF) and 
Florida East Coast Railway Corporation (FEC) are wholly owned by 
Fortress Investment Group, LLC, a New York hedge fund. 

I have read that the infrastructure upgrade of the FEC system is 
in progress in anticipation of increased freight traffic as the 
result of the improvements to the Panama Canal. This work should 
continue even if the AAF trains are deferred. 

There is considerable published opposition to the commitment of 
any taxpayer funds to the AAF project. I too oppose any 
governmental guarantees to this project. An agreement by 
Fortress to let FEC increased profits subsidize the AAF 
passenger service should solve this problem. 

It 







Hugh Thompson, Jr., CLU, ChFC, CL TC 

One Dove Shell Lane. John's Island 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 

September 23, 2014 

John Winkle, Grant Manager 
F ederaJ Railroad Administration 
Room W38-311 
1200 New Jersey A venue, S. E. 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

Phone: (772) 234-4540 
FAX: (772) 231-8335 

Please- please don't let "big cities" (Orlando and Miami) influence the decision re: the fast 
train debacle between these two cities. It involves trains going through manv smaller cities 
at more than 100 miles per hour about every 30 to 40 minutes 30 times daily. It will likely 
result in several deaths each year, not to mention having railroad crossings going up and 
down almost constantly. Unbelievable! 

Sincereiy, 

~~~ 
Hugh Thompson, Jr. 

HT/mb 

Summer Address and Phone 

P. 0. Box 901, Linville, NC 28646 Phone (828) 733-0509 



John Winkle, Grant Manager 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Room W3 8-3 l 1 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S. E. 
Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

l Dove Shell Lane 
Vero Beach~ FL 32963 
September 23, 2014 

I can "'t believe that the government "of the people" and "for the people" can promote a train 
going through Vero Beach and many other Florida cities at I 00+ mph daily about every 30 
minutes during daylight hours. Miami and Orlando can say it's good because they only see 
it start and end there. It's a real catastrophe for all other Florida citizens. 

Sincere Iv, 

~t-~~Q. t 
Ann C. Thompson 



Sept. 30, 2014 
15 Vista Palm Lane 

Apt. 107 
Vero Beach, FL 32962 

As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the 
increased in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, 
and the separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and 
many of the 2200 residents and voters in this community ask the commission 
reconsider the request from AAF, and deny all applications. We are in full support 
of our Board of Directors resolution. 

RESOLUTION 

BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a 
senior community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and 
the current current railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida 
proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, traveling at high 
speeds, very close to our community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings 
(Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that will be directly affected by the planned 
tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping and daily 
travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with 
the additional trains. 

RESIDENTS of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise 
throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with 
them will only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful 
use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that 
Vista Royale's properties will decline in value because of the diminished access to 
our community and the increased noise generated by the high speed trains . 

WE request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM 
GOING FORWARD. 



Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave., S.E., Room W38-31 

Washington, DC 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

September 21, 2014 

Due to the environmental impact of All Aboard Florida, I am opposed to the project of 32 high speed 

trains passing through South Florida. 

Caroline McNair 

2000 S. Ocean Drive 301 

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

I am writing to voice my opinion regarding the All Aboard Florida transportation 
proposal through the Florida Treasure Coast region. 

For many years the FEC, who I am assuming would stand to generate income for the 
All Aboard Florida traffic on its railway line, has not maintained the drainage 
structures under the railroad. Many of the existing structures are depleted to the 
point where they are either rusted out or rotten and are in dire need of repairs. 

FEC has done a poor job maintaining these important structures which are 
necessary for keeping large tracts of land and subdivisions with thousands of home 
sites drained properly during large rain events and especially during hurricanes 
events. 

I have tried to work with railroads in the past to resolve drainage problems but 
their bureaucratic process takes you into a black hole to nowhere. 

I believe that requiring the FEC to make a full evaluation of their structures, and 
coordinate with each the County's drainage plan requirements to ensure the 
structures are adequate for current and future use and needs. Making the needed 
repairs and improvements to the drainage infrastructure of the railway so it is in 
peek operational condition, before allowing even more traffic in the future, which 
would make it even harder to shut down the rail lines to make the repairs, would be 
the very least the commission should consider. 

For this reason I am against the All Aboard Florida plan and believe that if it is 
allowed, many infrastructure problems will increase the risk of damages to property 
and life due to the restricting and hindering flows in key drainage canals which will 
only get worse in the future if not addresses. 

Additionally, I want to say that the extra train traffic, noise and vibrations from the 
increased traffic will have a negative impact on our community and will eventfully 
result in deaths related to th~{rect and indirect impact of the increased railroad 
traffic. /.,, _,/ 

~;7 ~~'.!t~~!arr -c:;;.;1~ 
Vero Beach, FL 32962 



Ed and Claire Sullivan ] ~ ... ---~ ~ Bldg. H, #102 
Vetro Beach, Fla. 32962 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Comments submitted using this form will be recorded by the FRA and addressed in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. FRA will consider all comments in its decision on the proposed 

project. This form will only be used to record comments, and for no other purpose. 
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All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail 
Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

l).S: Deportment 
of Transportdtlon 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

The DEIS is available at area libraries and on the FRA's website (www .fra.dot .gov/Page/P0672 }. 

There are 4 ways that you can comment: 

1) Written comments may be submitted tonight, in the boxes provided 

2) Comments may be made orally at this meeting (to the court recorder) 

3) Written comments may be mailed to: 

Mr. John Winkle 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 

Washington, DC 20590 

4) Written comments may be emailed to: AAF comments@vhb.com . 

Comments on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 
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Mr. Winkle, 

The residents and business people in our communitjes DO NOT want The Ali Aboard Florida 2nd the additional 
freight trains, for many reasons. PLEASE WITHHOLD THE FUNDS FOR TIIlS PROJECT. 

EulJet TrainsJrav~ling ov;r 1"00 re.f per hour, 32 times t/cfaJ: IIOW MANY S'I'Rt!:E'J'S ANJj' HOW FAR 
AHEAD WILL THEY HA VE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE TRAIN. TRA VELIKG 1HAT 
FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT 'NU.L BE INCREASED TEN FOLD. THIS WILL NOT ONLY BE 
PASSBNG~R C~~S . . 

People with life threatening situations (Heart Attacks, Strokes, Accidents ,etc) will not be able to get to the 
hospital; '-Vhic:h. is,}ocated on the East side of the tracks. First responders, . . 
Police,. fire fighters even the. Coast Qua.rd ate: air ag~iris;~ this plan. lives will be lost. 

. • . f 

More and lorger FREIGHT T,RA.IN3 ·· .ar;::lched~lecl: :. tw.fsets bftrl'ck s withtraitisrti'inri~g all the time. 
Traffic will be backed up for long periods of time. 

Our Real Estate values 'will phi1t1m~ -
· tracks. The Railroad goes right througr. 

community. 

-- - fsinessesandfo r the Home. Owners living near and west of the 
uwntown. The noise and disruption will totally ruin our 

Almost all of our SHOPP1NG AND' 'SERVICE BUSINESSES are west of the tracks, making it a hardship for 
the beach population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The AAF wants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay to create Quiet Zones and then maintain them. There are 
worries because the history of Bullet Trains shows they have not been profitable. Then who pays? 
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(772) 778-4455 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Peter and Sara Stoll 
5360 East Harbor Village Drive 

Condo 101 
Vero Beach, Florida 32967 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle : 

(FAX)778-4466 

I am writing this letter to you so that you will know that I disagree with those persons who believe 
All Aboard Florida is a wonderful project. I believe that in less than five years after completion the 
total project would be outdated. No one would believe that 80 to 90 MPH trains (on average) are 
fast. 

The key concerns are public safety, emergency vehicle delays to and from their target, marine 
navigation, lack of experience for railroading projects and financing. That is an awful lot, if not 
impossible, to overcome. 

Why not make use of existing corridors such as 1-95 and Florida 's Turnpike? Florida East Coast 
Railway tracks should never be considered for high speed, modern trains which operate in areas 
never designed for that purpose. 

Sincerely yours , 





(772) 778-4455 

Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W38-31 
Washington , D.C. 20590 

Peter and Sara Stoll 
5360 East Harbor Village Drive 

Condo 101 
Vero Beach, Florida 32967 

Re: All Aboard Florida 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

(F AX)778-4466 

I am writing this letter to you so that you will know that I disagree with those persons who believe 
All Aboard Florida is a wonderful project. I believe that in less than five years after completion the 
total project would be outdated . No one would believe that 80 to 90 MPH trains (on average) are 
fast. 

The key concerns are public safety, emergency vehicle delays to and from their target, marine 
navigation, lack of experience for railroading projects and financing . That is an awful lot, if not 
impossible, to overcome. 

Why not make use of existing corridors such as 1-95 and Florida's Turnpike? Florida East Coast 
Railway tracks should never be considered for high speed, modern trains which operate in areas 
never designed for that purpose. 

~ ourn, 

Peter S. Stoll 

PNS/itm 







THE ALL ABOARD FLOIUDA IT IS NOT A DONE DEAL 

Throughout our community, you hear peopksay "]f s a done deat" .. To late to do anything 
about it ·• Well. IT IS NOT TRUE. The All Aboard Florida Railroad has not 
received the 1.6 BILLION dollar loan from the Federal Railroad Administration for 
the leg between West Palm and Orlando. 

The residents and business people in our conunWiities DO NOT want this, for many ,reasons. 

Bullet Trains traveling over 100 mi per hour. 32 times a day. HOW .MA.NY STREETS AND 
HOW FAR AHEAD WILL THEY HAVE TO CLOSE THE CROSSINGS FOR THE 

TRAIN TRAVELING THAT FAST? ALSO THE FREIGHT W[LL BE INCREASED TEN 
FOLD. THIS WILL NOT ONLY BE PASSENGER CARS. 

People with life threatening situations (Heari Attacks. Strokes. Accidents ,etc ) will not be 
abJe to gel to the hospital, which is located on the East side of the tracks. First responders, 
Police . fire fighters are all against this plan. Lives will be lose. 

More and longer FREIGHT TRAINS are scheduled ... rwo sets of tracks with irnins rnnning 
·· ....... "---ullthetime. 

Our Real Esrate values will plummet for all businesses and for the people living near and 
west of the track. The Railroad goes right through our downtown. The noise and disruption 
will totally ruin our commun ity . 

Almost all of our service businesses are west of the tracks, making it a hardship foi the beach 
population to support. These businesses are our tax base. 

The Railroad ,.,·ants the Indian River Taxpayers to pay for the creation of Quiet Zones and 
then maintain them. There are worries because the history of the Bullet Tmins shows they 

hav~,no_~ been profitable. -A pays then? LJ 
III 
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Below is the address we all need to send your own or the above letter to ASAP. 
By November it may be too late. Please send a letter today 

FEDERAL RAILRO,-ill ADMINISTRATION 
ATfN: John Winkle Room \V 38.-31 
2100 NEW JERSEY AVE SE 
WASHINGTON. DC 20590 

ff enough people stand up for Indian River and the adjoining counties, we can stop the train 
as people have done in the Los Vegas to Califomia Bullet Train . 



A.D&u~.tYWA,, 
4vu;tm.0~ /'@ ~ ~6.,/i ~ 

d_ dlJhL ~ 6u:I-~ t?~ ~k~~ 

~Utl./Wtd,,¥MJ~ ~~,,d~~ 
<M . 1 ~ h~ /Ji, pd bJn 11,1Mdtu /,,,1_ 

.;); /J/Lt:A., Z-,t-~ei,J tl,I Mf ~ ~ 
A--t:t~~-#-d~¥~ 

dud ~EuU!a+oJ~~ 
~Y1-/!71t,bu,__LJ,fJ,~,0 4~ 

li/u/,{ ~~~_,/~d;i<__l7~,LA(l__ 

1-0 A()I, c)-4 ~a<-~-~~ at~ 
~frltYh,I hJ ~~<-K,;Pt,vfd-~~ tle/! 
~ ~:~~~h-;.u#~ 
~~-V/~tvd.ldL/~~ ~ 
IJ1~ ~IU~ .kd Jt; ~~1fZI 
tu 4&oiLth IM/ufu.-~~~ h 

/L~ur{~ [fr,ufa~~lro 
~ h-i2'fr;JLL.d, 0-,~ ·~. 

;J~. AJM-dlv 
tJr-a~o~l>r: ~
lib /:).&~ ¥!. 3-=110 .._ __________________________ I 



Mr. John Winkle November 20, 2014 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.S. 
Room W38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

I am opposed to the Florida East Coast Railway sending 32 passenger trains a day 
through the Treasure Coast downtown areas. I am also opposed to the FRA's 
granting a $1.6 billion loan for AAF. The draft environmental impact statement does 
not adequately address construction impact, traffic, noise, vibration flood plain 
planning. The railroad needs to go through unpopulated areas in the center of the 
state. 

The Environmental Impact Study draft states that the overall environment impact of 
this project would be minimal to our communities and surrounding areas. 

In high speed trains on the East Coast near Washington D.C. almost all of the track 
runs in tunnels or bridges. The track does not run at grade which it does almost the 
whole way in Florida. There are many, many grade crossings. It can not possibly be 
safe to have trains traveling at 100 miles an hour race through the center of 
Treasure Coast towns. 

The trackwiU also_go right ,th rough Joi:iatl1?11 Dickinsoi:i_Park and the Savannas 
Preserve. 32 trains a day will truly affect wildlife through that area. 

The :Fortress Group should not seek government funding. We tax payers do not 
want to pay for this loan. Especially for something we categorically do not want 
running through our communities. 

At least two hospitals will be affected as emergency vehicles try to get p'atients to · 
the facilities. Long wait for trains will affect emergency care. 

Property values will also be affected by having 30 speeding trains pass by. 
The train needs to run out west along the turnpikes where tourist towns do not 
exist. We DON OT WANT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA running through the Treasure 
Coast. It will decimate the Treasure Coast towns without one iota 6f benefit. It will 
drain taxpayer dollars. 

Thank you; · 
,·: :·-.,'. ·,• : .. ' 

C4;-t;--f) ~ 
Christine Smith 1-905 B~y Road .#,213,fe ~o Beach1 fL'3296 ·3 · · 

.. ,· . ,. ,. '. · ....... : \,." . 



Mr. John Winkl{Z. 
f{Z.d{Z.ral 'Railroad '(ldmini.~,tration 
1200 fkw ]{Z.rs{Z.y '(IV{Z.nU{Z. room W38-311 
Washington, eve 20.590 

r{Z. '(Ill '(!board florida ®el~ 9/14/2014 

f':!oV{Z.mb{Z.r 24, 2014 

My lat{Z. husband and I bought a hom{Z. at Johns Island in 199.5. W{Z. lov{Z.d th{Z. 
r{Z.latiV{Z.ly op{Z.n spae{Z., th{Z. eharm of Old \!{Z.ro, th{Z. b{Z.auty of th{Z. {Z.nVironm{Z.nt. and th{Z. 
tranquility. I am V{Z.ry sadd{Z.n{Z.d to know that '(Ill '(!board florida is now going to int{Z.rf{Z.r{Z. 
With th{Z. all that mak{Z.s \!{Z.ro sp{Z.eial, by s{Z.nding an {Z.Xpr{Z.ss railroad thru our eh{Z.rish{Z.d 
community. I am V{Z.ry eone{Z.rn{Z.d about th{Z. saf{Z.ty issu{Z., nois{Z. and {Z.V{Z.ntual eost that Will 
b{Z. pass{Z.d on to th{Z. r{Z.sid{Z.nts. Thus I am asking that you {Z.Xt{Z.nd th{Z. d{Z.adlin{Z. for eomm{Z.nts 
to your r{Z.port from ®{Z.e{Z.mb{Z.r 3, 2014 for 60 days until f{Z.bruary 3, 201.5. 

Th{Z.r{Z. ar{Z. at !{last thr{Z.{Z. r{Z.asons I am hoping that '(!'(If eonsid{Z.r agr{Z.{Z.ing to this 
nzqu{Z.st. 

It is eompl{Z.X, brought out by th{Z. faet it took '(!'(If at !{last 4 months long{Z.r to issu{Z. 
th{Z. r{Z.port than you or iginally {Z.stimat{Z.d. Th{Z.r{Z. ar{Z. many it{Z.ms that S{Z.{Z.m to b{Z. missing 
(areh{Z.ologieal ar{Z.as, minority housing, sp{Z.eifi e W{Z.tland and natural habitat). Th{Z. V{Z.ry 
d{Z.sign and plae{Z.m{Z.nt of th{Z. railroad in th{Z. 1911

' e{Z.ntury along th{Z. eoast pr{Z.s{Z.nts eompl{Z.X 
{Z.eologieal issu{Z.s whieh n{Z.{Z.d to b{Z. addr{Z.SS{Z.d. 

Th{Z. sp{Z.eifie timing has hurt th{Z. public s{Z.V{Z.ral ways. Th{Z. r{Z.port was issu{Z.d on a 
friday whieh ironically is th{Z. favorit{Z. tim{Z. for organizations to r{Z.l{Z.as{Z. bad n{Z.Ws --- th{Z.y 
ar{Z. assur{Z.d of S{Z.V{Z.ral "fr{Z.{Z." days. In ord{Z.r to b{Z. sur{Z. eomm{Z.nt mail g{Z.ts to you in 
Washington, it must b{Z. mail{Z.d th{Z. ~aturday aft{Z.r Thanksgiving, anoth{Z.r praetieal 
constraint against th{Z. public. Not{Z.: f{Z.W dise{Z.rning eitiz{Z.ns Will {Z.mail eomm{Z.nts as th{Z. 
r{Z.eipi{Z.nt is th{Z. consultant s{Z.l{Z.et{Z.d by '(!'(If and paid by '(!'(If. Th{Z. r{Z.al probl{Z.m in our ar{Z.a 
about th{Z. timing has b{Z.{Z.n th{Z. summ{Z.r and fall abs{Z.ne{Z. of many of our 
r{Z.sid{Z.nts. Thousands W{Z.r{Z. not awar{Z. of th{Z. eve!~ until som{Z.tim{Z. in f:!ov{Z.mb{Z.r Wh{Z.n th{Z.y 
r{Z.turn{Z.d from summ{Z.r hom{Z.s. 

bastly, th{Z. r{Z.quir{Z.m{Z.nts of th{Z. National environm{Z.ntal Policy '(let W{Z.r{Z. not 
folloW{Z.d. '(Is a r{Z.sult W{Z. in Indian 'R.iV{Z.r County W{lr{l not abl!Z to att{lnd th{l ~coping 
m{Z.{Z.tings pr{Z.s{Z.nt{Z.d by f'R'(I during May 2013. Our County had no n{Z.Wspap{Z.r 
adV{Z.rtis{Z.m{Z.nt or oth{Z.r notie{Z. of th{Z.s{Z. m{Z.{Z.tings. '(Is a r{Z.sult W{Z. in Ind~ 'R.iV{Z.r County 
W{Z.r{Z. at !{last 7 months b{Z.hind all oth{Z.r aff{Z.et{Z.d Counti{Z.s to !{Zarn about th{Z. rail plan. 

Th{Z. sum total of th{Z.S{Z. faets has plae{Z.d an unr{Z.asonabl{Z. burd{Z.n on Indian 'R.iV{Z.r 
County whieh is contrary to pub lic law and r{Z.gulations. This ean b{Z. partially mitigat{Z.d if 
you izxtiznd thiz eommiznt pizriod to f izbruary 3, 2015. 

Thank you for s{Z.riously eonsidizring and hopizfully acting on my rizquizst . 

.53.5 Coconut Palm 'Road, Vizro :Bizaeh, fb, 32963 





Mr. John Winfle 

ARTHUR M. SCUTRO, JR. 
MARY ELLEN K. SCUTRO 
240 ISLAND CREEK DRIVE 

VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32963 

October 27, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. Room W38-31 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re: All Aboard Florida proposal 

Dear Mr. Winkle, 

We are writing in opposition to All Aboard Florida's planned 
high-speed passenger rail project. 

we oppose this project because it will affect the lives and 
livelihood of Indian River County residents and businesses without 
providing any long term benefits to the· community. The effects include 
degradation of transportation service at 78 grade crossings and 3 
movable bridges, noise that will carry over the Indian river, vibration 
in nearby homes and businesses, hindrance of emergency response as 
well as reputational loss from a superior, peaceful community to one 
that is inferior to the train's destination points; hence, a devaluation of 
real estate. While there will be short-term employment for crossing 
upgrades, the project provides no long term employment in this 
county, but does provide substantial employment at the destination 
points. 

We also oppose this project because the developer made a 
conscious choice to use this rail line rather than the more centrally 
located, more remote and more direct rail line available to the west. 

Thank you for consideration of our views. 

() 



Federal Railroad Administration? 
1200 Nevv Jersey Aveo S.E.9 

Send an en1ail to 
aaf _comments@vhb.co ro. 

· Room W38°31? ,Nashington? D.C. 20599 ._ 
.. --- - - ----- -- -~ -· - - - ·--· ·-

RE: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA Project NOVEMBER 26, 2014 

SUCCINTLY EXPRESSED COMMENTS FRG~ A MULTITUDE: 

1) DEATHS - SUFFERINGS - AND LAWSUITS FROM DELAYED EMERGENCY VEHICLES 

2) UNBEARABLE NOISE AND VIBRATIONS AND DIESEL.FUMES FROM 32 ADDITIONAL 
TRAINS PER DAY, FOR S~VERAL MILES FROM TRACKS . 

. COAST 
3) TREASURE/COMMUNITIES OF INDIAN RIVER, ST. LUCIE AND MARTIN COUNTIES 

"CUT. IN HALF" by ADDED 32 .TRAINS PER DAY, AFFECTING LIVELIHOODS, 
SHOPPING FROM UNBEARA~LE DELAYS. 

4) SEVERAL NON-INVASIVE ROUTES AVAILABLE! 

SUGGSTIONS AND SOLUTIONS 

1) DELAY APPROVALS TO ALLOW TIME TO INVESTIGATE ALTERNATE ROUTES 

2) REQUIRE DETAILED STUDIES, COSTS, FULL INVESTIGATION OF THE 
PREFERABLE ROUTES AVAILALBE FROM csx; 1-95 R/W, TURNPIKE R/W 

3) ALTERNATE ROUTE WEST OF TREASURE COAST (AT LEAST) WOULD TOTALLY 
AVOID VEHICLE CROSSINGS, BE WELCOMED BY TREASURE COAST RESIDENTS 
AVOID FIRST ITEMS ABOVE #1, #2, #3 

1-95 ROUTE WAS MOVED WEST FROM ORIGINAL ROUTE FOR SIMILAR REASONS 
A FEW YEARS AGO. 

SCH\iVEY REALTY O _ 
1958 33RD A VENUE L, 

VERO BEACH, FORIDA 32960 n n 
(772) 562-8 722 PE \() · 
(772) 562-1579 FX 

,,. E-MAIL: schweyreaity@bell south .net 

SERVING INDIAN RIVER COUNTY OVER FORTY YEARS 



DATE: 
To: 
FROM: 

RE: 
PROJECT: 

Indian River County 
Chamber of Commerce 

November 5, 2014 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Penny Chandler, President 
Indian River County Chamber of Commerce 
1216 21st Street 
Vero Beach, FL 32960 
772-567-3491 
director@indianriverchamber .com 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
"All Aboard Florida" 

Overall DEIS review summary and comments: After review of the DEIS for 
All Aboard Florida (The Project), we believe it is inadequate. The information 
regarding Indian River County, Florida and its communities that will be impacted 
by All Aboard Florida - Sebastian, Gifford, Vero Beach as well as the county 
along or near the railroad is incomplete. 

Support information and appendices are missing from the report. Reputable 
local historians and cultural heritage experts from Indian River County were 
never contacted. The DEIS attempts to pass off contacts used in the southern 
portion Phase 1 of the project (Palm Beach to Miami) as representing and 
commenting on Indian River County. This is unacceptable, the representation is 
inaccurate, and the study not at all reflective of our cultural heritage information. 

The document is inadequate in addressing primary concerns of the project on 
our cultural heritage sites, mitigation during demolition and construction of the 
San Sebastian Bridge, wildlife, social justice and the treatment of the Gifford 
community, and businesses. Many of the assumptions made in the DEIS are 
unsupported. Some statements in the report are in conflict with statements 
made in other parts of the report. Some of what is in the report does not match 
what has transpired in discussions with All Aboard Florida representatives in our 
community. For instance, the Gifford community was not told about the impacts 
the All Aboard Florida project will have in their community. 

Indian River County is a "Donor" county to this All Aboard Florida project. There 
are no direct positive economic benefits to Indian River County, Sebastian, 
Florida, or Vero Beach, Florida and including the Gifford community . 

The Indian River County DEIS community meeting held on November 5, 2014 
at the Indian River State College, Mueller Center was a representation of those 
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items that All Aboard Florida desired to discuss and not necessarily those items 
of critical importance to the members of the Indian River County community. · 
The project maps that were displayed by Federal Railroad Administration at this 
community meeting did not even have the names of the towns in Indian River 
County that will be impacted by All Aboard Florida project! For the record, those 
towns are Sebastian, Florida and Vero Beach, Florida. 

Photo of map on display at public meeting is shown below: 

~n~on of f .. tufff 
- N.&~ a UJIP.~ ==-=·~---..,..U.~ 
,_- wa,.,.... • '----'...,,c-,a.-.l 

o-alca"* U,tl20 1l,fM?OU.ICDl10jJ.MIE'C20t J 

We urge that the Federal Railroad Administration, the All Aboard Florida 
consulting firm, and All Aboard Florida principals Final EIS incorporate 
provisions that will address the issues outlined in this DEIS response document 
and in every other DEIS response document provided by all agencies, 
organizations, individuals, and governments in Sebastian, Florida, Vero Beach, 
Florida and Indian River County, Florida. 

COMMENTS AND CONCERNS 
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From the Summary 
S-18 last paragraph, states that "The Project will not adverse ly affect ("use") 
and pub lic parks, recreation areas, or wildlife refuges . Collective ly, these 
propert ies are protected under Section 4(f) of the department of transportation 
Act, as are historic properties ." On page S-19 the text continues stating that 
"The existing N-S Corridor bisects two of these Section 4(f) recreation 
resources " and names "Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Jonathan 
State Park." 
RESPONSE: It fails to recognize that historic Pocahontas Park, the 
Heritage Center and the Vero Beach Community Center which are all 
located in an historic park. The document does not include any input from 
local authorities at Indian River County, Sebastian or City of Vero Beach. 

• How will the consulting group address the obvious lack of 
communication with the Cities of Vero Beach and Sebastian, Indian 
River County government and local knowledgeable organizations 
and individuals? 

S-19 Visual and Scenic Resources states that "veiwsheds along "N-S Corridor 
would remain primar ily unchanged." 
RESPONSE: This area of the document addresses mostly those areas 
along SR528 while barely noting the railway immediately adjacent to US 1 
that runs from Titusville (in Brevard County) through Wabasso (in Indian 
River County). 

See map and information below and on next page of Indian River Lagoon 
Nat ional Scenic Byway which was taken directly from U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration website for "America's 
Byways. According to this U.S. Department of Transportation website: 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/byways/byways/16199/maps 

Indian River Lagoon National Scenic Byway 

National Scenic Byway • Florida 
Length 150.0 mi I 241.4 km 

Time to Allow Take four hours to drive or two days to enjoy the byway. 
There are no fees to drive the byway; however, some of the state and 

Fees federal lands charge park fees. 

The Indian River Lagoon National Scenic Byway gives access to a National Estuary 
providing habitat to more species than anywhere in North America. History buffs, bird 
watchers, anglers, surfers , swimmers, boaters, and vacationers will find excitement at a 
national seashore, wildlife refuges, state park, museums, the Kennedy Space Center, 
beaches , and waterways. 
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lndlan RMl r Lagoon 
NaUonal Scenic B yway Ala~oeun 

Continued Response:_ Our County's economy is deeply rooted in a thriving 
eco-tourism industry. The Indian River Lagoon is a tourism generator 
from activity on the lagoon itself to the Scenic Byway mentioned here . 
According to Florida Atlantic University Harbor Branch, the lagoon 
"stretches along 40% of Florida's east coast and yields an estimated $3. 7 
billion annual economic impact for the state." 

• All of the above information should be included in the EIS. 
• "viewshed" impacts should be acknowledged and mitigation named. 

Section 4: Affected Environment 
Land Use and Transportation 
Section 4 Appendices have been omitted from the DEIS. 

• Why? 
• How wi ll t his be corrected ? 
• Public opinions on certa in sectio ns are diff icult to make without 

appropriate support informat ion . 
Omitted append ices: 

• 4 .1.1-A Existing land use maps 
• 4 .1.3-A USCG cooperat ing agency acceptance 
• 4 .1.3-BUSCG jurisdictional determination 
• 4.1.3-C Navigation discipline report 
• 4 .2.4-A Potential contaminated sites aerial photographs 
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• 4 .3.1-A USCG Coordination meeting notes August 12, 2013 
• 4.3.3.-A Characteristic plant spec ies 
• 4 .3.5-A EFH assessment 
• 4 .3.6-A Rare species survey reports rare species consultation areas 
• 4.4.2-A Minority populations 
• 4 .3.6-B Poverty populations 
• 4.4 .5-A SHPO consultat ion materials 
• 4.4 .5-B Cultural resources prox imate to the project corridor 
• 4.4 .6-A Noise and vibration contours 

Physical Environment 
4.3.3 Natural Environment/Wetlands 
The DEIS does document direct and indirect impacts to wetlands , protected 
species , and habitats. 
RESPONSE: However, 

• the DEIS is inadequate for proper review because no N-S Corridor 
FLUCCS maps or habitat and wildlife impact area maps were 
provided at a proper scale to verify conflicts between the proposed 
railroad improvements and the habitat type or associated species. 

• There was no wetland maps shown to verify were track expansions 
and passing lanes would conflict with isolated wetla nds. 

4.4.5 Cultural Resources 
Table 4.4 .5-2 Certified Local Government/Local Informant Contacts Regarding 
Potentially Locally Designated Cultural Resources. 
RESPONSE: 

• No one from the public or private sector in Indian River County, City 
of Sebastian or the City of Vero Beach was contacted for 
information regarding cultural resources. 

• County author ities were completely overlooked. 
• This table names Brevard, St. Lucie and Palm Beach County only . 
• This is incomplete and inadequate information. 
• Who will be contacted in Indian River County to provide this 

information? 
• How will the consultants incorporate this information into the EIS? 

Further, 4-122 states "Normally , archeological and other below ground 
resources will be affected by ground disturbing activities ... " as compared with 
above ground and that survey methods differ because of those differences. At 
the bottom of 4-122 it addresses the N-S Corridor and says" the Area of 
Potentia l Effect was limited to the footprint of subsurface activities within the 
existing approximately 100 foot wide FECR Corridor. The historic resources 
APE included the N-S Corridor as well as 150 feet on either side of the N-S 
Corridor to allow for consideration of indirect impacts ." 
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RESPONSE: *Archeological Site Significance: The Old Vero Ice Age Site 
is west, east and under the FEC tracks. Recent excavations by 
Merceyhurst at a location immediately adjacent to the railroad have 
uncovered meaningful artifacts and information from the "Vero Man" Sites 
that continue to support that people and a large variety of extinct animals 
were in Vero 12,000 to 14,000 years ago. The local continued 
archaeological activities are essential for providing further information 
about the earliest inhabitants of the world as well as Florida . In the future, 
we believe the positive impact on the scientific community, as well as on 
Florida, Vero Beach and the region, will be profound. 

This archeological site has been found eligible as a national historic site. 
The site will also most likely be considered as a potential World Site as a 
bone etched with a mammoth found near this site and was authenticated 
to be over 12,000 years old demonstrating that humans and animals 
coexisted in Florida during prehistoric times. The art has been declared by 
top anthropologists as the "oldest, most spectacular and rare work in the 
America's." 

Other archeological findings have been made at additional sites along the 
FEC tracks going northward from the Merceyhurst site at the Main Relit 
Canal through Gifford ("Gifford Bones" site) and into Sebastian . 

Plans for this AAF project have not been developed to a point where our 
community can comment. As a result, we do not know what impacts there 
will be on specific archeological sites. For instance, there has been no 
bridge plan for the area at the location of the Old Vero Ice Age Site. 

• The " Gifford Bones" site is not addressed or identified . Therefore 
no mitigation is issued. Should be included in the report. 

• Impacts and the mitigation of impacts from All Aboard Florida on 
these areas is not addressed but instead completely overlooked or 
ignored. Site identification, impacts of All Aboard Florida laying 
added tracks and the additional vibration and mitigation of same 
needs to be noted in the final report. 

• Other sites along the track ridge are known . How will these 
important sites be accessed for archeological study? 

• Sites along the canals and the bridges are at most risk. How will 
these be handled during Phase 2? 

• How do we make further comments about this if the bridge plans for 
t he location of this archeological site are not complete and available 
to the public? 

• How will information about the archeological s ites in Indian River 
County be included in the EIS? 

COMMENTS 
4.4.5.1 Methodology 
Page 4-124 
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Consultation 
This page recounts meetings between AAF and SHPO . It appears there were 
severa l determinations established : 

• March 28, 2013 SHPO meets with AAF and determines that the need to 
coordinate with historic preservation planning represe ntatives for the West 
Palm Beach to Orlando phase of the project "was not warranted ." 

• DEIS states that five public "scoping " meetings were held and that those 
meetings "provided adequate opportunity for consu ltation. " 

• "SHPO determined that no additional separate Section 106 meetings were 
necessary ." 

• Evident ly "scoping " meetings were held in other counties but not in Indian 
River County . And , in Indian River County there were no public notices for 
"scoping" meetings outside our county . 

• Appears the only archeological site identified in the DEIS in the way of the 
Project is located in Hobe Sound National Wild life Refuge. 

• We learned that Janus research contacted five CLGs and local informants . 
NONE in Indian River County . We understand these "determinations " went 
on before the DEIS was released . 

Response: Indian River County was completely ignored in this part of the 
process. Local representation was totally dismissed without further 
consideration or notification to local representatives. There were no 
"scoping" meetings held and no publicly advertised "scoping" meetings in 
Indian River County while there were dozens of such public notices in Ft. 
Lauderdale, Orlando and Miami. This oversight completely undermines this 
part of the Section 106 (National Historic Preservation Act), Section 4(f) 
Federal Transportation Act, and the EIS process . 

• How will FRA and AAF address and correct this oversight? 
• How will Indian River County be included at this point in the overall 

DEIS process? 
• It appears that, at the highest levels, the "standard" NEPA process 

was somehow mixed with the "integrated" method. To our 
knowledge, this is the first time this has been done . Why? 

• We are very concerned about the lack of outreach to [only] CLGs 
and [certain] local informants and believe this den igrates the DEIS 
process and intent of benchmarked historic preservation 
guidelines. 

Section 5: Environmental Consequences 
Land Use, Transportation and Navigation 

5.1.1 While the DEIS indicates little or no adverse impacts and states that 
Indian River County supports efforts for passenger rail, 
RESPONSE: It does not indicate the passionate opp os it ion Indian River 
County Government, Sebastian City Government, Vero Beach 
Govern ment; and others have for this project w hich is not s imply about 
"p asse nger" rail service but also to deliver incre ased frei ght serv ices and 
the imp acts of that freight service on the comm unity. 

7 



• Indian River County adopted a resolution opposing All Aboard 
Florida and does not believe the Project fits into the planning for 
this community. 

• Indian River County Chamber of Commerce endorses the County's 
resolution opposing the project. 

On page 5-5 the DEIS states "The MCO Segment and N-S Corridor under 
the Action Alternatives would not bisect any privately owned properties ... " 
RESPONSE: However, the project will completely bisect the City of Vero 
Beach, its residents and its medical and business services. 

On page 5-6, Table 5.1.2-1 regarding grade crossings refers to the highest 
volume intersections in Indian River County at Oslo Road and SR 60 east and 
west. Page 5-12, Table 5.1.2-4 indicates that passenger rail will travel at 106.6 
mph through Indian River County wh ich includes these 3 highly traveled 
intersections/cross ing. Page 5-8 mentions that freight will see an increased 
length in trains but states that there will be "minor " roadway closures and 
"minimal" impacts to existing conditions . 
RESPONSE:_These statements fight with one another and it is clear there 
will be significant negative impacts to crossings themselves, delays in 
traffic due to crossing closures, and significant impacts all of the above 
will have on our residents, public safety equipment. employees, goods 
being transported, school bus and Senior Resource GoLine public bus 
schedules, and visitors traveling east and west in our community . 

Although the DEIS is triggered only by the All Aboard Florida passenger 
rail request for a RIF loan, the DEIS does note that FEC freight traffic (once 
the FEC line is double-tracked and the Panama Canal is opened) will 
increase. Vibration levels as indicated in the Table 5.1.2-4 clearly state 
that current number of freight is 22 per day traveling at 54.2 mph and the 
proposed passenger will be 32 trains per day t(to start) at 106.6 mph. 

• The vibration issue should reflect the identification of the additional 
freight and mitigation measures should be identified. 

Senior Resource Association public bus GoLine: Increased rail crossing 
closures may present an obstacle in adhering to transit schedules. 

• Will FEC and All Aboard Florida be required to coordinate with all 
public and private local fixed route providers in the corridor to 
minimize these impacts? 

48% of Indian River County population is over the age of 50. Increased rail 
crossing present a concern for this population to be on time for medical 
appointments. There is an added risk component to rail crossing since 
the horns will be on a static pole with reduced horn sound . Individuals 
with decreased hearing abilities and other handicaps will be at a greater 
risk in an attempted crossing when a train is approachjng . 
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bone etched with a mammoth found near this site and was authenticated 
to be over 12,000 years old demonstrating that humans and animals 
coexisted in Florida during prehistoric times. The art has been declared by 
top anthropologists as the "oldest, most spectacular and rare work in the 
America's." 

There are additional documented archeological sites located in the 
northern, northeastern and mid sections of Indian River County. The DEIS 
has not dealt at all with any archeological finds in Indian River County. 
And there have not been contacts made with those in Indian River County 
who are knowledgeable to comment. 

• How will the consultant address the remain ing archeologically 
significant sites within Indian River County and describe mitigation 
of damages to those sites? 

• Other response questions on this topic are named in response 
above 4.4.5 

Natural Environment 
5.3.6.2 Environmental Consequences 
It is specifically stated that "scrub jay meta-populations were not fully 
evaluated ." 
RESPONSE: Scrub Jays are vulnerable to mortality due to collisions with 
moving vehicles. This is inadequate for proper review and decision 
making. Habitat loss, incidental take, and mitigation should also have 
been discussed. 

• Why wasn't this informatio n fu lly evaluat ed? 
• It is necessary that the Final EIS and the All Aboard Florida project 

substantively address Scrub Jay mortality and incidental take due 
to collis ions with train sets in the Final EIS? 

The DEIS relies on mitigation banking for wetland impact compensation. 
• There are not available mitigation banks in all water management 

basins, therefore if there are areas of isolated wetland impacts in 
some areas of the project no mitigation is available as proposed. 

• This is inadequate and lacking in information as presented. 

5.3.3 Wetlands 
Page 5-81-91 
This section addresses and identifies wetland governing regulations and 
discusses the types of impacts . Several instances where it states minor or no 
impacts . 

RESPONSE: 
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• The consultant needs to address/confirm available appropriate 
wetland mitigation banks for each wetland type per impact basin 
individually. 

5.4 Social and Economic Environment 
Page 5-48 states in the first paragraph that the project will result "in an increase 
in future noise levels and the potential for noise impacts ." 
RESPONSE: It is our opinion that this will result in increased difficulty to 
maintain and operate businesses efficiently and effectively at or within 100 
feet of all crossings/intersections of the railway. The increased noise and 
vibration will be coupled with additional noises and vibrations from 
sounds emitted from the wayside horns. 

• There are no maps available and no back up provided in the DEIS 
that demonstrate the amount of land owned by FEC. 

About 100 yards from the US 1 Ponce de Leon intersection in Vero Beach 
are over 150 residents, mostly elderly who will also be inflicted with noise 
from the wayside horns. 

The DEIS further states that "the Project will not displace any businesse s (page 
5-127)" and that the "Project would have beneficial regional economic impacts 
from increased economic activity , tax revenues , construction jobs , and 
associated spending ." 

RESPONSE: Economic Impact: 
As an example, the pet store (Cindi's Pet Center) located at 721 US 1, Vero 
Beach is immediately adjacent to the 7th Street crossing. The shop will 
most likely need to be relocated or will close due to the increased noise 
and vibration impacts on fish, reptiles, birds and dogs . 

5.4.1 Communities and Demographics, 5.4.1.1 Environmental 
Cosequences 
Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that "would not result in residential displacement , 
neighbo rhood fragmentation or loss of continuity between neighborhoods ." 
RESPONSE: While this statement may be true in 2014, Table 5.1.2-4 
clearly shows an increase to the total number of trains to 54 daily in 2019 
(4 years from now). This table also shows that the 32 passenger trains are 
moving through Indian River County at speeds over 106.Gmph and freight 
at 54.2 mph in 2019. Of particularly concern are the elderly drivers and 
those who depend on foot or bicycle to cross over the tracks to get to 
medical appointments and go to their place of employment. 

• The argument that the rail line has already been in place and 
creates no changes simply is not acceptable when both the number 
of trains and the speed at which they will travel more than doubles 
by FEC estimates by 2019. Does not compare apples to apples. 
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• How will these facts presented in the DEIS (above) not change 
neighborhood continuity? 

• What will be the impact on property values and desirability of 
neighborhoods near the tracks? 

5.4.1.2 Indirect and Secondary Impacts 
On page 5-123 the DEIS the writer describes population and transit growth in 
South Florida . It goes on to state that All Aboard Florida wou ld be an 
improvement to address roadway congestion and increase the ability to 
transport people between major South Florida cities. 
RESPONSE: This section only addresses issues from West Palm Beach 
through Miami. Statements made in 5.4.1.2 do not reflect the northern 
Phase 2 past of the project. While this may be true between Palm Beach 
and Miami, it is not at all factual for Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie and 
Martin Counties. There are no stops in any of these four northern route 
counties. These four counties are "donor counties" with no immediate or 
near-future consideration for any benefit but will encounter tremendous 
loss of mobility, peace and quiet and quality of life with an additional 32-
passenger trains and estimated doubling of freight. 

5.4.2 Environmental Justice 
Page 5-123 it is stated that this section describes the potentia l effects to 
minority and low-income populations Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that "would 
not result in residential displacement , neighborhood fragmentation or loss of 
continuity between neighbo rhoods ." 

RESPONSE:_Again, this statement does not hold up and will no longer be 
factual when an additional 32 passenger trains a day are blowing through 
Indian River County at speeds of 106.Gmph in 2019. (Table 5.1.2-4) 

According to the local history book "Hibiscus City'', When Henry Flagler 
built the rail line there was a dispute with the John T. Gifford family over 
land Flagler wanted for his railroad. To retaliate for the delay of the 
desired rail extension, Flagler's surveyors named a small labor camp, an 
exclusive Negro community, "Gifford ." Today, Gifford remain a largely 
non-Hispanic black and low-income population (average annual wage 
$20,373 2012 U.S. Census) with many struggles. The area has maintained 
2 and 3 tracks and is the only area of Indian River County that continues 
to see long delays from stopped trains. 

Within yards of the tracks through Gifford are-
• a number of homes within 50-yards of the tracks. 
• nearby schools, 

· • a medical center, 
• and businesses and employment located in close proximity to the 

railroad tracks . 
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The additional passenger and freight trains that are anticipated will have 
an increased negative social impact on this small black community and as 
stated on page 5-48 of the DEIS in the first paragraph - "this project will 
result "in an increase in future noise levels and the potential for noise impacts ." 

Representatives of the Gifford Progressive Civic League are very 
concerned about the additional trains, both freight and passenger, and the 
on-going impact this will have on all emergency services to and from their 
small community. Currently, this area of the county already has more 
than one track and experiences longer delays and trains stopping than is 
experienced in other parts of Indian River County. 

Neighborhoods within the Gifford community, and for that matter 
elsewhere in the County, have developed their own " unoffic ial crossings." 
A number of school children considered "walkers" cross the tracks to 
attend school in Gifford. 

• How will the DEIS and AAF address these "unofficial neighborhood 
crossings"? 

Children have been fascinated with trains and speed for decades. Starting 
with "Thomas the Train" children love trains! Children within any part of 
our community have grown accustomed to the speed of the local freight 
trains. They can judge their "timing" with approaching freight trains 
moving 35-45 mph. It is a fact that looking down the tracks it is extremely 
difficult for pedestrians to judge how quickly the passenger rail will 
approach going speeds 80-100mph and faster. 

There is nothing in the DEIS that we can find that describes how AAF will 
provision for safety in these crossing areas. It is recognized that all areas 
along the tracks can not be fenced. 

• How will AAF accommodate for children and other pedestrians in 
those "unofficial pedestrian crossing" areas? 

In order to comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Federal 
desegregation of schools, school districts are divided by zones. Gifford 
children are bused (long-runs) to accommodate Federal desegregation 
regulations and to raise the numbers of African American children 
attending other neighborhood schools. This causes a disproportionate 
effect to Gifford students more so than other neighborhoods outside of 
the Gifford community. Intersections at 45th and 49th Streets are of 
concern because the children are bused over these intersections twice 
daily in order to reach their designated out of neighborhood school for 
Federal compliance reasons. 

• What special care will be used by AAF at those intersections to 
mitigate for the possibility of accidents with school buses? 
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5.4.3 Economic Conditions 
While the DEIS page 5-127 says the Project wi ll not reduce municipal property 
taxes that is yet to be seen . The DEIS only addresses properties acquired by 
AAF . 
RESPONSE: Florida East Coast and All Aboard Florida are not in the 
position to determine if property values or property taxes would decrease. 
Property values are driven by the marketplace which will determine what 
the private sector will be willing to pay for properties near the tracks and 
that will have an impact on those privately owned properties. 

The DEIS furiher states that "the Project will not displace any businesses (page 
5-127)" and that the "Project wou ld have benefic ial regional econom ic impacts 
from increased economic activity , tax revenues , construct ion jobs , and 
associated spend ing." 
RESPONSE: This is a broad and generalized statement in which the DEIS 
consultant is referring to the southern portion Palm Beach to Miami 
segment of the N-S project corridor. 

• This statement does not apply to Martin, St. Lucie or Indian River 
Counties. 

There are no stops, no appreciable economic activity, no tax revenues, no 
jobs, and no appreciable associated spending that will occur in Indian 
River County. All increased economic activity and the benefits from such 
activity will occur from Palm Beach to Miami. And all employment from 
additional laying of tracks, in all areas of the project are temporary. 

The results of a recent survey of our Chamber of Commerce membership 
shows that-

• 68% of our businesses believe their business operations will be 
negatively impacted by the Project. 

• 59.4% believe that their customers coming to their business will be 
negatively impacted. 

• 60.3% strongly oppose All Aboard Florida 

" .. .freight traffic on the FECR (Florida East Coast Railroad) Corridor is predicted 
to increase. FECR operated 24 daily trains in 2006 and had projected growth of 
5-7% between today and 2016. However, due to delays in the expansion of the 
Panama Canal and other factors, it is now expected that freight operations will 
increase from the current number of trains (now 8 to 10 daily) to 20 trains per 
day by 2016, and at a 3% annual growth after 2016." 

RESPONSE: 71% of business survey respondents say the added 32 passenger 
t rain a day will have a negative impact on our country. 

Some comments from ou r business members -
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• "If these statistics are accurate I believe it will increase traffic and 
wait times for east/west motorists." 

• "Rail service is key to the success of any port - you can't move 
boats on land. So I believe that this really is about increases in 
freight. They won't run 32 passenger trains a day if only a dozen or 
so people are on them." 

• "Traffic to and from my store will be held up numerous times daily 
as the trains pass thru Vero." 

• "My business property is next to the RR tracks -- Noisy -- distracting 
-- DANGEROUS to allow 100+ MPH train where 55 MPH is currently 
the speed limit. 55 MPH is fast enough." 

• "Time allowances getting to and from our clients will be negatively 
affected for all outbound business associates." 

As stated earlier-
RESPONSE: Economic Impact: 

• As an example, the pet store (Cindi 's Pet Center) located at 721 US 
1, Vero Beach is immediately adjacent to the 7th Street crossing. The 
shop will most likely need to be relocated or will close due to the 
increased noise and vibration impacts on fish, reptiles, birds and 
dogs. 

Table 5.4.3-1 Summary of Economic benefits-
Page 5-128 under Action Alternatives A, C, and E states ''The Project would 
increase fede5ral , state , and local government revenues and have other direct 
economic benefits to local populations ." (References Washington Economics 
Group) 
RESPONSE: 

• There are no direct economic benefits to Indian River County. 
• The information in this table is inadequate and does not support a 

"direct economic benefit" at local levels for those counties that do 
not have a stop or long-tern employment relating to the Project. 

• We recommend that the consultant provide a similar table showing 
the DIRECT benefits county by county from "increased economic 
activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and associated spending" 
as stated on page 5-127 of the EIS. 

5.4.5 Public Health and Safety 
This section addresses removing cars from highways i.e. "fewer vehicle crashes 
and fewer air emissions " page 5-131. 
RESPONSE: Our business community survey respondents reported that -

• 70.1 % stated that the Project will create vehicle and pedestrian 
safety issues 

• 63.4% have concerns about emergency services access . 
• 39.4% local ability to deal with potential rail accidents . 
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5.4.5 Cultural Resources 
Page 5-137, bottom of page, states "The Project would have no direct or 
indirect effects (noise, vibration, change in setting) to the historic resources 
located adjacent to the N-S Corridor . It further states, page 5-138, that "All 
cultural resource investigations were conducted in accordance with Section 106 
of the NHPA and its implementing regulations for protection of Historic 
Properties (36CFR part 800). 11 And ends with "The methodology for the balance 
of the N-S Corridor was consistent with that used in the 2012 EA. 11 

Response : 
• The above referenced paragraph describes how the MCO segment 

and the E-W Corridor was addressed by SHPA in consultation with 
FRA. It refers to the EA which was done for Phase 1 West Palm 
Beach to Miami not Phase 2 Martin County through Brevard County. 

• This is inadequate as Pahe 1 and Phase 2 are not equal 
comparisons but very dissimilar. 

In Indian River County there are the Old Vero Ice Age Site and other 
archeological sites as already reported. Historic sites including the 
Holstrom property (house and barns), and others. 

• Halstrom property (house and barns) on National Register of 
Historic Places 

• No one from Indian River County was consulted for information. 
• In the "North-South Corridor" info, no mention of sites in Indian 

River County. 
• Appears all communication was with SHPO. 

o Why was no one contacted in this part of Pahe 2? On page 5-
141 it notes Phase 1 of the project from Miami to West Palm 
Beach. 

• Hobe Sound and Fort Capron mentioned but no sites in Indian River 
County. 

• This section is incomplete and inadequate. 

Not acknowledged or discussed in the DEIS: 
• Old Town Sebastian Historic District East * 

o on National Register of Historical Places (2003). 
• Old Town Sebastian Historic District West* : 

o on National Register of Historical Places (2004) 
• Why were impacts of vibration, noise, safety, and viewsheds not 

included in DEIS? 

Section 6: 4(f) Evaluation 
6.4.2 St. Sebastian River Bridge The applicant indicated the Sebastian River 
Bridge Table 1-1 is located in Brevard County . 
RESPONSE: The bridge is also partially located in Indian River County 
and will have environmental impacts in Indian River County . 

• Demolition ·and construction impacts should be addressed. · 
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A shell midden site is reported in or adjacent to this bridgehead. 
• How will AAF work in and around this archeological site? 

This bridge is determined el igible for NRHP by SHPO 

6.4.1.4 Measures to Minimize Harm and Mitigate Impacts 
This section discusses AAF will conduct historic research , prepare an Historic 
American Buildings Survey , Historic American Engineering Record and consu lt 
with SHPO prior to demolition . 

RESPONSE: The St. Sebastian River is a tributary of the Indian River 
Lagoon. The Indian River Lagoon has for the last several years been the 
issue of highest importance to all the N-S corridor counties from Brevard 
through Martin County. Any construction of new bridges to replace the 
existing historic structures will cause unintended negative ecological 
impact to the San Sebastian waterway and its habitat for fish and other 
wildlife in the vicinity. Therefore, will have negative impact on the Indian 
River Lagoon. 

For the sake of those in our communities who are concerned about 
environmental impacts that will include negative impacts on our eco
tourism. this section of the EIS should include a detailed description of 
how AAF will mitigate environmental damages to the river bottom, fish 
and wildlife habitats in and around the bridge location and how mitigation 
and minimization of harm will be handled during all phases of bridge 
construction. 

Areas of the EIS rely on mitigation banking for wetland impact 
compensation. There are not available mitigation banks in all water 
management basins. For instance, the eastern part of Indian River County 
is in Basin 22 St. Johns River Water Management District and has no 
freshwater wetland mitigation bank currently operating. There is not a 
currently authorized Basin 22 mitigation bank. and so there are no 
mitigation credits available to offset impacts to freshwater wetlands within 
this basin. 

If there are areas of isolated wetland impacts in some areas of the project 
no mitigation is available as proposed. This is inadequate as presented . 

See map inserted below: 

i':1 
Basin22 .pdf 
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This section of the rep ort should reflect that it can reasonably be expec ted 
that adverse impacts to manate es w ill result from St. Sebastian River 
br idge demo lition/c onstruction , as well as the increased frequency and 
speed of proposed AAF rail tra ffic. The C-54 canal (historic West Prong of 
the St. Sebastian River) is a majo r warm water aggregation area for 
manatees; thu s , the br idge site is in an area of high manatee use. The 
DEIS states that durin g demol itio n and construction of the St Sebast ian 
Bridge, siltation barr iers will be us ed around the construction si te that 
would not impair manatee movem ent. 

• Additiona l mit igation and caution may be required to allow the 
manatees to acces s warm er water in the event of cold weather. 

• An aerial over lay shoul d be provided onto the Track Chart 3.3-8 4 
• When asked at the public meeting held in Indian River County " how 

will mitigation be descri bed in the final EIS?, the consultant at that 
station indicate d " all of thi s will be addressed in the project 
permitting proc ess ." That means he expects this to bypass the EIS 
and go straight to permitti ng further demonstrating that the publi c 
meeting was no more than an FRA dog and pony show . This s ho uld 
be addressed in the EIS. 

Demolition and Construction Noise: When source levels are greater than the 
thresholds, there are impacts to the organisms. That can be calcula ted and 
should demonstrate the distances to which those effects may exten d. 

• How will no ise vib ration s via water be addressed and mitigated for in 
regard to dama ges to habitat and breeding of species of fish and 
breeding within this wate rway? 

• What are the st atistics of the level of noise and vibration carri ed from 
the bridge const ruct ion areas in the St. Sebastian River into th e Indian 
River Lagoon? 

• How will AAF research and accommodate for cumulative sound 
exposure from pile driving noise and vibration during the cons t ruction 
of the new br idge? 

• How will AAF determine if no ise from the installation of piles has the 
potential to negatively effec t fi s h, turtles, and man atee? 

• How will th ese source levels be compared to known thresho lds? 
• How far w ill the harmful nois e and vi bration travel before att enuating 

below thresh old values? 
• Please gather information and explain in the EIS: How will rust fr om the 

demolition will be mitigated? 

Section 7: Mitigation Measures and Project Commitments 
7.2 Project Commitments 
7.2.11.1 West Indian Manatee Mitigation Measures 
RESPONSE: This sect ion of t he report should reflect that it can 
reasonably be expecte d that adverse impacts to manatees will result from 
St. Sebastian River bridge demolition/construction, as well as the 
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Nichols, Nancy 

From: Falls, Monte 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, November 26, 2014 2:28 PM 
Nichols, Nancy 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

FW: Chamber comments 
Chamber response .pdf 

From: Penny Chandler [mailto:director@indianriverchamber.com ] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 4:41 PM 
To: O'Connor, Jim; Falls, Monte; Vock, Tammy 
Subject: Chamber comments 

Attached are our comments on the DEIS. This was approved by our Board of Directors yesterday. 

Penny Chandler 

President 

Indian River County Chamber of Commerce 

772-567 -3491 
www.indianriverchamber.com 
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. ' 
Nichols, Nancy 

From: Falls, Monte 
Sent : 
To: 

Wednesday , November 26, 2014 2:27 PM 
Nichols , Nancy 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

FW: TIC response to FRA DEIS 
TIC_draft_to_DEIS .docx 

From: sisustarfish@aol.com [mailto:sisustarfish@aol.com ] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 1:37 PM 
To: graves.amelia@gmail.com 
Cc: Vonada, Joyce; Falls, Monte 
Subject: TIC response to FRA DEIS 

November 26, 2014 

Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 

Attn : John Winkle 

Dear Mr. Winkle: 

The Indian River Neighborhood Association is a non-profit, non-partisan organization dedicated to 
quality of life matters throughout our County . 

Earlier this year we brought together organizations and local governments experiencing significant 
concerns about impacts from All Aboard Florida which represents the establishment of high speed 
passenger and expanded freight rail services proposed to run through our County without stopping. 

We formed the Train Impact Coalition (TIC) and for your information a list of participants is 
included below. Our singular purpose was to protect our communities from any potentially negative 
impacts by All Aboard Florida. Our intent was to do so by inserting our concerns, as allowed by 
law, into the federal process which would release the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 

The DEIS has now been released. We have studied it and find it very deficient identifying impacts to 
our communities. All our comments are presented in the attachment. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments . We look forward to your response addressing 
our concerns. Please do not hesitate to contact me for any additional information. 

Sincerely, 

Honey Minuse, Chair Executive Committee, 
Indian River Neighborhood Association 
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27 Starfish Drive 
Vero Beach, Florida 32960 

cc: Army Corps of Engineers 

The following is a list of participants in the Train Impact Coalition (TIC), Indian River County Florida: 

Penny Chandler, Indian River County Chamber of Commerce 
Beth Mitchell, Sebastian Chamber of Commerce 
Gifford Progressive League, Joe ldlette Ill 
Ruth Stanbridge, Indian River County Historical Society 
Vicky Gould, Main Street Vero Beach 
Randy Old, Vero Man Ice Age Site 
Sandra Rawls, Vero Man Ice Age Site 
Bill Aufiero, Vero Man Ice Age Site 
Rebecca Rickey, Heritage Center 
Nick Schaus, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA) 
Robert Schaedel, Architect 
Judy and Jim Gallagher, Sebastian Property Owners Association 
Carol Barry, Sebastian liaison (IRNA) 
David Hunter, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA) 
Mary Kiernan, Sebastian liaison (IRNA) 
Karen Disney-Brombach, Indian River County School Board elected official 
Jane Schnee, Friends of St. Sebastian River 
Tom Gruber, Engineer 
Buzz Herrmann, Friends of St. Sebastian River 
Jeff Luther, Indian River County Sheriffs Department 
Barbara Hoffman, Cultural Council 
Sam Zimmerman, Indian River County Planning and Zoning Commission Chair 
Bill Cannon, Canaveral Groves 
John Debus, Treasure Coast Progressive Alliance 
Sue Olson, Micco Homeowners Association 
Chelle Woods, Micco Homeowners Association 
Jan Black, Micco Homeowners Association 
Andrea Coy, Sebastian, City Council Member 
Joe Griffin, Sebastian City Manager 
Frank Watanabe, City of Sebastian 
Cynthia Watson, City of Sebastian 
Peter O'Bryan, Indian River County, County Commissioner 
Dylan Reingold, Indian River County, County Attorney 
Kate Cotner, Indian River County, Assistant County Attorney 
Amelia Graves, Vero Beach, City Council Member 
Jim O'Connor, Vero Beach City Manager 
Monte Falls, City of Vero Beach 
Dan Dexter, City of Vero Beach 
Dan Lamson, Executive Director, Indian River Neighborhood Association 
Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association 
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RESPONSE TO DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

ALL ABOARD FLORIDA- Intercity Passenger Rail Project 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY TRAIN IMPACT COALITION 

Author Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association 

November 26, 2014 

MISSING APPENDICES 
To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an 
accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 
34 appendices are required: 

Appendix No. Description 
Appendix 1.1-A 1 FONSI 
Appendix 1. 1-A2 FONSI Exhibits 
Appendix 3.3-A Fort Lauderdale Re-Evaluation Documents 
Appendix 3.3-B Alternative A Track Plans 
Appendix 3.3-C Grade Crossing Details 
Appendix 3.3-D Alternative C, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-E Alternative E, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary 
Appendix 4.1. 1-A Existing Land Use Maps 
Appendix 4.1.3-A USCG Cooperating Agency Acceptance 
Appendix 4.1.3-B USCG Jurisdictional Determination 
Appendix 4. 1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report 
Appendix 4.2.4-A Potentially Contaminated Sites Aerial Photographs 
Appendix 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination Meeting Notes, August 12, 2013 
Appendix 4.3.3-A Characteristic Plant Species 
Appendix 4.3.5-A EFH Assessment 
Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey Reports 
Appendix 4.3.6-8 Rare Species Consultation Areas 
Appendix 4.4.2-A Minority Populations 
Appendix 4.4.2-8 Poverty Populations 
Appendix 4.4.5-A SHPO Consultation Materials 
Appendix 4.4.5-B Cultural Resources Proximate to the Project Corridor 
Appendix 4.4.6-A Recreation Resources 
Appendix 5.2.2-A Noise and Vibration Contours 
Appendix 5.2.2-8 Noise Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.2-C Vibration Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.3-A Farmland Soils, Completed NRCS Forms 
Appendix 5.2.4-A Risk Evaluation Summary Table 
Appendix 5.3.1-A Bridge Crossing Maps 
Appendix 5.3.4-A Floodplain Impacts 
Appendix 5.3.6-A Section 7 Meeting Notes 
Appendix 5.3.6-8 Section 7 Consultation Materials 
Appendix 8.1-A NOi 
Appendix 8.1-8 Scoping Report 
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT 

On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight 
traffic with little to no explanation. A clarification is requested. 

To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and 
crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight 
transport, including both full and partial capacity. Any assumptions should disclose the 
methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates. 

1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR 

No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned 
immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track. 

Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using 
established parameters and mathematical models. This information and the final 
double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to 
measureable impacts on adjacent properties. 

Upon release of such information the process must allow public comment time. 

1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY 

The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information. 

The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and 
documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise. 

When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, 
Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were 
all denied. This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS. 

8.1 SCOPING 

No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no 
record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian 
River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise. 

This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts 
to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the 
NEPA process. 
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT and 5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES 

St. Sebastian River and Bridge 

The Army Corps of Engineers fails to identify the southern leg of the St. Sebastian River 
Bridge in Indian River County. The entire Bridge is stated to be due for demolition and 
replaced with 2 new single-track bridges. 

This Bridge crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian River 
County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian 
Conservation Area is immediately south. 

These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered 
and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The 
waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway. 

These sections also neglect study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and 
bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction. 

The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying 
waterway or the endangered species. Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA 
issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues. 

4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority 
community of Gifford which existed well before the tracks were placed. 

Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to 
and from work. There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and 
from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events 
due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by 
members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. 
Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is 
used by local residents to draw drinking water. 

Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing 
closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students. 

The DEIS contains no local knowledge. Such knowledge should be identified and 
incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts 
from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service. There 
must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits. 
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4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 

As proposed, there are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed 
passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the 
tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or 
travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, 
retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings. 

The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel 
interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real 
estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors. 

No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are considered. 
To be credible the DEIS must identify and analyze such impacts and include 
consideration of alternatives and benefits. 

5.4.1 COMMUNITIES 

There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no 
acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks. 

Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in 
close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely 
ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to the 
addition of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services. 

Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific 
attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services. The DEIS lacks 
such study. 

A credible analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit. 

5.4.4 PUBLIC HEAL TH AND SAFETY 

The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities. 

There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear 
materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no 
log of variable crossing closures with incident. 

There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and 
Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations. 

The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate 
any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information. 
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES 

Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such 
sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human 
presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones 
Sites. 

The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical 
sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. 
They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or 
potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may 
soon be considered a World Site. 

Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any 
additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA 

Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the 
County with some immediately in the rail corridor. 

The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate 
action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services. 

In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in 
Indian River County. 

By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects 
with consideration of beneficial outcomes. 

The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order 
to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines. 
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